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I14-1

I14-1
Preference acknowledged.
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I15-1

I15-2

I15-1
Comment noted.  The FERC EISs addressed recreational losses and
gains that would result from dam removal.

I15-2
PacifiCorp considered the alternative of installing a fish ladder in the
original EIS.  It was concluded that the cost of installing and maintaining
a fish ladder would far exceed the value of ongoing power generation
and that downstream passage of smolts would be problematical.  Consid-
ering the requirement of establishing anadromous salmonid populations
above the dam, removal is the best balance between costs and benefits.
It would be impractical for PacifiCorp to construct passage facilities that
cost more than the value generated by power production.
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I16-1

I16-1
Preference acknowledged.



45

33757695 individuals.pmd

I17-1

I17-1
Preference acknowledged.
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I18-1

I18-2

I18-3

I18-4

I18-5

I18-6

I18-1
Comment acknowledged.  The SEIS acknowledges unavoidable adverse
impacts.

I18-2
Opinion acknowledged.

I18-3
Comment acknowledged.

I18-4
Concerns acknowledged.  The effects have been well studied.

I18-5
There is an overall standard that considers the benefits as well as the
impacts to the environment.  On that basis, it is likely that a project with
impacts and no benefits to the environment would not be allowed without
appropriate mitigation.

I18-6
Preference and comment acknowledged.  Environmental costs and
benefits will be shared.
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I19-1

I19-1
Preference and comments acknowledged.
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I19-1
Continued
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I20-1

I20-2

I20-3

I20-1
It should not be assumed that property values would diminish.  It is at
least equally likely that people interested in river-based recreation would
provide enough demand to keep the value at or above current levels.

I20-2
Section 4.2.2 of the FSEIS addresses potential water quality issues
related to the on-site disposal of concrete near the City of White Salmon
Production Well #2.  The FSEIS concludes that the quality of the water in
this well should not be degraded, and the well is considered to be too deep
to be affected by the draining of Northwestern Lake.  The FSEIS
includes a new mitigation measure in Section 4.2.3 that recommends
monitoring shallow groundwater in the event that onsite concrete disposal
is selected.  If groundwater quality standards were exceeded as a result
of on-site disposal, additional measures (e.g., remediation) could be
required by regulations such as the Model Toxics Control Act Cleanup
Regulations (WAC 173-340).  These mitigation measures would also
protect the quality of water in private wells.

In Section 4.12.2 of the FSEIS, it is acknowledged that the City of White
Salmon’s 14-inch supply line across the reservoir would be affected by
dam breaching and removal activities, potentially resulting in a disruption
of service to water use customers.  The quality of this water supply
would not be affected by the proposed action alternative.  Mitigation
measures are recommended in Section 4.12.3 of the FSEIS to minimize
or eliminate this interruption.

I20-3
NOAA Fisheries (NMFS) issued their Biological Opinion for ESA Section
7 Consultation for the Condit Hydroelectric Project removal on October
12, 2006 (NMFS 2006).  That document included an incidental take
statement allowing the short-term impacts disclosed in the EIS documents
in order to achieve the long-term benefits to listed species.  Similar
provisions are in the USFWS Biological Opinion (USFWS 2005) as it
relates to bull trout.
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I21-1

I21-1
Comments and preferences acknowledged.
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I21-2

I21-3

I21-4

I21-5

I21-6

I21-7

I21-8

I21-9

I21-2
Comment acknowledged.  While technically correct, longstanding con-
vention, including in maps and earlier documents, uses the term lake.  It
may also be true that a manmade structure may deteriorate and fail, given
enough time and the right circumstances.  When those things might occur
is a matter of speculation.

I21-3
It is correct that additional sediment would be expected to collect behind
the dam because sediment continues to enter the reservoir from up-
stream.  Calculations of the amount of sediment in the reservoir based on
a 2006 bathymetric survey are very close (and slightly smaller) than the
amount of sediment calculated in 1997.  Therefore, the length of time
before the reservoir would be effectively not a reservoir is uncertain.  It
is also not clear whether the power plant could be operated as a run-of-
river facility, even with the reservoir full of sediment.  If the dam contin-
ues to be deemed safe, a reason to remove the dam and release the
sediment would have to come from some other process and would not be
a certainty.

I21-4
The removal of the dam would, with time, restore the natural condition of
flow and water quality on the reach of the White Salmon River below
Condit Dam.  Sediment that would have been captured by the dam would
now be free to move downstream and would be deposited in the
Bonneville pool.  After the sediment released during dam breaching
stabilizes, suspended sediment load in the river above and below the dam
would be similar.

