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IN RE RECALL AGAINST SPOKANE 
COUNTY COMMISSIONER AL FRENCH 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
) 
)
) 

STATEMENT OF RECALL CHARGES 
AND BRIEF IN SUPPORTOF 
SUFFICIENCY OF RECALL CHARGES 

 
 

STATEMENT OF RECALL CHARGES 
 
A. Identification of elected official and organization and voter seeking recall:  
 

As a legal voter in the State of Washington, Spokane County, and County Commission 

District 5, I demand the recall and discharge of Spokane County Commissioner Al French on behalf 

of  

Organization name:  
 
Clean Water Accountability Coalition  
1503 South Ash Street  
Spokane, WA 99203  

 
Petitioner name and address:  

 
Mary Ellen Benham 
3616 N. Dowdy Rd. 
Spokane, WA  99224 

 



 

 
 
STATEMENT OF RECALL CHARGES - 2 
 

Smith & Lowney, p.l.l.c. 
2317 East John Street 

Seattle, Washington 98112 
(206) 860-2883 

 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

 

 

As Spokane County Commissioner, Al French has committed malfeasance, misfeasance, 

and/or violations of his oath of office, based upon the following charges:  

B. Combined Factual Allegations:  
 

1. Al French admits that in or around 2017, he learned that chemicals released from the 

Spokane International Airport (“Airport”) were likely poisoning the wells of his West Plains and 

Airway Heights constituents. For the next seven years, he repeatedly failed to take action to protect 

his constituents and instead used his position on the County Commission to cover up and conceal the 

public health crisis, causing his constituents to drink poisoned water for up to seven additional years.   

2. In 2017, Al French learned that fire-fighting chemicals used at the Airport were a 

likely source of per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (known as “PFAS” and commonly referred to as 

“forever chemicals”) that were poisoning the drinking water of his West Plains and Airway Heights 

constituents. PFAS have been linked to several cancers, heart disease, high cholesterol, thyroid 

disease, low birth weight, and other diseases. French and Airport CEO, Larry Krauter, have publicly 

confirmed that Al French obtained this information in 2017 while serving as a member of the Airport 

Board. Krauter publicly confirmed that the Airport learned of this information in 2017 and provided 

it to the Airport Board, which included Al French. This knowledge is reasonably imputed to Al 

French as a member of the Airport Board. 

3. Upon learning that the Airport was likely poisoning his constituents’ drinking water, 

Al French did not disclose this information to the County’s public health authorities or take any 

action to investigate the scope of the problem or protect his constituents from unknowingly drinking 

contaminated water.  

4. Had French fulfilled his duties to his constituents, testing of drinking water wells 

would have begun in 2017 and constituents with poisoned wells would have been eligible for bottled 
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water, water treatment and/or other government support. For example, when PFAS contamination 

was identified at Fairchild Airforce Base in 2017, the military began testing private wells in that area. 

However, when French learned of the Airport’s PFAS pollution in 2017, he covered up the problem 

and blocked investigations, delaying testing of his constituents’ wells until March of 2024, seven 

years after the cover up began. 

5. Rather than promptly taking action to protect public health, Al French repeatedly used 

his position as a county commissioner to conceal and cover up the drinking water crisis. French did 

so because he knew further investigation would be detrimental to the Airport and S3R3, on whose 

boards he served. For example,  

a. In February 2020, the Spokane County Water Resource Department 

made a routine ministerial request to the County Commission to approve grant 

funding to investigate and define the sources and pathways of PFAS in the West 

Plains neighborhood. One day before the scheduled Commission meeting, French 

called Environmental Services Manager Rob Lindsay and informed him that the 

PFAS grant application item had been removed from the agenda. According to 

Lindsay, French was concerned about the “timing and potential impact on the airport.”  

b. Due to Al French’s obstructionism, the Water Resource Department 

never was able to obtain that grant.  

c. In or around July 2021, County staff found an alternative path to fund 

the PFAS research through a Department of Ecology grant to the Spokane Regional 

Health District. However, the grant program required the Spokane County 

Commission to authorize County staff to work on the project. County staff indicated 

in emails that they had capacity and sought County Commission’s approval to do the 
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PFAS research work. See emails dated July 15, 2021, July 17, 2021, September 2, 

2021, and October 6, 2021. The County staff’s investigation would have included 

taking samples of water in the area to determine the source and extent of PFAS 

contamination. Id.  

d. Al French blocked the County from supporting the application because 

although he held meetings and discussions with County staff, he ultimately failed to 

move forward the process of giving County approval to accept this Ecology grant for 

the PFAS investigation. Id. (mentioning repeated discussions with French about the 

request for County approval).  On or about September 8, 2021, County CEO Scott 

Simmons sent an email to Kevin Cooke and water specialist Robert Lindsay stating, “I 

had a chance to discuss with Al [French] today. He indicated he would like to discuss 

further with airport prior to our committing to get involved. I’ll let you know more 

after I hear back from Al.”    

e. Approximately two weeks later, the grant’s administrator at the 

Department of Ecology sent a reminder that Ecology would need approval of both the 

County and the Health District to release the funds. Mike Hermansen, Spokane 

County Water Resources Manager, replied to Ecology four days later, stating, “I am 

still waiting on direction on whether our program is in a position to accept the grant 

funding.”  

f. Between June and September of 2021, French exercised a “pocket 

veto” by preventing the County Commission from approving County staff to work on 

the project, thereby preventing access to the funds which had been allocated by the 

Department of Ecology to investigate the PFAS crisis. French never removed his veto 
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to allow this investigation into the source of drinking water pollution. As a result, the 

County water specialist who had advocated for the investigation ultimately resigned.   

g. Repeatedly over these seven years, including specifically in January 

2024, French received requests to investigate the water crisis, but failed to act on the 

complaints.  

6. Upon learning that the Airport was likely poisoning his constituents’ drinking water, 

Al French did not take any action to disclose or address what has now become an irreconcilable 

conflict of interest. During the period from 2017 to 2024, Al French held three different positions and 

owed fiduciary duties to three different organizations. During this period he served as a (1) Spokane 

County Commissioner; (2) member and then officer of the Airport Board; and (3) member and then 

Chair of S3R3, a Public Development Authority (“PDA”) which recruits businesses to the West 

Plains Airport Area. S3R3 owned or controlled former Airport property that may be polluted. The 

Airport Board and S3R3 are distinct legal entities with the capacity to sue and be sued. See Exhibit 

__ (S3R3 Charter and Bylaws);1 Spokane Airports v. RMA, Inc., 149 Wn. App. 930, 206 P.3d 364 

(2009) (Airport bringing suit and defending against claims). 

7. Rather than faithfully serving as a county commissioner by taking actions which 

would have addressed the public health crisis, French took actions to cover up the crisis. French 

engaged in these cover up actions to protect the Airport Board and S3R3 from controversy and 

negative consequences at the expense of his constituents. As a county commissioner, he should have 

expedited investigation into the water crisis to protect public health and prevent his constituents from 

 
1 Amended Charter and Bylaws of the West Plains/Airport PDA (S3R3) can be found here: 

 

https://s3r3solutions.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/ILA-with-Spokane-County-as-of-October-2019.pdf
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drinking poisoned water. Instead, as a member and then officer of the Airport Board and S3R3, he 

took action to protect those entities interests.  

8. Al French’s cover up was also motivated by the fact that the Airport had concealed its 

PFAS problem from the State Department of Ecology since 2017. French and the Airport knew they 

would face serious repercussions if and when Ecology learned that they failed to promptly report the 

Airport’s PFAS problem. Indeed, when Ecology did eventually learn of the coverup years later, it 

began an enforcement action, which the Airport is currently seeking to resolve through an agreed 

order.  

9. From 2017 to 2024, Al French continued to address drinking water issues as a 

member of the County Commission, despite having an undisclosed and unresolved conflict of 

interest on this issue.  

10. French knew or should have known of the importance of acting quickly to identify 

contaminated wells and pollution pathways that threatened drinking water. He knew his constituent's 

drinking water was polluted because of his role working with the Airport Board and because of his 

work with other airports, including Fairchild Air Force Base. French had meetings and traveled to 

Washington DC to address the PFAS issue on behalf of airports, while ignoring and imperiling the 

health of his constituents. When testing finally did begin – seven years later – French stated, "The 

importance of being able to do the testing is it provides data, and with data we can start to design a 

solution for long-term restoring good quality drinking water to the West Plains.”  

11. To date, French continues to place his loyalties to the Airport and S3R3 above his 

constituents. According to reported interviews, “[w]hen asked why it's taken seven years to get 

testing for those near the airport, French said, ‘Airport leadership is working with the Department of 

Ecology and the Federal Aviation Administration because some of the contamination that we've 
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experienced on the airport is a direct result of directives that we got from the FAA. So, that process is 

underway and they'll be working to resolve that between the three agencies.’” In other words, he is 

still making excuses for the Airport rather than fulfilling his role as a County Commissioner.  

12. In October of 2023, Commissioner French instructed the County Commissioners to 

discuss the Airport’s PFAS issues only in executive session due to potential litigation. However, this 

request was made in violation of the Open Public Meetings Act. The potential litigation that French 

cited as the reasoning for an executive session involved the Airport and S3R3, not the County. 

Restricting Board discussions of the Airport to Executive Sessions serves as a violation of French’s 

responsibilities to the County and his constituents.  

13. In June of 2024, Commissioner French promised the West Plains Water Coalition 

President a seven-year summary of his own knowledge of PFAS water contamination at the airport 

“in two to three weeks.” Nick Gibson & Amanda Sullender, County Commissioner Al French fights 

back with newly released documents muddling the waters in PFAS Saga, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW 

(Aug. 4, 2024), https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-

fights-back-with-new/. French claimed he was going through seven years of records and documents 

from his time on the Airport Board and S3R3 Board while serving as County Commissioner. Eight 

weeks later, however, this promised June report is still missing. See id. 

14. The above factual allegations are also supported by the following exhibits:  

Exhibit 
Number 

Description Relevance  

1 Oath of Office  Oath taken by Commissioner French 
2 2/4/20 County Letter about PFAS 

Study  
Acknowledges importance of PFAS 
study to identify victims and provide 
support 

3 2/11/20 Letters of support for 
PFAS study by Congresswoman 
Cathy McMorris-Rogers, City of 
Medical Lake, Department of 

Acknowledges importance of PFAS 
study to identify victims and provide 
support; Ecology and Interior volunteer 
resources.  

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-new/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-new/
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Ecology, US Department of 
Interior 

4 PFAS Study Proposal Goal is to identify impacted residents 
and source of pollution  

5 3/20/20 Email “personalities” may delay funding 
6 6/16/21 Email Commissioner French gives preliminary 

approval to County providing support so 
PFAS study can happen, but says he 
wants to talk with Airport CEO Larry 
Krauter 

7-9,  Various emails Commissioner French is informed that 
the grant for PFAS study is available for 
the County, that the County has 
resources and staff supports it, but needs 
his approval. French remains in the 
center of process without disclosing 
conflict of interest.  

10 8/18/21 email  PFAS study will identify victims and 
protect human health 

11-13 Various emails Commissioner French is informed that 
the grant for PFAS study is available for 
the County, that the County has 
resources and staff supports it, but needs 
his approval. French remains in the 
center of process without disclosing 
conflict of interest. 

14 9/8/21 email French changes his position reflected in 
6/16/21 email and now will not approve 
the County’s involvement without more 
discussions with the Airport.  

