
Project # 202013171 Boy Scouts of America Camp Thunderbird 

Examiner Rice, 

My name is Andrew Brinton, I live at 725 Summit Lake Shore Rd NW, Olympia, WA.  I was in the zoom 
meeting on Tuesday, but due to a poor internet connection it was not allowing me to raise my hand to 
speak.   I have several questions and points that I think should be addressed or made clearer after listening 
to the statements made by the county and applicant.   

I’ve lived on Summit Lake in a couple different locations for the last 27 years and have witnessed the 
transformation from a place with more cabins and weekend / vacation homes to now a vast majority of full 
time residents. For the County Roads representative to say that the traffic is the same as in the 70’s when 
Camp Thunderbird was at its peak is naive. The residential population at the lake has tripled and the traffic 
on State Route 8 that runs from Interstate 5 to the ocean has increased dramatically. To not do a traffic 
mitigation study with current traffic, is simply not acceptable.  Furthermore with the addition of a possible 
30 RVs coming and going from the camp this will also create a great deal of congestion.   

With Camp Thunderbird going through an 11 million dollar upgrade this will be the “Flag Ship” camp for 
the scouts rebuilding effort. This will mean they will be using this camp for more and larger events. While 
the scouts indicated that there will only be 5 events over 325 people (up to 600) there was no indication of 
penalties for going over the 5 events. I hope that strict counts and enforcement of limits be put in place and 
encourage the issuance of accountability measures and penalties for failing to follow the occupancy limits.  
It was stated several times that they are not changing what they have already been doing for years.  This is 
once again not true as they do not currently have a 30 place RV campground.   

When Scott McCormick responded to the issue of notifying more than the minimum number of property 
owners, he responded that he had no idea how to identify the owners around the lake and that by doing so 
would only create more comments on the project. That was one of the most reckless statement I heard 
during the hearing. I know from working with a past president of the Summit Lake Association that this 
information is available through the Thurston County Assessor. Scott works for the County. 
As Scott stated in some of the issues with the permits he indicated that he used some “flexibility” with the 
rules due to the size and extent of the Camp Thunderbird project. Apparently, using flexibility in notifying 
more than the minimum number of property owners was not something he is will to do. I would ask that 
the county be required to notify all property owners and that a reasonable response time be granted. 

During the explanation of the permits the term “Increase Public Recreation” was said. Could we get 
clarification of what part of Camp Thunderbird will be open to the public? Scott said that Camp 
Thunderbird qualified because it serves the public. I am not sure that those are the same. 
The issue of the water was mentioned and the Scouts indicated that they have 3 wells. In their filings they 
indicate that one well is being used, one well is low producing and not in use, and one well can not be 
found. In past statements the scouts indicated that a flow test was done when the well was put. With the 
addition of numerous additional local homes on wells it should be required that the well in use be flow and 
stress tested during the summer. It should also be required that the local residents on wells be notified of 
the scouts planned use and be allowed an opportunity to voice their concerns. 

The silt / soils in the dredging area need to be sampled / tested. While the Scouts indicated that they had 
done some minor testing done some time ago, no documentation has been produced. It would seem 
irresponsible to dredge silt and soils from the bottom of the lake without knowing what is being dredged, or 
what they may be exposing once the dredging is complete. Without having measures to prevent the sides 
from sloughing into the dredged area the dredging may be pointless. Imagine trying to dig a hole in the 
water in the middle of the lake. To not have documentation from the Army Corp of Engineering at this 
point in the project is consistent with the way this project is being handled. 
As part of the mitigation plan the original swimming area and pond are being replanted. However, there is 
a court order (28006) that requires the outflow of the lake be maintained. Per Scott McCormick no 
provisions or considerations have been given to protect the outflow. I have attached a copy of the court 
order for your review. It is imperative to maintain the proper water level of the Summit Lake to protect the 
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shoreline of the lake. The outflow can not be blocked by the mitigation measures. This issue needs a 
comprehensive study to ensure that the outflow requirements in the court order will continue. 
In speaking with a local dock builder who has been in talks with the BSA for the building of the new docks 
it is my understanding that the silt may only be a few feet deep before it becomes hard lake bed.  Will a 
different permit be needed if more than just silt is removed?  
 
It was state that it was unknown when, or even if, the area would need to be dredged again.  From my 
understanding the current swimming hole has filled in with silt and has been dredged multiple times in the 
past; and it is secluded from a much large area of silt that is the entire end of the lake.  It is absolutely naïve 
to think that there is any possibility that dredging will not be needed on a continuous basis in the future.   
 
It is my understanding that the current swimming hole, that was effective for decades, is no longer suitable 
due to stagnant water due to lack of flow. Has there been any thought of dredging the channel that connects 
the main lake to the swimming hole.  This would both allow for water to naturally enter this area as it has 
for many years, as well as allow for a small amount of water to reach the outflow of the lake in the summer 
months which would help lake from staying stagnant. If needed, an aerator could also be installed or water 
could be pumped from the lake into this area to prevent water from becoming stagnant.  This would not 
only keep this portion of the lake more healthy, abide by the court order, but would also keep the scouts 
more secluded and thereby safer.  
 
I feel that the new location of the swimming area could pose great danger to children swimming.  The end 
of the lake where the camp is located is often the smoothest portion of the lake, and therefore extremely 
popular for skiing, wake boarding, wake surfing, and people floating. As wake surfing becomes more and 
more popular it is not unusual to see 4 foot tall waves crashing into the shore in front of my home.  A 4 foot 
wave could make swimming, canoeing, or kayaking both extremely difficult and dangerous. 
 
In summary it appears that this project is far from being ready for a hearings examiners decision. There are 
more unanswered questions and lack of follow through than should be acceptable in a project of this scale. 
This project should be returned to the Planner and completed as is should be before going forward. 
 
Andrew Brinton 
725 Summit Lake Shore Rd NW 
Olympia, WA 98502 






























































































































