I21-5
The FSEIS provides further clarification.  Only two chum salmon have
been documented in the White Salmon River in recent years, and there is
no evidence that spawning is occurring in the White Salmon River.
However, the statement that “one year-class of chum salmon” would be
lost is accurate.  A year-class describes the salmon smolts produced
during a single reproductive season.  Adult chum salmon spawners
returning in a single year represent several year-classes.
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I21-6
Chum salmon have less capacity to leap water falls and generally do not
migrate as far upstream as Chinook, coho, or sockeye salmon and
steelhead trout, particularly in higher gradient rivers with frequent falls,
such as the White Salmon River (Johnson et al. 1997).  Reiser et al.
(2006) set the maximum jumping height of chum salmon as 4 feet.  The
fall at RM 2.6 on the mainstem of the White Salmon and other falls on
the mainstem may be barriers to the upstream migration of chum salmon
adult spawners.  Because chum salmon characteristically utilize the lower
reaches of high-gradient streams, they may not be able to access this
habitat, and additional year-classes may be affected until clean spawning
gravels are formed in the lower couple of miles of the river channel.  The
documentation of two adult chum salmon is not evidence that chum
salmon are reproducing in the White Salmon River at the present time,
but represents the potential for eventual recolonization of the river if
suitable spawning habitat is available.  The long-term effect of dam
removal would be an improvement of spawning conditions for chum
salmon, but it is not known at this time if chum salmon would be able to
utilize additional habitat above the dam.

I21-7
The entire year-class of age-0 (juveniles produced during the spring of
the year of dam removal) winter-run steelhead are expected to be lost as
a result of turbidity levels in the river associated with the proposed dam
removal.  This would substantially reduce the number of expected
returning adult steelhead 4 years in the future, when the majority of the
lost year-class of steelhead would have been expected to return.  During
that year, the return of winter-run steelhead would be primarily composed
of 3-year-old steelhead and strays from other river basins.  Returns of
winter-run steelhead would likely be reduced every fourth year for
several generation cycles.  A portion of the previous year-class of
steelhead juveniles (age-1 fish) would also be lost.  Section 2.3.1 of the
FSEIS has been clarified.

I21-8
Comment acknowledged.  Short-term increases in turbidity within the
Bonneville pool after the removal of Condit Dam would likely cause
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avoidance behavior and “displacement” of some fish in the Bonneville
pool.  These fish would not be displaced from the Bonneville pool, but
would seek out areas of the pool with lower turbidity.  Korstrom and
Birtwell (2006), found that the ability of sediment-exposed Chinook
salmon to escape to cover was impaired and that there was a significant
increase in stuporous behavior and a significant reduction in cover-
seeking response in sediment-exposed fish.  They concluded that expo-
sure to elevated levels of suspended sediment could indirectly jeopardize
survival in the wild, as such overt performance and behavioral changes
would probably render juvenile Chinook salmon more conspicuous and
therefore more susceptible to avian and aquatic predators.  NOAA has
considered this a “take” (NMFS 2006).  The sentence regarding “take”
has been modified.

I21-9
Aesthetics involves the perception of one’s surroundings, which includes
more than views.  There would be a short-term significant unavoidable
adverse impact to some residents living along the existing lake until the
area transitions from a lake to a stream environment.  Long term, there
would be a significant unavoidable adverse impact to the aesthetic
perceptions of residents who participate in recreational activities such as
lake fishing and boating.  However, the aesthetic perceptions associated
with new recreational opportunities such as kayaking, white-water rafting,
and stream fishing may help offset the effects.



55

33757695 individuals.pmd

I21-10

I21-10
The SEPA DSEIS and FSEIS have adopted, as adequate for SEPA
purposes, the treatment of the no action alternative as addressed in the
FERC EISs.  It is acknowledged that the ongoing impacts that resulted
from the original construction of the Condit Dam could be greater than
the impacts of removal of the dam.



56

33757695 individuals.pmd



57

33757695 individuals.pmd

I22-1

I22-1
Concerns acknowledged.  The loss of lake-based habitats and activities is
acknowledged in the SEIS as adverse and unavoidable.  They will be
replaced by river-based habitats and activities.
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I23-1

I23-2

I23-1
Dam debris would be removed.  However, large woody debris, rocks, and
other hazards to boating would undoubtedly be present in the river after
dam removal.

I23-2
Some important documents are available on the FERC website.  The
FSEIS will be available on the Ecology website.  At the time of actual
dam removal preparation, PacifiCorp may provide a public information
contact.