15 9/20/21 email PFAS study is still on hold  
16 10/6/21 email French knows that the 450k is available 

for PFAS study and still on hold 
17 10/12/23 email  French instructs that the Airport’s 

pollution issues may only be discussed 
in executive session due to litigation 
threat to Airport.  

18 10/12/23 letter from Airport  Airport publicly confirms its 2017 PFAS 
testing 

19 10/12/23 letter from Airport 
lawyers 

Reveals that the Airport faces legal 
jeopardy due to PFAS contamination 
and claims that allegations against 
Airport are harming Airport’s ability to 
sell surplus properties.  

20-21 Bylaws and Charter of the West 
Plains PDA 

French owes S3R3 duty of loyalty as 
board member and chair. Document 
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indicates that S3R3 is an entity that can 
sue and be sued.   

22 October 24, 2023, Board of 
County Commissioner Meeting 
Minutes  

Based upon French instructions, the 
Board’s discussion of Airport’s PFAS 
was apparently held behind closed doors. 

 

15. In addition to the facts stated above, evidence is contained in the following articles:  

Aaron Hedge, Al French’s PFAS Pipe Dream, RANGE MEDIA (June 19, 2024), 
https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-
county/#:~:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%2
0since%202017 
Timothy Connor, Al French And The “Forever Chemicals” Cover-Up, RHUBARB SKIES 
(Dec. 23, 2023), https://www.rhubarbskies.net/al-french-and-the-forever-chemicals-cover-up/ 
Amanda Sullender, Spokane County Commissioner Al French Proposes Ambitious PFAS 
Solution…, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW (May 27, 2024), 
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/may/27/spokane-county-commissioner-al-french-
proposes-amb/ 
 
Samantha Wohlfeil, EPA, Ecology And Spokane Officials Urge West Plains Residents To 
Sign Up For Free PFAS Testing, INLANDER (Mar. 6, 2024), 
https://www.inlander.com/news/epa-ecology-and-spokane-officials-urge-west-plains-
residents-to-sign-up-for-free-pfas-testing-27585343 
 
Amanda Sullender, Many with PFAS in their West Plains wells question airport leadership 
and Commissioner Al French, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW (July 21, 2024), 
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/jul/21/many-with-pfas-in-their-west-plains-wells-
question/ 
  
Nick Gibson & Amanda Sullender, County Commissioner Al French fights back with newly 
released documents muddling the waters in PFAS Saga, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW (Aug. 4, 
2024), https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-
fights-back-with-new/ 
 

C. Statement of Charges:  

Charge One: Spokane County Commissioner Al French used his position as a County 

Commissioner to conceal and cover up the fact that “forever chemicals” used by the Airport were 

likely poisoning his constituents’ drinking water in the West Plains and Airway Heights 

neighborhoods. This cover up delayed the response to the crisis by approximately seven years during 

https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-county/#:%7E:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%202017
https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-county/#:%7E:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%202017
https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-county/#:%7E:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%202017
https://www.rhubarbskies.net/al-french-and-the-forever-chemicals-cover-up/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/may/27/spokane-county-commissioner-al-french-proposes-amb/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/may/27/spokane-county-commissioner-al-french-proposes-amb/
https://www.inlander.com/news/epa-ecology-and-spokane-officials-urge-west-plains-residents-to-sign-up-for-free-pfas-testing-27585343
https://www.inlander.com/news/epa-ecology-and-spokane-officials-urge-west-plains-residents-to-sign-up-for-free-pfas-testing-27585343
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/jul/21/many-with-pfas-in-their-west-plains-wells-question/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/jul/21/many-with-pfas-in-their-west-plains-wells-question/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-new/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-new/
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which his constituents unknowingly drank polluted water or were at risk of doing so. This violated 

his fundamental duties to Spokane County and his constituents, including to faithfully fulfill his 

official duties and protect the health of his constituents. To the extent that he had discretion, he 

exercised it “in a manifestly unreasonable manner or exercised it for untenable reasons.” In re Recall 

of Sawant, 197 Wn.2d 420, 446, 483 P.3d 752, 766 (2021). His representation of his constituents on 

this issue also suffered from an irreconcilable conflict of interest. He could not fulfill his 

commitment to the County or his constituents because he owed a duty of loyalty to the Airport Board 

and to S3R3, a PDA that recruits businesses to the West Plains Airport Area and has potential 

liability for the pollution.  

Charge Two: By failing to disclose or address his irreconcilable conflict of interest and by 

using his office to conceal and cover up the Airport’s pollution problem and the Airport Board and 

S3R3’s potential liability, at the expense of his constituents, Commissioner French violated public 

policy and ethical standards under the common law and RCW 42.23.070. See Smith v. Centralia, 55 

Wash. 573, 104 Pac. 797 (1909) (recognizing the common law prohibition of conflicts of interest); 

See 2016 AGO 7 (in “situations of overlapping and potentially conflicting duties of loyalty, we have 

previously concluded that offices are incompatible,” unless steps are taken to avoid such conflict.)  

Charge Three: By helping to conceal and cover up the Airport’s pollution problem and the 

Airport Board and S3R3’s potential liability, Commissioner French used his position to grant special 

privileges to the Airport Board and S3R3 in violation of RCW 43.23.070. See In re Recall of 

Feetham, 149 Wn.2d 860, 72 P.3d 741 (2003) (Holding prima facie violations of RCW 42.23.070(1) 

were sufficient to support a recall where the mayor directed the town building inspector not to 

enforce the building code); Hubbard v. Spokane County, 146 Wn.2d 699, 50 P.3d 602 (2002) 



 

 
 
STATEMENT OF RECALL CHARGES - 11 
 

Smith & Lowney, p.l.l.c. 
2317 East John Street 

Seattle, Washington 98112 
(206) 860-2883 

 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

 

 

(holding illegal zoning decision constituted special privilege), overruled on other grounds by Rose v. 

Anderson Hay & Grain Co., 184 Wn.2d 268, 358 P.3d 1139 (2015). 

Charge Four: By the actions described herein, Commissioner French violated County ethical 

standards. For example, he violated the Spokane County Conflict of Interest Policy 711.III.B, which 

prohibited him from participating in the “section, award or administration” of a contract in which he 

“has a real or apparent conflict of interest.” He violated this rule by twice interfering with the 

formation of such a government contract when he had a real and apparent conflict of interest. In 

addition, he violated applicable ethical standards under Spokane County Code 1.04.030, which 

required he carry out his official responsibilities regarding procurement “above reproach in every 

respect” and meet “the highest degree of public trust.” His interference with the County’s efforts to 

obtain and spend grant moneys to investigate the water crisis was subject to the code because it 

“affect[ed] a procurement transaction.” This conduct also violated Spokane County Conflict of 

Interest Policy 711.III.C, which prohibits outside employment or financial interests “that may 

conflict with the best interest of the County or interfere with employee's ability to perform their 

assigned jobs,” including those that “[m]ay reasonably be perceived by members of the public as a 

conflict of interest or otherwise discredits public service. Employees are expected to devote their best 

efforts to the interests of the County and the conduct of its affairs.” Moreover, “No employee may 

engage in outside work that will interfere with his or her primary job with the County.”  

Charge Five: Commissioner French violated the Open Public Meetings Act, RCW Chapter 

42.30, and any analogous policies of the County, when he instructed the Commission to hold all 

discussions about the Airport’s PFAS contamination behind closed doors rather than in an open 

public meeting as required. Because only the Airport and S3R3 were at legal risk of litigation, not the 

County or its officers, RCW 43.30.110(1)(i) did not authorize the calling of an executive session. 



 

 
 
STATEMENT OF RECALL CHARGES - 12 
 

Smith & Lowney, p.l.l.c. 
2317 East John Street 

Seattle, Washington 98112 
(206) 860-2883 

 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

 

 

Commissioner French’s illegal instructions to the Commission were part of the cover-up scheme and 

constituted malfeasance, misfeasance, and violation of oath of office.  

D. Voter’s Oath and Signature: 

I state under oath under the laws of the State of Washington that I believe the above charges 

to be true and have knowledge of the alleged facts upon which the stated grounds for recall are 

based,  

_________________________  
Mary Ellen Benham 

 

LEGAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF RECALL CHARGES 

The Clean Water Accountability Coalition and voter Mary Ellen Benham, by and through 

counsel, hereby submit this brief in support of the Statement to Recall Charges for Spokane County 

Commissioner Al French for misfeasance, malfeasance, and violation of his oath of office.  

The Statement of Recall Charges are legally sufficient under the recall standards of 

Washington State. French endangered his Airway Heights and West Plains constituents, abused his 

power as County Commissioner to protect his own interests as a Spokane International Airport board 

member and a S3R3 board member, and maintained an egregious conflict of interest that caused his 

constituents to unknowingly drink contaminated water for the past seven years.  

A. Outline of Recall Process 

 “Recall is the electoral process by which an elected officer is removed before the expiration 

of the term of office.” In re Recall of Burnham, 194 Wn.2d 68, 75, 448 P.3d 747, 751 (2019) (citing 

Chandler v. Otto, 103 Wash.2d 268, 270, 693 P.2d 71 (1984)). “In Washington, voters have a 

constitutional right to recall a nonjudicial elected official who has committed some act or acts of 

malfeasance or misfeasance while in office, or who has violated his [or her] oath of office.’” Id. 
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(citing Wash. Const. art. I, § 33). “Every elective public officer in the state of Washington expect 

[except] judges of courts of record is subject to recall and discharge by the legal voters.” Wash. 

Const. art. I, § 33.  

Chapter 29A.56 of the Revised Code of Washington lays out the procedure for a recall 

petition to become effective. First, a voter must create and file a charge with “the elections officer 

whose duty it is to receive and file a declaration of candidacy for the office concerning the incumbent 

of which the recall is to be demanded.” RCW 29A.56.110; RCW 29A.56.120. The elections officer 

provides notice of the charge to the incumbent whose recall is being sought and transmits it to the 

prosecuting attorney to prepare “a ballot synopsis of the charge of not more than two hundred 

words.” RCW 29A.56.130. The synopsis must “set forth the name of the person charged, the title of 

the office, and a concise statement of the elements of the charge.” Id. 

The Prosecuting Attorney must then “certify and transmit the exact language of the ballot 

synopsis to the persons filing the charge and the officer subject to recall.” and “to the superior court 

of the county in which the officer subject to recall resides.” Id. 

The Prosecuting Attorney must “petition the superior court to approve the synopsis and to 

determine the sufficiency of the charges.” Id. Within fifteen days of receiving the petition, the 

superior court must hold a hearing to determine “whether or not the acts stated in the charge satisfy 

the criteria for which a recall petition may be filed, and . . . the adequacy of the ballot synopsis.” 

RCW 29A.56.130. 

If the court determines the petition is sufficient, it must “certify and transmit the ballot 

synopsis to the officer subject to recall, the person demanding the recall, and either the secretary of 

state or the county auditor, as appropriate.” RCW 29A.56.140. At that point, sponsors of the recall 

must obtain sufficient signatures supporting the recall. RCW 29A.56.150; RCW 29A.56.150. If the 
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sponsors succeed, the recall passes to the people of Washington to decide whether to remove the 

incumbent through a special election. RCW 29A.56.210; RCW 29A.56.260. 

The courts have a limited role in the recall process. In re Recall of Kast, 144 Wn.2d 807, 813, 

31 P.3d 677, 680 (2001). Courts “function as a gatekeeper” to ensure the minimal legal and factual 

sufficiency of recall petitions to protect public officials from harassment through “frivolous or 

unsubstantiated charges.” Id.  “The voters act as the fact-finders, and so the courts do not “attempt to 

evaluate the truthfulness of the charges in a petition.” Id. The Court’s role is simply to determine 

“whether, accepting the allegations as true, the charges on their face support the conclusion that the 

officer abused his or her position.” In re Recall of Wasson, 149 Wn.2d 787, 792, 72 P.3d 170, 172 

(2003). 

