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PM8-2

PM8-3

PM8-4

PM8-5

PM8-6

PM8-2
Comment acknowledged.

PM8-3
Comment acknowledged.

PM8-4
Preference and comment acknowledged.

PM8-5
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 from the
original construction of the Condit Dam could be greater than the impacts
of removal of the dam.

PM8-6
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 modified to clarify the information.
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PM8-6
Continued

PM8-7

PM8-8

PM8-9

PM8-7
Comment acknowledged.  The FSEIS references the mentioned docu-
ment and acknowledges the contribution the removal of Condit Dam
would make toward addressing the limiting factors for the listed anadro-
mous fish species in the river.

PM8-8
Comment acknowledged.  The FSEIS references the WRIA reports.

PM8-9
The benefits of the proposed Condit Dam removal project to the region’s
salmon and steelhead recovery efforts are noted.  The FSEIS acknowl-
edges that the removal of Condit Dam would increase the available
habitat for anadromous fish within the White Salmon River basin, increas-
ing the long-term viability of existing anadromous fish populations in the
basin.
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PM8-9
Continued

PM8-10

PM9-1

PM8-10
Comment acknowledged.

PM9-1
Comment acknowledged.
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PM9-1
Continued
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PM10-1

PM10-1
Comment acknowledged.
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PM10-1
Continued
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PM10-1
Continued
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PM10-1
Continued
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PM10-1
Continued
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PM10-1
Continued
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PM10-1
Continued
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PM10-1
Continued

PM11-1
PM11-1
Comment acknowledged.
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PM11-1
Continued

PM11-2

PM11-3

PM11-2
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 from the
original construction of the Condit Dam could be greater than the impacts
of removal of the dam.

PM11-3
Comment acknowledged.  The FSEIS has been modified where modifica-
tions were appropriate.



36

33757695 pub meetings.pmd

PM11-4

PM11-5

PM11-6

PM11-7

PM12-1

PM11-4
Comment acknowledged.  Management decisions concerning hatchery
fish planted in the river are subject to decisions of the appropriate state
and federal agencies (i.e., Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife
and NOAA Fisheries) and not subject to the FSEIS.  In the case of many
salmonid species (coho, chum, Chinook, and possibly others), native fish
populations may no longer exist.

PM11-5
Comment acknowledged.  As described in Section 4.2.3 Mitigation
Measures of the FSEIS, PacifiCorp would consult with the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers to determine the feasibility of lowering the Bonneville
pool prior to dam breaching, in the event that the pool elevation is near the
higher end of its range of fluctuation.

PM11-6
Comment acknowledged.  The FSEIS references the mentioned docu-
ment and acknowledges the contribution the removal of Condit Dam
would make toward addressing the limiting factors for the listed anadro-
mous fish species in the river.

PM11-7
Comments acknowledged.

PM12-1
Comments acknowledged.
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PM12-1
Continued

PM13-1

PM13-2

PM13-1
Comments acknowledged.

PM13-2
Comments acknowledged.
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PM13-2
Continued

PM13-3

PM14-1

PM13-3
Comments acknowledged.

PM14-1
Comments acknowledged.
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PM14-1
Continued

PM15-1

PM15-2

PM15-1
Since there are residences adjacent to the power house and the road to
them is public, that road will remain.  Therefore, access to the river at the
power house is potentially possible.  That would depend on the ultimate
ownership of the land containing the power house.

PM15-2
PacifiCorp is willing to consider what can be done on lands they control,
but has no control over most lands near the mouth of the river.
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PM15-2
Continued

PM15-3

PM15-3
Comment acknowledged.
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PM16-1

PM16-2

PM16-3

PM16-4

PM16-1
Salmon are fall spawners and will not displace rainbow trout from limited
spawning areas.  The literature cited in both Section 4.3 of the DSEIS
and Appendix C, supports the conclusion that anadromous rainbow
(steelhead) are unlikely to displace rainbow trout from available spawning
habitat.  Resident salmonids require limited spawning habitat in compari-
son to anadromous species.  The major concern for the resident rainbow
trout fishery in the White Salmon River will be to limit the take of larger
rainbow trout, because a steelhead fishery would be likely to increase
angling pressure on the resource and deplete the number of larger
“trophy” trout.  Mature summer run steelhead can be almost indistin-
guishable from large stream resident rainbow trout.

PM16-2
The DSEIS made no prediction as to the number of salmon the river can
potentially produce after removal of the dam.  Various documents pro-
duced by regulatory agencies have made productivity estimates that were
based on planting hatchery smolts, and these estimates are not relevant to
natural smolt production numbers, which would be lower than artificially
maintained salmon runs.  The thermal regime of the White Salmon River
and its tributaries with the range of anadromy available after dam re-
moval is well within the preferred thermal range of the native salmonid
species.  Extreme cold temperatures that would restrict production of
salmon and steelhead smolts are limited to the watershed above the
potential range of anadromy.  Dam removal would increase the available
spawning and rearing habitat in the watershed and increase the population
size and distribution of all anadromous salmonids within the system.

PM16-3
Comment acknowledged.  A temporary closure of the north fork of the
Nooksack River in Washington State to protect spawning concentrations
of Chinook salmon under exceptional low flow conditions occurred in
August of 2003.  These closures are rare and are not likely to occur at
flow conditions preferred by kayakers and river rafters.  In addition, the
confined nature of the White Salmon River in a narrow bedrock channel
makes it somewhat unlikely that the situation in the north fork of the
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Nooksack River will be duplicated.  The north fork of the Nooksack has
reaches where a combination of a wide floodplain and more sediment
recruitment than the river can transport has caused the river channel to
become wide and shallow.  A USFWS (2000) biological assessment
concluded that recreational boating activity between August 15 and
October 21 had the potential to adversely affect spawning bull trout in the
river below RM 6.5 (if bull trout spawners were present).  It also con-
cluded that it was unlikely that recreational boating had any potential to
disturb bull trout spawners above RM 6.5.  It is impossible to rule out the
possibility of closures to protect spawning salmonids, but this is not within
the scope of the SEIS.

PM16-4
The Settlement Agreement did not provide for such studies, and no
regulations demand them.  While such study results would undoubtedly be
useful, there is no mechanism to require that they be done.


