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A6-1

A6-2

A6-3
A6-4
A6-5

A6-1
The environmental documentation including the FERC NEPA FSEIS
(2002) environmental documentation has already addressed a reasonable
range of alternatives.

A6-2
As expressed in following responses to detailed comments, the DSEIS
and FSEIS and other environmental review documents do provide
adequate disclosure and analysis.

A6-3
This is a legal argument to which no response is required because it is not
directly relevant to SEPA.  The CWA Section 401 certification decisions
are separate from the SEPA decisions.

A6-4
This is a legal argument to which no response is required because it is not
directly relevant to SEPA.  Disclosure of impacts and mitigation mea-
sures are legally adequate.

A6-5
SEPA review requires evaluation and disclosure of environmental im-
pacts, which is the purpose of the DSEIS.  This is a legal argument to
which no response is required because it is not directly relevant to SEPA.
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A6-6

A6-7

A6-6
This is a legal argument to which no response is required because it is not
directly relevant to SEPA.  The Settlement Agreement does not constrain
any Ecology  environmental review or decision.

A6-7
This is a legal argument to which no response is required because it is not
directly relevant to SEPA.   The Settlement Agreement does not con-
strain any Ecology environmental  review or decision.
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A6-7
Continued

A6-8

A6-8
The FERC quotes cited are from the 1996 FEIS.  This document is
superseded by FERC’s 2002 FSEIS in which they conclude that “the
benefits provided by dredging at least half the reservoir sediments under
the 1996 FEIS dam removal alternative do not outweigh the economic
and environmental costs of the removal method when compared to the
Settlement Agreement dam removal alternatives; therefore we do not
recommend the 1996 FEIS dam removal alternative.  Instead, we recom-
mend the method of removal proposed in the Settlement Agreement”
(FERC FSEIS at page 186).

When the additional mitigation measures discussed in the 2005 SEPA
DSEIS are considered, the Settlement Agreement alternative is neither
“unsupported in the record” nor “contrary to” agency conclusions.
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A6-8
Continued

A6-9

A6-9
Ecology disagrees with these allegations.  Specific comments are ad-
dressed below.
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A6-9
Continued
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A6-10

A6-10
Opinion acknowledged. See responses to further comments.