At the hearing stage, “[t]he court shall not consider the truth of the charges, but only their 

sufficiency.” RCW 29A.56.140. “Sufficiency” refers to two distinct concepts: factual sufficiency and 

legal sufficiency. Burnham, 194 Wn.2d at 75. A charge is factually sufficient when it provides a 

detailed description of events, which, if accepted as true, would constitute a prima facie showing of 

misfeasance, malfeasance, or a violation of the oath of office. Id. A charge is legally sufficient if it 

specifies substantial conduct that clearly amounts to misfeasance, malfeasance, or violation of a 

public official’s oath of office. Id. The Court must certify the petition if it states both legally and 

factually sufficient allegations that the official engaged in misfeasance, malfeasance, or a violation of 

the official’s oath office. Burnham, 194 Wn.2d at 70; RCW 29A.56.110(1). 

B. Legal Standards  

1. Factual Sufficiency  

“Factually sufficient” means the petitioner has alleged facts that “establish a prima facie 

[case] of misfeasance, malfeasance, or violation of the oath of office.” Cole v. Webster, 103 Wn.2d, 
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280, 288, 692 P.2d 799, 804 (1984). The charges as a whole must identify to the electors and to the 

official being recalled acts or omissions that without justification support recall. Chandler v. Otto, 

103 Wn.2d 268, 274, 693 P.2d 71, 74 (1984). This prima facie showing ensures that both the voters 

and the officials can make an intelligent decision on the recall charge. Teaford v. Howard, 104 

Wn.2d 580, 586-87, 707 P.2d 1327, 1332 (1985).  

The test of factual sufficiency refers to whether the charge complies with the statutory 

requirement to “state the act or acts complained of in concise language, give a detailed description 

including the approximate date, location, and nature of each act complained of, . . .  and be verified 

under oath that [the petitioners] believe the charge or charges to be true and have knowledge of the 

alleged facts upon which the stated grounds for recall are based.” RCW 29A.56.110; see Burnham, 

194 Wash. 2d at 76.  

“Although a court may not determine whether charges are true, it may go outside the petition 

to determine whether there is a factual basis for the charges.” In re Recall of Sandhaus, 134 Wn.2d 

662, 669, 953 P.2d 82, 85 (1998). When “the petition charges the official with violating the law, the 

petitioners must at least have knowledge of facts which indicate an intent to commit an unlawful act.” 

In re Wade, 115 Wn.2d 544, 549, 799 P.2d 1179, 1181 (1990). Documents published by media which 

directly evidence the official’s misconduct, such as newspaper publications of transcripts of a public 

official’s conversations that are the subject of misfeasance or malfeasance, are sufficient to establish a 

petitioner’s personal knowledge. See In re Recall of West, 155 Wn.2d 659, 121 P.3d 1190 (2005); In 

re Recall Charges Against Davis, 164 Wn.2d at 368-69, 193 P.3d 98, 101 (2008). Here, County 

Commissioner French’s misconduct has been sufficiently established through statements contained in 

documents obtained from public records requests and news articles, including direct quotes from French, 

his constituents, and other Spokane County public officials.  
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2. Legal Sufficiency  

 “Legally sufficient means that an elected official cannot be recalled for appropriately 

exercising the discretion granted him or her by law. To be legally sufficient, the petition must state 

with specificity substantial conduct clearly amounting to misfeasance, malfeasance, or violation of 

the oath of office.” Chandler, 103 Wash.2d at 274. 

“‘Misfeasance’ or ‘malfeasance’ in office is any wrongful conduct that affects, interrupts, or 

interferes with the performance of official duty.” RCW 29A.56.110(1). “Misfeasance” is “the 

performance of a duty in an improper manner,” while “malfeasance” means “the commission of an 

unlawful act.” Id. at (1)(a)-(b). “By restricting the definition of misfeasance to wrongful conduct 

affecting the duties of the officer, RCW 29A.56.110 precludes recall charges based on private 

conduct unrelated to those duties.” West, 155 Wn.2d at 674. "Violation of the oath of office" is the 

willful neglect or failure by an elected official to faithfully perform a duty imposed by law. RCW 

29.82.010(2). These definitions, along with the entire recall statute, should be construed in favor of the 

voter, not the elected official. In re Recall of Pearsall-Stipek, 141 Wash. 2d 756, 765, 10 P.3d 1034, 

1040 (2000). 

The requirements of legal and factual sufficiency protect elected officials from recall based on 

“frivolous charges or mere insinuations” or “appropriately exercising the discretion granted him or her 

by law.” West, 155 Wn.2d at 674; Burnham, 194 Wn.2d at 76 (citing Chandler 103 Wash.2d at 274). 

Nor may an official be recalled “if the conduct is insubstantial or if the elected official acted with a 

legal justification.” Kast, 144 Wash.2d at 815.nBut when a petition identifies “a standard, law, or rule 

that makes the elected official’s conduct unlawful,” and alleges facts that, if true, form a violation of 

that standard, law, or rule, the petition is [legally and factually] sufficient for the voters to decide 

whether to recall the official. See Burnham, 194 Wash.2d at 76. 
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C. Summary of Charges  
 The four charges against Spokane County Commissioner Al French are summarized as:  

Charge One Summary: Commissioner Al French used his County Commissioner position to 
cover up the Airport’s release of PFAS into the drinking water of West Plains and Airway 
Heights constituents and delayed the response to the crisis, leading his constituents to 
unknowingly drink contaminated water for seven years. 
 
Charge Two Summary: Commissioner Al French failed to address or disclose an egregious 
conflict of interest and used his office to shield the Airport Board and S3R3 from liability, 
which violates public policy and ethical standards under the common law and RCW 
42.23.070.  
 
Charge Three Summary: Commissioner Al French used his position as County 
Commissioner to grant special privileges to the Airport Board and S3R3, in violation of RCW 
43.23.070, by helping conceal the Airport’s pollution and potential S3R3 and Airport Board 
liability. 
 
Charge Four Summary: Commissioner Al French violated multiple Spokane County ethical 
standards including the Spokane County Conflict of Interest Policies 711.III.B and 711.III.C, 
and Spokane County Code 1.04.030.  
 
Charge Five Summary: Commissioner Al French violated OPMA and its policies by 
enforcing a code of silence and instructing the Commission to illegally exclude the public 
from all discussions about the Airport and S3R3’s PFAS pollution and cover up.   

 
D. Argument 
 
 Each of the acts listed in Charges (1), (2), (3), (4), and (5) if accepted as true, constitute a prima 

facie showing of misfeasance, malfeasance, or violation of County Commissioner French’s oath of 

office. Burnham, 194 Wash. 2d 68, 76 (2019). With respect to each, the Statement of Recall Charges 

gives “a detailed description including the approximate date, location, and nature of each act 

complained of.” RCW 29A.56.110. The charges are factually and legally sufficient to proceed with 

the recall process and be presented to voters.  

 1. County Commissioner French covered up the Airport’s release of PFAS 
contamination into the drinking water of his constituents and held off water crisis 
recourse for seven years. 

 
 The Statement of Recall Charges alleges that Spokane County Commissioner French used his 
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position as County Commissioner to hide the fact that the Airport’s use of PFAS was likely 

poisoning his constituents’ drinking water in West Plains and Airway Heights. This coverup delayed 

aid or response to the water crisis by seven years, causing French’s constituents to unknowingly 

drink polluted water or risk doing so. French’s actions, furthermore, violated his duties to Spokane 

County and his constituents. By concealing the presence and source of dangerous cancer-causing 

“forever chemicals”, County Commissioner French acted recklessly with regard to the health and 

safety of his constituents and the integrity of his office. Because he owed a political and financial 

duty to the Airport Board and S3R3, he deprioritized the duties he owed to the people of Spokane 

County as County Commissioner. This glaring conflict of interest violates his commitment to the 

County, to his office as County Commissioner, and to his constituents.  

 On July 15, 2021, emails from the Department of Ecology indicate Spokane County had been 

awarded a groundwater investigation grant for the West Plains region. However, due to Commissioner 

French’s interference, the investigation was never carried out. French removed an agenda item to 

approve the grant, citing concerns about “potential effect[s] on the airport.” Sullender, Many with 

PFAS in their West Plains wells. 

 Here, there are clear facts which indicate misfeasance, malfeasance, and/or violation of oath of 

office. The Spokane County Oath of Office, taken by all County Commissioners, including 

Commissioner French, states, “I will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of this office to 

the best of my ability.” When French took his oath of office as a Spokane County Commissioner, he 

ensured that he would "faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of" the office. He failed to 

carry out this promise when he chose to protect the Airport Board from possible investigation and 

liability, rather than advocate for clean water solutions for his constituents. He was clearly unable to 

impartially aid the constituents of West Plains and Airway Heights while also serving the interests of 
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the Airport Board and S3R3. These alleged facts constitute a clear violation of the oath of office. 

French's actions also exemplify a high degree of misfeasance, the performance of a duty in an 

improper manner. French acted against the best interest and at the expense of his constituents by 

intentionally delaying water testing and aid from the Department of Ecology 

2. County Commissioner French failed to disclose his conflict of interest and used 
his office to shield the Airport and S3R3 from liability, violating RCW 42.23.070.  

 County Commissioner French took no steps to mitigate or disclose the conflict between the 

interests and wellbeing of his constituents and the interests of the Airport Board and S3R3. From 

2017 to 2024, Commissioner French held three different positions and owed fiduciary duties to each: 

Spokane County Commissioner, board member and then officer at the Airport, and member and then 

chair of S3R3. S3R3 owned or controlled former Airport property that may be contributing to the 

drinking water crisis. Diligently investigating and exposing the truth about drinking water quality, as 

French should have done, would have protected his constituents, but potentially placed the Airport 

and S3R3 at greater legal risk.  

 Airport CEO Larry Krauter discovered the Airport’s PFAS contamination in 2017 and 

informed the Airport board about it. Aaron Hedge, Al French’s PFAS Pipe Dream, RANGE MEDIA 

(June 19, 2024), https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-

county/#:~:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%

202017. As an active member of the Airport Board, French would have heard about the issue in 

2017. Commissioner French himself stated that he knew of the airport’s contamination in 2017. Id. 

Other sources he said he learned of the water test in “2018 or 2019.” Sullender, Many with PFAS in 

their West Plains wells. For seven years, Commissioner French knew the Airport was discharging 

PFAS into the water of his constituents' wells but failed to take any action to address or remedy the 

issue, including not informing the County Commissioners. Neither Krauter nor French disclosed the 

https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-county/#:%7E:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%202017
https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-county/#:%7E:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%202017
https://rangemedia.co/al-french-pfas-pipe-dream-west-plains-water-spokane-county/#:%7E:text=After%20years%20of%20silence%20on,about%20the%20contamination%20since%202017
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Airport’s PFAS discharges when the Airport Board learned about it. Hedge, Al French’s PFAS Pipe 

Dream. In 2023, six years later, Krauter was legally obligated to reveal the Airport’s role in PFAS 

contamination through a public record’s request. Id. However, French still maintains “[there is] 

nothing I did that was inappropriate or biased or trying to hide anything.” Nick Gibson & Amanda 

Sullender, County Commissioner Al French fights back with newly released documents muddling the 

waters in PFAS Saga, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW (Aug. 4, 2024), 

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-

new/.  

