










































































Dear Mr. Steinke;  

 

My wife and I own the 53 acre parcel immediately north of the Phelps Canal, east of C.R. A and 

south of C.R 748. This acreage is very productive and may be negatively impacted by Areas 1 

and 2 of the project. On the north side of C.R 748 is a drain that I know has been in operation for 

at least 50+ years (you probably know the origin/easement status/owner).  

 

It is my belief that this drain was installed to provide a positive groundwater elevation control in 

the area immediately down gradient of the Phelps Canal; historic nearby well/irrigation deep 

percolation control as well. Personal experience with the maintenance and maximization of a 

water/soil infiltrative surface with alternate wetting and drying of the Phelps Canal has resulted 

in seepage flowing to the north. The existing drain intercepts that seepage and carries it east 

about 3 miles to the river. My experience also suggests that seepage/drainage problems with any 

new project may develop very soon after completion or, many years in the future.  

 

I note in my review of the RJH Consultants February 2013 Project Report (pages 27-30) that a 

preliminary seepage analysis concludes that groundwater mounding south of the Area 1 

Reservoir and seepage losses from the Phelps Canal are not as yet well defined. The report notes 

that " We assumed that the existing drainage ditch north of C.R. 748 could be disturbed to 

construct the groundwater drain". (Section 2, Figure 6.1).  

 

I would strongly object to alteration/elimination/of the existing drain in any way, including 

substitution of a perforated pipe underdrain south of Area 1 (liner seepage loss underdrain) as an 

alternative for the existing drain. Seepage from the Phelps Canal is in my judgment an issue to be 

kept separate from the future reservoir drain. The merits of the J-2 Project I understand; 

however, the existing drain and any alteration to it is a significant threat to the long-term 

productivity/value of the 53 acre parcel.  

 

I would appreciate you making these comments a part of the formal project record. Thank you 

for visiting with me personally about the project and sourcing the RJH Report for me. 

 

 

 

 

John R. Burgeson  
 


	J2 Public Hearing Written Comments.pdf
	14 11 05-06 J2 Public Hearing Written Comments.pdf
	burgeson1.pdf

	20141118_100407.pdf