 Commission French violated the County Commissioner Oath of Office and RCW 42.23.070 by 

concealing this information and his conflict of interest and using his power as a Commissioner to 

protect the Airport from being held accountable and as a result failed to advocate for his constituents. 

This conflict of interest caused Commissioner French to neglect the vital needs of his constituents in 

favor of protecting the other entities at which he held positions of power. “RCW 42.23.070(1) clearly 

prohibits municipal officers from using their positions to secure special privileges or exemptions 

for others… Furthermore, the express purpose of the act was to ensure that government officials 

conducted business in a "manner that advances the public's interest. LAWS OF 1994, ch. 154, § 

1.” Hubbard, 146 Wn.2d at 712-13. Here, Commissioner French did not conduct business in a 

manner that advanced the public’s interest. Through his conflict of interest, his office worked against 

the public’s interest.  

In determining a recall petition’s factual sufficiency, “courts assume the veracity of allegations 

made so long as they are reasonably specific and detailed. Voters may draw reasonable inferences 

from the facts; the fact that conclusions have been drawn by the petitioner is not fatal to the 

sufficiency of the allegations.” In re Recall of Boldt, 187 Wn.2d 542, 544, 386 P.3d 1104, 1107 

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-new/
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-with-new/
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(2017).  County Commissioner French’s actions display misfeasance, malfeasance, and/or violation 

of oath of office. Commissioner French’s conflict of interest manifested in the performance of his duty 

in an improper manner, known as misfeasance. Putting himself in the position to consider the needs of 

the Airport before or concurrently with the needs of his constituents constitutes performing his role as 

County Commissioner improperly and demonstrates clear disregard for RCW 42.23.070.  

3. County Commissioner French granted special privileges to the Airport and S3R3 
by concealing their pollution and liability, violating RCW 43.23.070.  

 
 The Statement of Recall Charges alleged that Spokane County Commissioner French used his 

position as County Commissioner to provide special privileges to the Airport and S3RS, violating 

RCW 42.23.070.  

 Commissioner French’s conflicting interests and failure to act is a prima facie violation of 

RCW 42.23.070, as he secured “special privileges” for “himself or others” by hiding the fact that the 

fire-fighting chemicals used at the Airport were the source of PFAS in the drinking water of his 

constituents. The privilege of concealing and shielding the Airport and S3R3 from liability benefited 

those entities, along with Commissioner French as a board member of both.   

 “Special privileges or exemptions” under RCW 42.23.070 are understood as undue benefits or 

exceptions secured through the misuse of official authority. See Feetham, 149 Wn.2d 860; Burnham, 

194 Wn.2d 68. “RCW 42.23.070(1) creates a valid public policy in favor of prohibiting municipal 

officers from granting special privileges or exemption to others.” Hubbard, 146 Wn.2d at 713. This 

places a heightened burden on public officials, but “because public officials serve the interests of the 

citizens of Washington… we find it appropriate to hold them to a high standard.” Id. 

County Commissioner French failed to meet this high standard, as he did not “serve the 

interests of the citizens of Washington” by allowing the interests of the Airport and S3R3 to take 

priority. There were repeated requests from 2017 until notably in January 2024 to investigate the 
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water crisis – as this was of vital interest to French’s constituents. By failing to take timely action on 

behalf of any of those requests, Commissioner French did not serve the interests of the citizens of 

Washington and therefore failed to meet the standard required of public officials.  

Here, French awarded special privileges to the Airport and S3R3 by exercising a pocket veto 

of the PFAS Study to conceal their potential culpability. He had already stated his personal approval 

for the PFAS Study, but then changed his mind after speaking with the Airport’s CEO. 

Commissioner French’s interference delayed testing for seven years, during which time his 

constituents unknowingly were exposed to toxic chemicals in their drinking water. Commissioner 

French understood the serious public health impacts that could result from this delay. He traveled to 

other airports, Fairchild Airforce Base, and Washington D.C. to address PFAS contamination 

concerns on behalf of airports. Hedge, Al French’s PFAS Pipe Dream.  Given his specific experience 

with PFAS and polluter airports, Commissioner French's dismissal of the health and safety of West 

Plains and Airway Heights residents is inexcusable 

It is reasonable to infer that had Commissioner French not had personal stake within the 

Airport Board and S3R3, he would have diligently worked to address the public health crisis and 

would not have interfered with proposals to study the contamination. One can infer that news of 

contaminated drinking water would be poor publicity for S3R3, an entity aiming to attract people and 

business to the area.  

County Commissioner French misused his offer to allow the Airport to avoid accountability 

and liability for years; delaying water testing, fumbling the Ecology water investigation grant, 

preventing Spokane County staff from accessing Ecology funds or completing any investigative 

work, and failing to act on any water quality complaints or community urges for an investigation.  
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French specifically used a pocket veto to block Spokane County Staff from working on the 

investigation to be funded by the Department of Ecology. By taking no action on behalf of the county 

and by preventing others from accessing funds to investigate the water crisis, French effectively took 

action on behalf of the Airport and S3R3. Performing these acts (and the omission and neglect of the 

appropriate public servant duties) constitute “special privileges” as used in  RCW 42.23.070, as 

French misused his position of authority by blocking all county efforts to investigate water 

contamination which allowed the Airport and S3R3 to reap the undue benefits of being hidden from 

the eye of the Department of Ecology and Spokane County. See Feetham, 149 Wn.2d 860; Burnham, 

194 Wn.2d 68. 

Commissioner French’s conflict of interest manifested into a coverup for entities at which he 

had personal and professional investment, blocking water quality investigations needed to protect the 

public health of his constituents. The Legislature’s enactment of RCW 42.23.070(1) was intended to 

prevent these situations. See Hubbard, 146 Wn.2d at 712 (“RCW 42.23.070(1) clearly prohibits 

municipal officers from using their positions to secure special privileges or exemptions 

for others. Thus, its plain language does not limit the prohibition to only conflict of interest 

situations.”)  

4. County Commissioner French violated multiple Spokane County ethical 
standards, failing to meet “the highest degree of public trust.”  

 Commissioner French did not merely fail to act, he concealed vital information and hid the fact 

that thousands of his constituents were drinking water with highly dangerous PFAS levels that carry 

high risks of cancers and other diseases. This falls below the “highest degree of public trust” 

Commissioner French was obligated to uphold under Spokane County Code 1.04.030, which 

required he carry out his official responsibilities regarding procurement “above reproach in every 

respect” and meet “the highest degree of public trust.” Blocking the County’s efforts to obtain and 
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execute a grant to investigate the water crisis was subject to the code because it “affect[ed] a 

procurement transaction.” This conduct also violated Spokane County Conflict of Interest Policy 

711.III.C, which prohibits outside employment or financial interests “that may conflict with the best 

interest of the County or interfere with employee's ability to perform their assigned jobs,” including 

those that “[m]ay reasonably be perceived by members of the public as a conflict of interest or 

otherwise discredits public service. Employees are expected to devote their best efforts to the 

interests of the County and the conduct of its affairs.” As the Statement of Recall Charges alleges, 

Commissioner French’s conflict of interest found him hiding the Airport’s pollution from the 

Department of Ecology and Spokane County, blocking the administration of a grant to address the 

local water crisis, failing to follow up on the investigation and testing for years despite constituent 

urging, and giving deference to the Airport on how to handle the pollution once news broke in 

2023.This conduct discredits public service, as the only parties who benefit from this conflict are 

French, the Airport, and S3R3.  

 More than one member of the public “reasonably perceived” this conflict of interest, and many 

have identified ways in which it discredits public service. This situation has already been perceived 

as a conflict and coverup by concerned citizens and journalists. President of Friends of Palisades 

Craig Volosing, West Plains Water Coalition President John Hancock, and West Plains retired fire 

chief Nick Scharf are all on record accusing French of mishandling the PFAS situation at the Airport. 

“Al only admitted there was even a PFAS problem to the community in the last few months. He was 

aware of that situation for a long time, and he did nothing to protect the community.” Amanda 

Sullender, Many with PFAS in their West Plains wells question airport leadership and Commissioner 

Al French, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW (July 21, 2024), 

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/jul/21/many-with-pfas-in-their-west-plains-wells-

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/jul/21/many-with-pfas-in-their-west-plains-wells-question/
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question/. Spokane County Environmental Services Manager Rob Lindsay had this to say after 

Commissioner French blocked the county vote to approve the Ecology grant application: “I’m just 

very concerned about being potentially implicated in what I see as an obvious attempt on the part of 

the airport director and potentially others to hide information. And I can tell you that when I spoke to 

you last time, [in early June of this year] I was unaware. I was as surprised as anybody to learn that 

the airport board or the airport management was aware of PFAS in their wells as long ago as 2017 

and 2019…it just makes me want to ask those folks out there ‘what did you know and when did you 

know it? In my opinion it’s lying by omission.” Timothy Connor, Al French And The “Forever 

Chemicals” Cover-Up, RHUBARB SKIES (Dec. 23, 2023), https://www.rhubarbskies.net/al-french-

and-the-forever-chemicals-cover-up/.   
 Moreover, Spokane County Conflict of Interest Policy 711.III.C provides, “No employee may 

engage in outside work that will interfere with his or her primary job with the 

County.” Commissioner French’s outside work for the Airport and S3R3 not only interfered with his 

primary role as County Commissioner, it led to an abuse of office. 

In June of 2024, Commissioner French promised the West Plains Water Coalition President a 

seven-year summary of his own knowledge of PFAS water contamination at the airport “in two to 

three weeks.” Nick Gibson & Amanda Sullender, County Commissioner Al French fights back with 

newly released documents muddling the waters in PFAS Saga, THE SPOKESMAN-REVIEW (Aug. 4, 

2024), https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/aug/04/county-commissioner-al-french-fights-back-

with-new/. French claimed he was going through seven years of records and documents from his 

time on the Airport Board and S3R3 Board while serving as County Commissioner and stated he 

does not “remember everything that happened seven years ago. We do have records that can identify 

that, and we’re going to make it public.” Id. As of August 2024, eight weeks later, the report is still 

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2024/jul/21/many-with-pfas-in-their-west-plains-wells-question/
https://www.rhubarbskies.net/al-french-and-the-forever-chemicals-cover-up/
https://www.rhubarbskies.net/al-french-and-the-forever-chemicals-cover-up/


 

 
 
STATEMENT OF RECALL CHARGES - 26 
 

Smith & Lowney, p.l.l.c. 
2317 East John Street 

Seattle, Washington 98112 
(206) 860-2883 

 
 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

 

 

missing. Id. County Commissioner French is continuing to conceal information from his constituents 

while simultaneously urging he has done nothing wrong: “There’s nothing I did that was 

inappropriate or biased or trying to hide anything.” Id.  

County Commissioner French violated applicable ethical standards under Spokane County 

Code 1.04.030, which requires official responsibilities regarding procurement to be “above reproach 

in every respect” and meet “the highest degree of public trust.” His interference with the County’s 

efforts to obtain and apply the Ecology grant to investigate the water crisis was subject to this code 

because it “affect[ed] a procurement transaction.” It is not unreasonable to deduce that the County 

Commissioner’s office would have obtained the grant but for French’s interference, as there is no 

record of any other Commissioner having reservations about the grant.  

5. French directed the Commission to violate OPMA.  

French’s cover up also directly violated the Open Public Meetings Act. He specifically 

instructed his fellow councilmembers to conduct all discussions of the Airport’s PFAS pollution in 

illegal closed-door sessions. Yet, the County and its officers were never at threat of litigation and 

therefore there was no legal basis to shut the public out of these discussions. RCW 42.30.110(1)(i) 

allows an executive session only when there is litigation “that has been specifically threatened to 

which the agency, the governing body, or a member acting in an official capacity is, or is likely to 

become, a party.” (emphasis added). French could not enforce a code of silence and close out the 

public from meetings simply because the other agencies to which he owed loyalty had legal risk and 

were trying to maintain secrecy to serve their business interests.  

E. CONCLUSION  
 

The charges against County Commissioner Al French are factually and legally sufficient.   
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Respectfully submitted this 27th day of August, 2024.  
 

Smith & Lowney, PLLC  
  
By: s/Knoll Lowney__________  
Knoll Lowney, WSBA # 23457    
Katelyn Kinn, WSBA # 42686 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  
2317 E. John St., Seattle WA 98122  
Tel: (206) 860-2883 Fax: (206) 860-4187  
knoll@smithandlowney.com 
katelyn@smithandlowney.com   
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OATH OF OFFICE 
 

STATE OF WASHINGTON                         ) 
      ) ss. 
COUNTY OF                                                ) 
 

I,                                                                       , do solemnly swear or affirm that I 
 

am a citizen of the United States and State of Washington; that I am legally qualified to 

 

assume the office of                                                                                                      ;  
(Office and Position) 

 
that I will support the Constitution and laws of the United States and the State of 

Washington; and that I will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of this office 

to the best of my ability. 
   

                            

(Signature)                                                                                         (Printed Name) 

 

Subscribed and sworn before me this                          day of                         , 20__       
 

 

(Signature)                                                                                         (Printed Name, Title of Swearing Officer) 
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City of Medical Lake 
124 S. Lefevre St. 

P.O. Box 369 
Medical Lake, WA 99022-0369 

City Holl: (509) 565-5000 Fox: (.509) 565-5008 Porks & Recreation: (509) 565-5007 Police: (509) 342-1735 

January 31, 2020 

Dr. Chad Pritchard 
Eastern Washington University 
140 Science Building 
Cheney, WA 99004-2439 

Dear Dr. Chad Pritchard: 

We support Eastern Washington University's (EWU) collaborative effort to make a holistic per­
and poly - fluoroalkyl substances (PF AS) fate and transport model for the West Plains of Spokane 
County. This EPA National Priorities grant is title, "Influence of multiple aquifer types on the 
fate, transpo11, and geospatial distribution of PF AS across land-uses and sources." This research 
and modeling will be done in collaboration with the US Air Force, Spokane County Water 
Resources, Washington State Depru1ments of Health and Ecology, Spokane Regional Health 
District, and a number of other governmental and community organizations. We understand  this 
research is because there are residents in the eastern part of the West Plains and the Palisades 
area that are not currently receiving support of any kind for well testing, remediation, or 
understanding of why their private wells and drinking water are contaminated. Also, as WA State 
PF AS action levels ru·e implemented it is dire that understand the distribution of PF AS 
contamination, regardless of the source. The Insight from this model will contribute to the 
national dialogue on PF AS contamination and support the sustainability of the community ru1d 
environment. 

Sincerely, 

Mayor 
Sl1irley Moike 

Administrator 
Doug Ross 

Finance Director 
Koren Longford 

Public Works Director 
Doug Ross 

Police scso Fire 
SCFD3 
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February 10, 2020 

Dr. Chad Pritchard, Associate Professor 
Department of Geology 
Eastern Washington University 
1175 Washington St., Building 130 
Cheney, WA 99004-2439 
 
Re: Department of Ecology letter of intent for Eastern Washington University’s EPA 

National Priorities grant proposal 

Dear Dr. Chad Pritchard: 

The Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) supports Eastern Washington 
University’s (EWU) proposal for an EPA National Priorities: Research on PFAS Impacts in 
Rural Communities and Agricultural Operations grant. The proposal describes a collaborative 
effort to make a holistic per- and poly – fluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) fate and transport model 
for the West Plains of Spokane County. Ecology’s Eastern Regional Office will actively 
participate in the West Plains Collaborative PFAS Committee, including attendance at quarterly 
meetings and other committee events. The Toxic Cleanup Program representative will also serve 
as a liaison between the committee and other Ecology Programs on technical and regulatory 
issues related to PFAS. Staff from Ecology’s Solid Waste Management, Water Resources, and 
Hazardous Waste, and Toxics Reduction Programs may also participate as needed. Ecology staff 
do not require honorarium for their participation, nor will the model results bind or limit the 
Ecology Programs involved to pursue regulatory action or the application of law. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

cc:  Jim Pendowski, Toxics Cleanup Program Manager 
Darin Rice, Hazardous Waste, and Toxics Reduction Program Manager 
Jaime Short, Water Resources Section Manager 
Marni Solheim, Solid Waste Management Section Manager  
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West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport and Fate Study 
Washington State Department of Ecology Area Wide 

Groundwater Grant, March 2020 
 
Introduction 
Assessing the impacts of poly- and perfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) contamination across multiple 
aquifers and from multiple sources requires a detailed understanding of the hydrogeologic framework 
to quantifiably determine PFAS sources. The West Plains of eastern Washington is an ideal natural 
laboratory to study the fate and transport of PFAS because the general geohydrologic framework has 
been established and collaboration with a number of related PFAS projects will maximize the use of 
grant funds. This project will help the population, environment, and commercial entities of the West 
Plains by building a transport model, delineating PFAS contamination, and using unique PFAS 
distribution at different locations to identify PFAS sources. This project is will also be in collaboration 
with Eastern Washington University (EWU), with consultative assistance by Washington State 
Department of Health (WA DOH), Agency for Toxic Substance Disease Registry (ATSDR), and Spokane 
County Water Resources, which will add to the collaborative knowledge to better understand the 
influences of PFAS on communities and the environment. 
 
In May of 2017 PFAS was identified in drinking water of Airway Heights due to past use of aqueous film-
forming foams (AFFF) at Fairchild Airforce Base (FAFB). Immediately after identifying PFAS 
contamination levels of up to 100 ug/L for some PFAS constituents at FAFB the Air Force began testing 
existing wells in the immediate area, referred to in this grant proposal as the “FAFB study” (Figure 1).  
Detectable levels, often exceeding the 0.07 ug/L EPA recommendation for drinking water were 
identified within the FAFB study indicating that people working and living at FAFB and the neighboring 
City of Airway Heights were likely exposed to elevated levels of PFAS for decades (CDC, 2019).  Shortly 
after identifying PFAS contamination in the FAFB study, multiple PFAS contamination locations have 
been discovered that are outside the FAFB study area.  These locations with public/private groundwater 
wells contaminated by PFAS include an elementary school, county fire station, and several rural 
residences.   

Table 1 - PFAS Sampling Results outside of FAFB Study Area 

  

Proposed 
WADOH 

Standards 

Palisades 
Residence 

Great 
Northern 

Elementary 
School 

Fire 
District 10 
Station 5 

Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid - PFBS 1300     86.3 
Perfluoroheptanoic acid - PFHpA  0     336 
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid - PFHxS  70 6.4 74 638 
Perfluorononanoic aid - PFNA  14     1010 
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid - PFOS  15   115 1930 
Perfluorooctanoic acid - PFOA 10 9.6 12.6 360 
all values in ng/L     

 
 
Those contaminated wells located outside the FAFB study area indicate a high probability that there are 
additional and unaccounted sources of PFAS impacting area groundwater. Residents in these locations 
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(West Plains/Palisades) have asked local officials for any assistance that can be provided to cover water 
testing costs. 
 
PFAS well water testing by these affected locations that are outside the FAFB study area are in the 
proposed project area, and analytical results (Table 1.) display PFAS levels above EPA health advisory 
and above Washington State proposed PFAS health standards.    
 
The West Plains is an ideal location to study PFAS because of the amount of work that has already been 
completed through watershed planning in WRIA 54 and 56 (a series of projects outlined at 
http://spokanewatersheds.org/) including the West Plains Hydrogeologic Framework and 3D projections 
of the paleochannels (GSI et al., 2012 and Pritchard et al., 2020). Many of these studies are based on 
existing Water Well Reports stored with the Washington Department of Ecology and will be some of the 
existing private and monitoring wells that will be monitored for this study.  Wells within the project area 
currently in the West Plains Hydrogeologic database are shown in Figure 1.  The goal of this project is to 
evaluate PFAS contamination outside of the FAFB study area and develop a groundwater flow, fate and 
transport model to identify potential sources and future contaminant migration. 
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Figure 1: Map of the West Plains of eastern Washington. Fairchild Air Force Base (FAFB) is a site of documented AFFF use with 
PFAS levels of over 5,000 ng/L.  The study site of FAFB PFAS delineation is outlined in a dashed blue line.   The Great Northern 

Elementary School (GNES) and Spokane County Fire District 10, Station 5 (Sta. 5) have preliminary results indicating PFAS 
contamination.  Residents in the rural Palisades area also have preliminary results with PFAS contamination in private wells. This 
project will use a detailed hydrogeologic framework to better define the extent of PFAS contamination in rural and agricultural 
areas, including farms and waste water treatment plants.  As well as using PFAS analytes to fingerprint potential other sources 

including Spokane International Airport (GEG), county fire districts, and light industry in the City of Airway Heights 

 

Background 
Rural residences in the proposed project area principally withdraw water from three aquifer systems 1. 
shallow Wanapum Basalt, paleochannels filled with sedimentary deposits, and the deeper Grande  
Ronde Basalt.  Currently PFAS contamination has been found near FAFB in the shallow Wanapum Basalt 
that underlies the FAFB and continues to the north. PFAS contamination, however, also exists on the 
eastern West Plains outside of the FAFB study area and likely continues into the lower Grande Ronde 
Basalt.  Though the lower Grand Ronde Basalt aquifer is regionally confined, in the West Plains younger 
groundwater ages and other parameters indicate that infiltration and potential contamination reaches 
the lower aquifer, likely due to the paleochannels incised through basalt units (shown in Figure 2), but 
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also from leaky wells, complex basalt flow-unit geometries along the CRB margins, and fractures (Griggs, 
1976; Pritchard and Cebula, 2016; GSI et al., 2012; Pritchard et al., 2020). Hence, a robust MODFLOW/ 
MT3DMS model using data from this project are needed to help decipher the fate and transport of PFAS 
in the West Plains. 

 
Figure 2: Cross Section across the West Plains showing the general stratigraphy and basaltic aquifers, interbeds of the Latah 

Formation that can be either aquifers or aquicludes and the Quaternary Paleochannels that may allow for cross-contamination 
between aquifers. Water wells with Washington State Department of Ecology Well ID #'s. The transect line is presented on the 

map on the following page. (Modified from Pritchard et al., 2020).  

 
A preliminary look at PFAS analyses (Fig. 3), using analytes from EPA method 537 shows that 
contamination at Spokane County Fire District 10, Station 5 is much different than other PFAS locations 
in the West Plains, though the Fire Station is over 7 km away from FAFB and farther west than general 
models of groundwater flow directions show. We have learned from property owners that have tested 
their personal wells that some wells in the Palisades area, over 8 km away, have documented higher 
values of PFAS, and the Great Northern Elementary School currently utilizes bottled water as a result of 
PFAS contamination in their water supply well. As shown in Figure 3, the presence of PFNA and other 
elevated PFAS concentrations suggest this contamination is either from a completely different source or 
some environmental factors have degraded other PFAS substances, such as long-chain breaking down to 
short-chain (e.g. Buck et al., 2011). 

 
Figure 3: Bar graph of sites in the West Plains with known PFAS contamination, a more thorough public records request and 
visiting community groups will provide more private well testing results and more detailed information about the FAFB testing.  

 
In partnership with FAFB, EWU, and Spokane County, SRHD will manage the development of a fate and 
transport model for PFAS that covers the entire West Plains region.  Models should assist with 

000037



geochemical fingerprinting PFAS sources over great distances, which can be difficult to decipher due to 
retention and partitioning of PFAS in different parts of an aquifer, interaction with the biosphere, 
recycling of PFAS by waste water treatment and irrigation, and mixing from multiple sources (Anderson 
et al., 2019; Boone et al., 2019; Brusseau, 2019, Buck et al., 2011).  
 
Project Goals 
 
The goals of this project are to: 

1. Conduct groundwater sampling in the area adjacent to the east side of the FAFB PFAS study area 
that has not been systematically evaluated for PFAS contamination. 

2. Evaluate PFAS groundwater data using statistical techniques to identify potential source areas. 
3. Develop a groundwater flow and contaminant fate and transport model to predict probable 

PFAS migration in aquifers used for drinking water and identify potential source areas. 
 

Project Approach 
 
The proposed project will include public outreach, PFAS groundwater sampling and analysis, PFAS 
source identification analysis, and groundwater flow and contaminant fate and transport modeling. 
 
Public outreach will be conducted in three ways. 

1.1 Public meetings will be held to notify and inform property owners within the study area and 
other interested community members about the project goals, approach, schedule, and results. 

2.1 Individual outreach will be used to identify property owners interested in participating in the 
study and to communicate sampling results to participants. 

3.1 A technical advisory group will be convened to solicit feedback on various technical topics such 
as sampling and analysis, data evaluation, modeling approaches, etc.  There is currently 
significant work underway at FAFB and this group will be utilized to coordinate efforts. 

 
The proposed project will conduct PFAS sampling at 30 locations quarterly over a 1-year period.  This will 
include 10 known locations that are affected by PFAS that are outside the FAFB study area and 20 
additional residential locations.  Wells will be selected based on well construction, aquifer the well is 
completed in, and spatial distribution.  There may be interest from property owners beyond the 
proposed 20 locations, therefore a budget contingency has been included to add additional sampling 
locations. 
 
Analytical results will be analyzed utilizing environmental forensic techniques similar to methods used 
with other complex mixtures such as PCBs, PAHs, and TPH.  This information will be coupled with a 
historical land use review and the analytical results to further understand potential source areas. 
 
A groundwater flow model with contaminant transport (MT3DMS) will be developed using (data from) 
the Hydrogeologic Framework and Conceptual Groundwater Flow Model Review of Groundwater 
Conditions in the West Plains Area, Spokane County, Washington June 2015. The proposed model will be 
developed to specifically identify PFAS fate and transport in groundwater using varying groundwater 
depths, variable PFAS analyte levels, and to model releases from potential source locations to identify 
possible sources.  
 
Scope of Work 
Task 1 – Project Administration 
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Responsibilities will include, but not be limited to: maintenance of project records; submittal of requests 
for reimbursement and corresponding backup documentation, progress reports and recipient closeout 
report (including photos); compliance with applicable procurement, contracting, and interlocal 
agreement requirements; application for, receipt of, and compliance with all required permits, licenses, 
easements, or property rights necessary for the project; and submittal of required performance items. 
 
Task 2 – Project Management 
Efforts will include: conducting, coordinating, and scheduling project activities and assuring quality 
control include development of consultant scope of work, laboratory RFPs, consultant selection, 
contract management, stakeholder communication, and associated activities. 
 
Task 3 – Public Outreach  

3.1 Public Meetings – There will be two public meetings.  The first will be at the beginning of the 
project to explain the project goals and objectives.  The second meeting will be after the project 
is complete to present the results. 

3.2 Sample Collection Outreach – Selected property owners will be contacted and invited to 
participate in the study.  Property owners will be selected based on well construction, aquifer 
that the well is completed in, and spatial location. 

3.3 Historical Outreach – during and following the initial meetings we expect to hear from residence 
about past land uses, such as pre-landfill dump sites or past industrial uses of properties.  Since 
past land uses may be sources of PFAS, locations will be identified with the community to run 
commercial environmental reviews (e.g. EDR studies).   

3.4 Communication of Results – Results will be communicated to the property owners and could 
include in person meetings to discuss the implications of the results 

3.5 Technical Advisory Group – SRHD will convene an advisory group to guide groundwater 
sampling activities, PFAS Fingerprinting, modeling, and other technical aspects of the project.  
This group will provide review of draft technical documents including QAPPs, analytical result 
reports, modeling reports, etc.  There is currently a significant ongoing effort within the FAFB 
study area.  This group will provide a venue for project coordination and collaboration. 
 

Task 4 – Groundwater Sampling 
4.1 QAPP Development – A quality assurance project plan (QAPP) will be developed in accordance 

with Ecology guidelines, including the sampling and analysis plan, analytical methods, quality 
assurance goals, and data management procedures. 

4.2 Groundwater sampling 
4.2.1 Designated Locations – Sampling will be conducted at 10 locations (to be determined) 

including existing Spokane County monitoring wells, previously sampled locations, and 
springs that discharge from the West Plains Wanapum aquifer.  Sampling will be 
conducted quarterly for one year. 

4.2.2 Property Owner Wells – Wells identified in Task 3.2 will be collected quarterly for one 
year. 

4.2.3 Property Owner Wells contingency – Additional wells may be added to the project 
dependent on property owner interest 
 

Task 5 – Data Analysis & Reporting 
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5.1 Data validation – Upon receipt of laboratory results data validation will be conducted in 
accordance with the QAPP. 

5.2 Data management – Data will be managed using appropriate database software such as 
Microsoft Excel and/or Access.  Some property owners may wish to keep their results 
confidential.  In these instances, the data will be utilized in all analysis, but specific address and 
point location data will not be made publicly available.  

5.3 Data reporting – All sampling activities and results will be documented in a report which will 
include a description of sampling methods, problems encountered, analytical results, data 
validation methods and results, and data interpretation   

 
Task 6 – PFAS Source Analysis and Historical Land Use Review 

6.1 Statistical analysis will be utilized to associate the concentrations of individual compounds 
analyzed by EPA Method 537 in groundwater samples with various PFAS chemical mixture 
source profiles. 

6.2  A historical review of land use will be conducted to determine associations between 
analytical results, source profiles, and potential sources. 

 
Task 7 – Groundwater Modeling 

7.1 Data Compilation and Project Database – Significant data has been collected in recent projects 
that will support model development.  The projects include the following: 
• West Plains Hydrogeologic Framework and Conceptual Groundwater Flow Model 
• West Plains Hydrogeologic Database 
• West Plains Groundwater Elevation Monitoring and Mapping 
• West Plains Groundwater Recharge Assessment 
• WRIA 54 & 56 Groundwater Age Dating & Stable Isotopes 
• WRIA 54 Hydrogeologic Characterization & Monitoring Well Drilling 
• Subsurface Projection of the Columbia River Basalt Group & Paleodrainage Study 
• Delimiting Geologic Structures Affecting Water Movement of the CRBG West Plains Aquifer 
• West Plains Delineation of Aquifer Zones within Basalt Formations 
• Spokane County Water Use Inventory and Demand Forecast 

 
After a comprehensive review of available data a project database including, but not limited to, 
the following will be developed:   

• Climate and meteorological data 
• Land use 
• Soil types 
• Topography 
• Surface water hydrology 
• Water use 

o Surface water withdrawals 
o Groundwater withdrawals 
o Return flows 

• Geologic and hydrostratigraphic units 
o Occurrence 
o Lateral extent and thickness 
o Hydraulic properties 

• Three dimensional hydrogeologic 
framework 

• Groundwater flow system  
o Groundwater gradients and 

flow directions 
o Recharge and discharge 
o Boundary conditions 
o Surface water and 

groundwater interaction 
o Lateral and vertical 

continuity of groundwater 
flow 

• Groundwater levels 
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o Horizontal and vertical continuity 
• Water quality data 

o Long-term 
o Interannual 
o Seasonal 

 
7.2 Development of Three-Dimensional Geologic Model – The three dimensional hydrogeologic 

model developed as part of the Hydrogeologic Framework and Conceptual Groundwater Flow 
Model project will be improved upon to add the level of geologic detail necessary to accurate 
represent groundwater contaminant fate and transport.  
 

7.3 Groundwater Flow and Contaminant Transport Modeling - An appropriate numerical model will 
be selected for this study in consultation with SRHD staff.  The preferred choice is the U.S. 
Geologic Survey finite-difference MODFLOW model coupled with the MT3D code for solute 
transport.  The code is open-source and is available at no cost from the USGS.  Open-source and 
proprietary graphical user interfaces are available. 
 
Modelling will begin with a review of the water balance for the study area based on an analysis 
using climate, soil data, and baseflow data.  Results of the three-dimensional geologic modelling 
will be used to create the layering needed for the numerical groundwater flow and transport 
model.  The model will have sufficient vertical resolution to represent the variations in the 
thickness and continuity of the stratigraphic units and to represent the vertical movement of 
contaminants to depth as a result of recharge.  The model will extend to natural hydrologic 
boundaries (e.g., the Spokane River and the larger streams).  Grid spacing used in the 
contaminated area will be sufficient to reduce the effects of numerical dispersion.  
 
Initial estimates of aquifer properties will be based on results of hydraulic testing reported in 
earlier investigations.  These estimates will be refined during the process of model calibration.  
The transient flow model will be calibrated to match observed to measured groundwater levels 
and groundwater flow rates (estimated to be between 40 to 160 m/yr).  The key test of the flow 
model calibration will be the ability to reproduce the observed groundwater levels and flow 
patterns.   
 
Groundwater velocities derived from the steady-state flow model will be used in the 
contaminant transport analysis.  The contaminant transport model will be calibrated to match 
measured concentrations gathered in Task 4 and 5.  Flow model parameters (i.e. hydraulic 
conductivities, porosity, and recharge), dispersion coefficients, and source properties will be 
adjusted as needed to improve the match between observed and simulated concentrations.  
 
Once the model is calibrated, it will be tested on a set of simulations designed to evaluate the 
probable evolution of the PFAS plume from the present day forward; and evaluate possible 
source areas for PFAS in groundwater.  The model will be used to simulate changes in 
concentrations of miscible contaminants in groundwater considering advection, dispersion, 
diffusion, and some basic chemical reactions, with various types of external sources.  The 
chemical reactions considered will include adsorption and first-order irreversible kinetic 
reactions.  
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7.4 Model Report Preparation – A comprehensive model construction and results report will be 
prepared.  The report will detail study objectives, construction of the groundwater flow and 
contaminant fate and transport model, model calibration and limitations, and results from 
modeling simulations.  Report preparation will include a draft report, comment period, response 
to comments and a final report. 
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Proposed Project Schedule 

Task FY 2021 FY 2022 
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 

1 – Project Administration         
2 – Project Management         

2.1 Consultant Selection and Contracting         
2.2 Analytical Laboratory RFP         
         

3 – Public Outreach         
3.1 – Public Meetings         
3.2 – Sample Collection Outreach         
3.3 – Communication of Results         

4 – Groundwater Sampling         
4.1 QAPP         
4.2 Groundwater Sampling         

5 – Data Analysis and Reporting         
5.1 – Data Validation         
5.2 – Data Management         
5.3 – Data Reporting         

6 – Source Analysis         
7 – Groundwater Modeling         

 
Proposed Project Budget 

Task 
SRHD Salaries 

& Benefits, 
Overhead 

Partner 
Agency 

Salaries and 
Benefits 

Consultants 

Analytical 
and other 
sampling 
expenses 

1 - Project Administration (including overhead) $20,000       
2 - Project Management $8,000       
3 - Public Outreach $10,000  $10,000      
4 - Groundwater Sampling $20,000  $5,000     $ 50,000  

Sampling Contingency $5,000      $20,000  
5 - Data Analysis and Reporting $22,000  $5,000      
6 - Source Analysis $5,000  $10,000   $20,000    
7 - Groundwater Modeling $10,000  $5,000   $225,000    
TOTAL $100,000  $35,000   $245,000   $ 70,000  

    TOTAL   $ 450,000  
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Friday, March 20, 2020 1:56 PM
To: Chad Pritchard; Mike LaScuola
Cc: Hermanson, Mike
Subject: RE: FW: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted 

to Ecology

Thanks, Mike and Chad. 
We’re happy to sit down to discuss the intent.  
Perhaps after our elected officials and the airport director are sufficiently informed and aware of the work, 
there will be agreement and opportunity for County Water Resources to participate.   
Long term, it may be appropriate for the regional health authority to lead this, anyway.  
For now, personalities are in play and I’m not sure what’s going to happen…funding is a long way off.  
Thanks, 
 
Rob Lindsay 
Water Programs Manager  
Spokane County - Environmental Services  
509-477-7576 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Chad Pritchard [mailto:chadpritchard@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, March 20, 2020 11:17 AM 
To: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org> 
Cc: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>; Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: Re: FW: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted to Ecology 
 
Grazie Mike, 
 
You are a gentleman and a scholar. Thank you for doing this. If Water Resources can do the work when funded 
in Fall 2021 that is great, I am happy to help in any way. If the county still doesn't want to be a part then EWU 
can do the 'science' work, working with you and Mike Hermanson as much as possible, (i.e. historical review, 
helping with community meeting, sampling, working with EarthFX, and/or Rutgers).  Then we can all get 
together well after social ‘closening’ has commenced to write up a report and hopefully a paper:)  Hopefully a 
couple of papers when we get the EPA grant too:) 
 
Going to wash my hands right now, thinking about the CDC Italian grandma skit:) Doh, I just touched my face 
again...darn beard. 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Wednesday, June 16, 2021 5:25 PM
To: Hermanson, Mike
Subject: RE: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted to 

Ecology

Spoke with Al.  He’s informed of the situation now.  Says he’ll touch bases with Larry.    
Also said he wouldn’t have a problem with us accepting the grant.   
He also instructed me to talk with Mary Kuney since she’s the Health Board chair.   
 
He also mentioned Airway Heights water and other west plains issues…I have some questions for you.  Talk tomorrow. 
Rob 
 
From: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 4:04 PM 
To: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: FW: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted to Ecology  
 
 
 
Mike Hermanson  
Water Resources Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7578  
 
From: Mike LaScuola [mailto:mlascuola@srhd.org]  
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2020 9:57 AM 
To: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: RE: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted to Ecology  
 
Here you go Mike.  
 
Let me know if you need anything else 
Stay Well 
 
Michael F. LaScuola REHS/RS | Technical Advisor Environmental Resources | Environmental Public Health 
509-324-1574 | 509-324-3603 fax | mlascuola@srhd.org 
Spokane Regional Health District | www.srhd.org 
1101 W. College Ave. Spokane, WA 99201 
 
Always working for a safer and healthier community 

    
    
    
 Always working for a safer and healthier community 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 11:20 AM
To: Brown, James V.
Cc: Cooke, Kevin
Subject: 130 pm call on June 21

Commissioner, 
Last year the SRHD applied for a state grant to conduct a regional ground water study on the west plains to investigate 
sources and extent of PFAS.  I’m aware the grant was approved. It may be upcoming on an agenda for Health Board 
approval, I’m not sure their timing.  County Water Resources has been asked by SRHD staff to participate given our 
technical expertise and familiarity.  This has some history and I’m seeking a few minutes with you to provide 
background  information. I’ve let Commissioner French know as well. 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
Environmental Services:  Keeping your Water Clean and the Environment Green! 
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Making sure we talk about this.  Thanks. 
 

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 4:25 PM 
To: French, Al <AFRENCH@spokanecounty.org>; Kuney, Mary <MKUNEY@spokanecounty.org> 
Cc: Kerns, Josh <JKERNS@spokanecounty.org>; Valencia, Ron A. <RVALENCIA@spokanecounty.org>; Corkins, Karen 
<KCORKINS@spokanecounty.org>; Brown, James V. <JVBROWN@spokanecounty.org>; Cooke, Kevin 
<KCooke@spokanecounty.org>; Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: FW: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study 
 
Commissioners French and Kuney, 
 
For your information. Please find attached a letter from Washington Dept. of Ecology to the SRHD, providing 
funds for a regional study of PFAS in groundwater on the West Plains.  This is the study I mentioned to you 
recently.  SRHD  has requested assistance from the County’s Environmental Services / Water Resources group 
for technical support.  We have the resources and are prepared to offer that support. 
 
I anticipate this grant will come to the SRHD Board for approval soon.  Please let me know if you have any 
questions or concerns.  
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
 
From: Gordon, Lyndsay (ECY) <LGOR461@ECY.WA.GOV>  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 2:54 PM 
To: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org> 
Cc: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org>; Ray Byrne <rbyrne@srhd.org>; Trujillo, Shanyese (ECY) 
<STRU461@ECY.WA.GOV>; Falconer, Kathy (ECY) <kfal461@ECY.WA.GOV>; Justice, Tami (ECY) 
<tday461@ECY.WA.GOV> 
Subject: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study 
 
Dear Lisa, 
 
Please find your attached funding notification for the Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant you submitted 
entitled West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study.   
 
Your Ecology Grant Manager will contact you to review your grant application and begin writing your grant in the coming 
weeks. If you have any questions, please contact your regional section manager. 
 
Best Regards,  
 
Lyndsay Gordon 
Budget Analyst 
Toxics Cleanup Program | Department of Ecology 
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Environmental Services:  Keeping your Water Clean and the Environment Green! 
 
 
 
From: Cooke, Kevin <KCooke@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 10:43 AM 
To: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>; Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: RE: West Plains PFAS study grant 
 
I may be over-complicating this…but I want us to avoid procedural problems.  Won’t this grant need to be reviewed and 
“accepted” by the SRHD Board as an initial step, before the grant would be transferrable to Spokane County as a second 
step? 
 
Thanks, 
 
Kevin R. Cooke, P.E. 
Environmental Services Director 
477-7286 
 
From: Lindsay, Robert  
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2021 9:34 AM 
To: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>; Cooke, Kevin <KCooke@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: RE: West Plains PFAS study grant 
 
Thanks Mike.  
 I’m in favor of Spokane County Env. Services administering the grant.   
I agree contacting Scott is best next step.  He’s aware of this and can mention this to  the BOCC and inquire if they want 
a briefing.  I communicated with Al and Mary about this a few weeks ago, it shouldn’t be a surprise. 
It’s a good project. 
 
Thanks, 
Rob 
 
From: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 5:13 PM 
To: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>; Cooke, Kevin <KCooke@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: FW: West Plains PFAS study grant 
 
Rob and Kevin, 
 
Ecology is ok with moving the West Plains PFAS study grant to our group (see below).  I think this is the best approach 
since the work we will be doing comprises a majority of the funding and it fits in with the other Ecology grants we are 
administering.  One approach to accomplishing this would be to just go through the regular grant process in which I 
would complete the grant review form for approval and signature by Scott Simmons, and then once we have a  grant 
agreement it would go to the BOCC on a consent agenda just like other grants.  I image Scott could provide some insight 
on what the best approach would  be. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Mike Hermanson  
Water Resources Manager 
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Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7578  
 
From: Furmall, Ali (ECY) [mailto:afur461@ECY.WA.GOV]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2021 3:34 PM 
To: mlascuola@srhd.org 
Cc: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>; Trujillo, Shanyese (ECY) <STRU461@ECY.WA.GOV> 
Subject: West Plains PFAS study grant 
 
Mike, 
 
My grant manager let me know that we can change the grantee entity for the PFAS study. We will just need SRHD to 
email us confirming you would like the grant moved to Spokane County Water Resources. And an email from Spokane 
County Water Resources acknowledging they would like the grant.  
 
Once we have the email from both entities, our grant manager will unfund the application in EAGL and then create a 
new application for the project under the appropriate entity. Please let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Thanks, 
Ali 
 
Ali Furmall, LG, LHG 
(she / her) 
Small & Rural Communities Brownfields Specialist 
Toxics Cleanup Program 
WA Department of Ecology  
ali.furmall@ecy.wa.gov 
Office: (509) 329-3436 
Cell: (509) 655-0538 
Ecology.wa.gov/brownfields 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 8:14 AM
To: Hermanson, Mike; Cooke, Kevin
Cc: Simmons, Scott
Subject: RE: PFAS article in Spokesman

Im a little miffed LaScuola would say that to the paper before we had a chance to discuss with our commissioners! 
 
From: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2021 9:12 AM 
To: Cooke, Kevin <KCooke@spokanecounty.org>; Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: PFAS article in Spokesman 
 
Rob and Kevin, 
 
Wanted to give you a heads up that there is an article about the upcoming private well PFAS study from Indiana 
University in the Spokesman and towards the end of the article is the following: 
 
LaScuola said the Indiana University study was just the first in planned work to determine 
where the chemicals are present and their effects on human health. Another study to be 
conducted by Spokane County Water Resources will follow, with quarterly tests of some 
private wells to determine how long the chemicals remain in groundwater and their 
concentrations, he said. 
 
I was not aware that the proposed study would be in an article. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Mike Hermanson  
Water Resources Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7578  
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 2, 2021 1:51 PM
To: Simmons, Scott; Cooke, Kevin
Cc: Hermanson, Mike
Subject: FW: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater 

Transport & Fate Study
Attachments: AreaWide_Funded.docx.pdf

Scott/Kevin, 
 
Am following up on this grant extended to SRHD from Ecology (offer letter attached).  I spoke with Commissioner 
French  about this project in July and also mentioned this to Commissioner Kuney, noting that we are interested and 
prepared to conduct the technical sections of the project.   
Since then, SRHD has notified us they don’t have the staff/resources to manage the grant but are available to conduct 
the public participation and outreach portions.  They have requested we manage the grant.  Spokane County 
Environmental Services / Water Resources  have staff and resources available to manage the grant, and to conduct the 
technical portions of the work. 
Ecology is aware of the SRHD’s limitations and are amenable to the County accepting the grant.  They are awaiting our 
response. 
I am aware this grant will need BOCC authorization.  Please advise if a briefing  is requested before bringing this to the 
Board.  
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
Environmental Services:  Keeping your Water Clean and the Environment Green! 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Lindsay, Robert  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 4:25 PM 
To: French, Al <AFRENCH@spokanecounty.org>; Kuney, Mary <MKUNEY@spokanecounty.org> 
Cc: Kerns, Josh <JKERNS@spokanecounty.org>; Valencia,  
From: Gordon, Lyndsay (ECY) <LGOR461@ECY.WA.GOV>  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 2:54 PM 
To: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org> 
Cc: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org>; Ray Byrne <rbyrne@srhd.org>; Trujillo, Shanyese (ECY) 
<STRU461@ECY.WA.GOV>; Falconer, Kathy (ECY) <kfal461@ECY.WA.GOV>; Justice, Tami (ECY) 
<tday461@ECY.WA.GOV> 
Subject: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study 
 
Dear Lisa, 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Simmons, Scott <SSIMMONS@SpokaneCounty.org>
Sent: Friday, September 3, 2021 9:55 AM
To: Lindsay, Robert; Cooke, Kevin
Cc: Hermanson, Mike
Subject: RE: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater 

Transport & Fate Study

Thanks for the reminder Rob….still haven’t had a chance to connect with Al.  Will let you know when that occurs, 
hopefully soon. 
 
Scott 
 
From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Thursday, September 2, 2021 1:51 PM 
To: Simmons, Scott <SSIMMONS@SpokaneCounty.org>; Cooke, Kevin <KCooke@spokanecounty.org> 
Cc: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: FW: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study 
 
Scott/Kevin, 
 
Am following up on this grant extended to SRHD from Ecology (offer letter attached).  I spoke with Commissioner 
French  about this project in July and also mentioned this to Commissioner Kuney, noting that we are interested and 
prepared to conduct the technical sections of the project.   
Since then, SRHD has notified us they don’t have the staff/resources to manage the grant but are available to conduct 
the public participation and outreach portions.  They have requested we manage the grant.  Spokane County 
Environmental Services / Water Resources  have staff and resources available to manage the grant, and to conduct the 
technical portions of the work. 
Ecology is aware of the SRHD’s limitations and are amenable to the County accepting the grant.  They are awaiting our 
response. 
I am aware this grant will need BOCC authorization.  Please advise if a briefing  is requested before bringing this to the 
Board.  
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
Environmental Services:  Keeping your Water Clean and the Environment Green! 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Lindsay, Robert  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 4:25 PM 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Thursday, September 2, 2021 1:51 PM
To: Simmons, Scott; Cooke, Kevin
Cc: Hermanson, Mike
Subject: FW: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater 

Transport & Fate Study
Attachments: AreaWide_Funded.docx.pdf

Scott/Kevin, 
 
Am following up on this grant extended to SRHD from Ecology (offer letter attached).  I spoke with Commissioner 
French  about this project in July and also mentioned this to Commissioner Kuney, noting that we are interested and 
prepared to conduct the technical sections of the project.   
Since then, SRHD has notified us they don’t have the staff/resources to manage the grant but are available to conduct 
the public participation and outreach portions.  They have requested we manage the grant.  Spokane County 
Environmental Services / Water Resources  have staff and resources available to manage the grant, and to conduct the 
technical portions of the work. 
Ecology is aware of the SRHD’s limitations and are amenable to the County accepting the grant.  They are awaiting our 
response. 
I am aware this grant will need BOCC authorization.  Please advise if a briefing  is requested before bringing this to the 
Board.  
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
Environmental Services:  Keeping your Water Clean and the Environment Green! 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Lindsay, Robert  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 4:25 PM 
To: French, Al <AFRENCH@spokanecounty.org>; Kuney, Mary <MKUNEY@spokanecounty.org> 
Cc: Kerns, Josh <JKERNS@spokanecounty.org>; Valencia,  
From: Gordon, Lyndsay (ECY) <LGOR461@ECY.WA.GOV>  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 2:54 PM 
To: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org> 
Cc: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org>; Ray Byrne <rbyrne@srhd.org>; Trujillo, Shanyese (ECY) 
<STRU461@ECY.WA.GOV>; Falconer, Kathy (ECY) <kfal461@ECY.WA.GOV>; Justice, Tami (ECY) 
<tday461@ECY.WA.GOV> 
Subject: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study 
 
Dear Lisa, 
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Please find your attached funding notification for the Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant you submitted 
entitled West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study.   
 
Your Ecology Grant Manager will contact you to review your grant application and begin writing your grant in the coming 
weeks. If you have any questions, please contact your regional section manager. 
 
Best Regards,  
 
Lyndsay Gordon 
Budget Analyst 
Toxics Cleanup Program | Department of Ecology 
PH: 360.810.1636 | P.O. Box 47600 Olympia, WA 98504 
lgor461@ecy.wa.gov | 300 Desmond Dr, Lacey, WA 98503 
 

This email is subject to public disclosure. 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message and any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) 
and may contain proprietary, confidential or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or 
distribution is prohibited and may be a violation of law. If you are not the intended recipient or a person responsible for 
delivering this message to an intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the 
original message. Please note that any views or opinions presented in this email are solely those of the author and do 
not necessarily represent those of the agency.  
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Simmons, Scott <SSIMMONS@SpokaneCounty.org>
Sent: Wednesday, September 8, 2021 5:11 PM
To: Lindsay, Robert; Cooke, Kevin
Cc: Hermanson, Mike
Subject: RE: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater 

Transport & Fate Study

I had a chance to discuss with Al yesterday.  He indicated he would like to discuss further with Airport prior to our 
committing to get involved.  I’ll let you know more after I hear back from Al. 
 
Scott 
 
From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Thursday, September 2, 2021 1:51 PM 
To: Simmons, Scott <SSIMMONS@SpokaneCounty.org>; Cooke, Kevin <KCooke@spokanecounty.org> 
Cc: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: FW: Your Area-wide Groundwater Investigation Grant: West Plains PFAS Groundwater Transport & Fate Study 
 
Scott/Kevin, 
 
Am following up on this grant extended to SRHD from Ecology (offer letter attached).  I spoke with Commissioner 
French  about this project in July and also mentioned this to Commissioner Kuney, noting that we are interested and 
prepared to conduct the technical sections of the project.   
Since then, SRHD has notified us they don’t have the staff/resources to manage the grant but are available to conduct 
the public participation and outreach portions.  They have requested we manage the grant.  Spokane County 
Environmental Services / Water Resources  have staff and resources available to manage the grant, and to conduct the 
technical portions of the work. 
Ecology is aware of the SRHD’s limitations and are amenable to the County accepting the grant.  They are awaiting our 
response. 
I am aware this grant will need BOCC authorization.  Please advise if a briefing  is requested before bringing this to the 
Board.  
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
Environmental Services:  Keeping your Water Clean and the Environment Green! 
 
 
 
 
 
From: Lindsay, Robert  
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 4:25 PM 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Monday, September 20, 2021 1:33 PM
To: Furmall, Ali (ECY)
Cc: Trujillo, Shanyese (ECY); Mike LaScuola; Cooke, Kevin; Lindsay,Robert; Simmons, Scott
Subject: RE: West Plains PFAS study check in (TCPRA-2123-SRHDEP-00048)

Ali, 
 
I am still awaiting direction on whether our program is in a position to accept the grant funding.  I expect to hear 
something soon, and will be in touch once I do. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Mike Hermanson  
Water Resources Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7578  
 
From: Furmall, Ali (ECY) [mailto:afur461@ECY.WA.GOV]  
Sent: Thursday, September 16, 2021 1:15 PM 
To: Mike LaScuola <mlascuola@srhd.org>; Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Cc: Trujillo, Shanyese (ECY) <STRU461@ECY.WA.GOV> 
Subject: West Plains PFAS study check in (TCPRA-2123-SRHDEP-00048) 
 
Good afternoon, 
 
I’m just following up on our conversation last month about the area-wide groundwater investigation grant for the West 
Plains PFAS study. In order to transfer the grant from SRHD to Spokane County, we will need email confirmation from 
both entities. Let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Thank you, 
Ali 
 
Ali Furmall, LG, LHG 
(she / her) 
Small & Rural Communities Brownfields Specialist 
Toxics Cleanup Program 
WA Department of Ecology  
ali.furmall@ecy.wa.gov 
Office: (509) 329-3436 
Cell: (509) 655-0538 
Ecology.wa.gov/brownfields 
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Chase, Kristine A.

From: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org>
Sent: Wednesday, October 6, 2021 12:21 PM
To: Simmons, Scott
Cc: Hermanson, Mike; Cooke, Kevin
Subject: Regional gw study on West Plains
Attachments: West Plains PFAS grant final.docx

Hi Scott, 
 
Thank you for your time yesterday to discuss the subject project.  I attach the scope for the project for your 
information.  The grant-funded project is for $450K; the majority of the funding would go to the technical part of the 
work, including PFAS fate and transport modeling.   
 
A few points: 

1. Concurrent with this proposed project, a similar project was proposed by EWU.  That proposal  was not 
funded.  I bring this to your attention because that may come up in discussions with the Board and/or SIA. 

2. You inquired the scope and purpose of the work. This text is taken directly from the proposal submitted by 
SRHD: 

a. The attached proposed project will include public outreach, PFAS groundwater sampling and 
analysis, PFAS source identification analysis, and groundwater flow and contaminant fate and 
transport modeling.  

b. This project will help the population, environment, and commercial entities of the West Plains by 
building a transport model, delineating PFAS contamination, and using unique PFAS distribution at 
different locations to identify PFAS sources. This project is will also be in collaboration with Eastern 
Washington University (EWU), with consultative assistance by Washington State Department of 
Health (WA DOH), Agency for Toxic Substance Disease Registry (ATSDR), and Spokane County Water 
Resources, which will add to the collaborative knowledge to better understand the influences of 
PFAS on communities and the environment. 

3. Since 2013, there have been at least 70 new rural drinking water wells drilled in the proposed study 
area.  Figure 1 on Page 3 of the attached document shows the extent of the study area,  wells in the study 
area, and the boundary of  Fairchild’s study area.   

4. Currently, the is an ongoing study with University of Indiana to collect samples from private residences on 
the West Plains.  I’m not sure the current status of that work, but there was an article in the S-R paper 
recently where SRHD staff spoke to the sampling efforts by UI and also mentioned this upcoming project. 

 
As I noted, I met with Commissioner French about this last July when the SRHD was awarded the grant.  At his request I 
shared this with SRHD Board Pres  Kuney, who shared it with Administrator Ms. Clark.  It is my understanding that SRHD 
lacks the staff and resources to administer the grant, thus their interest to have Spokane County Environmental Services 
/ Water Resources   administer.  We have the staff and resources to administer this  grant.  Personally, I am comfortable 
with either organization administering the grant, and recognize the limitations on the SRHD.  
 
Let us know if you need additional information. Mike and I are available to meet to discuss this with the Board, SRHD, 
etc., if there is interest in performing the work. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Rob Lindsay - Water Programs Manager 
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Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7576    rlindsay@spokanecounty.org 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org>  
Sent: Wednesday, October 6, 2021 11:15 AM 
To: Lindsay, Robert <RLindsay@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: FW: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted to Ecology  
 
 
 
Mike Hermanson  
Water Resources Manager 
Spokane County Environmental Services 
509.477.7578  
 

From: Mike LaScuola [mailto:mlascuola@srhd.org]  
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2020 9:57 AM 
To: Hermanson, Mike <MHERMANSON@spokanecounty.org> 
Subject: RE: Thank you! Your 2021-23 grant & loan application was successfully submitted to Ecology  
 
Here you go Mike.  
 
Let me know if you need anything else 
Stay Well 
 
Michael F. LaScuola REHS/RS | Technical Advisor Environmental Resources | Environmental Public Health 
509-324-1574 | 509-324-3603 fax | mlascuola@srhd.org 
Spokane Regional Health District | www.srhd.org 
1101 W. College Ave. Spokane, WA 99201 
 
Always working for a safer and healthier community 

    
    
    
 Always working for a safer and healthier community 

 
 
 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message and any attachments are for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain proprietary, confidential or 
privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited and may be a violation of law. If you are not the intended recipient or a 
person responsible for delivering this message to an intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message. 
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