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Fram: hebrockaguep com aa Transmission System Vegetation Management Program
Sent: Tuesday, August 31, 1559 1:05 PM HE..f1 Eoar REe | - - .
To commenbibna. gov 1 FLBILIC # | | d leﬂ to TEII You...
Subject: Berinelle Prowe: Drafl EI5 fof trarsmission PUSLIC BIVOLVEUST |
i L FeTD BY BRA
1. Of the choices oHtened in the Draft E15, |prefer —— o} e S UGWWEMENT R R
L Lo Tvm - opde
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Also, one should loos at the cost 10 maintain the enline ayslem per year instead 2 Dakp oo Niee _
of cost per unit ARthough s may see 10 be simitar Lo cosl per unil per
year, therm ara dfarancas e — o

¥ou may wish o consider cyoe Icng1h and type of cycla n your gvaluation
Frequently vagalation on an enlire rights of dn-es rot cevelop at the same
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Transmisslon System Vegetation Management Program
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From: Rikki Clsborm [rikki_oshos il e 4=V
Sent: Triday, frier 10, 196 10-08 AM RECEIFT D&
To: comman o =
Subject: Transmssion System Vegetation Managamen: Program fivena: :

1 O e choscgs offeren n the Draft EXS | praler any maihiods sat give
the bigge=t amourd of Ioals 1 e toal box Thia Eopears 1o be R4, V53
MaZ E1, and NE1. Anybma we can sava rrune—run_: high cost temns - eapecially
labar - and a4l raduce weeds and plopagate & p communily of dasirable
vagalabion that wil reduce weacs and tall plants, Fm all r fewar of i

| befive we can use herbicides to extabish Mis desrabls plani community
e aver ome réduce the use of harbicdes down to B3 necessaty ko combat
Invasive weeds 13t have ma Falhogerts or parasnes lo keap them fom
spreding rapidly. If the above allernatves are not fliowed, | would

think bhis would oen up enforcement acticrs by both Stale and County
Newicus Weed Authanties. This would result in tnes and tha Wk bwsing
dane an kange scale raatment and farpe amounts of herbicdes whish may ar
may nof be o your approved fist

2 1doonol kke the use of "Ervirpnmentally Predormed Altemathve”. This
refarance & ot n the best interesty of lang farm vegeladion mansagemen:
Irvashie weed spaces without thalr nabural parasites or fram
thai ceiginal homaland i to figurish in these areas Uncontolied rapei
armm of ematic wasds is not in the best interests of the ervinnment. &

o netheng mrn:ﬂ B2 Buggestad by and harbacide groups is gefinitely arg
BV Tt

3 ?mmmmtﬂudntuhymrgﬂnhﬁcmnﬂghmnm
PLBiC BCUON B'oups That claim & ba "Envirsnmentzr

4. | wouid e lo see consiceration ghen fo native wagedation fo

Fropagats your plamt community, no? just low growing Jrasses ang iorbs kom
where.ever | Herd conscaration should be given o pressure washing alf
wehickes and equipenent that antar your Fsght of Way especialy fram athar
weed infested sigs. This shoukd be cone with the view o ing radaioy
and Under camagas whese seeds aod plant Fragments hide

3. Mo Commend

Ri 1 Box 126P
Lanare, ID A3541
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BPA Public Invelvement BPA Public Involvemnent —
: [RECENED &Y B

From; o e MW com| RECEIVED BY Bl FI'DTII. Kevin Hupp [khupp@co incsin HEC VEMENT T
?m: Tuesday, Seplembar 14 1595 8-65 AM FUBLIC INVOLVEMENT ?:rl- m:ﬂr::y Sep‘lcfnherﬁ 19991022.#.}41 E—;gfcm T e

o cammenh@baa. pov - 1 T
Subject fransmission SySlEM vegetaton management program Logs: "-r!.;l i W Suhbject DEIS CO N?S T oo E

RECEWT® "= : .

Sepinmbes 17, 1594 213 1] I'n amnm ff May Gorcam: AF A

Dean BPA | Fawve read througn the DEKS and bave no problems with 1

| was guite disbiessed upon reading your “ransmessaon sysl=m u:?elal.iuu | @m gl 1o see your conlinued hard-bne approach o controling nomious

=ment progeam.” | am appaliad that you ane proposing |amd probebly wWEEd

T'}esaﬂ* LS ToicRig s 3 ooty seemog X Mot | arn @eo plegsed 1o see your proposal It use Bo-nonbol and Herbicides for

same herbaoides arlza.n:lrngi:nn: umln-pemt muwumfmﬂ sfigct Thesa noxnus weads

reproducton. |2.4-0 s notonous for causing probdams. | i) . .

ans a;malh- proposing i use acral spraying of some of thess towc Lﬂ:’r mslr—a*ﬂ I =28 your conhnyad supply of hamicdas and Boconso' .

i o have land where puwer lnes bavel through
h:ﬂam " . ik e | would apprecsate a lock al Bwe fnal propossl whan compigtad or any othar

i Skamania Coundy are 3 bombarded o8 from Iha county. decumeniation thal

:ne shate Sunmmm mn“;:;n mmmﬂﬂ' ﬁ?ﬁ ralipad. gas Fitay Some up raguanding noskous waed cortrol on BRA ground

fines plus what prvate cizens 5 Jnm gt any usa of 5

herbicides. Of course | undersiand Wmmhﬂ incarshy

wol have befar safer means. I you dEﬁﬂe WOl LS usE
MIH'J‘

KEVIM L HUPP COORDINATOR
| stranper protest), seriaf and Droadeest soraying should absoluiely

b banred from the program. You Musl corsadar tha health of the edtine mﬁ%ﬁﬁmmﬁs

eoasysimm, of which we are & pan. Wil &re nof the only ones using G jull

pashoes Please keep thal in mird T s e

(5013 T25-D545 p
T =NOXIOUSWEEDS COM>=
Eim Anteau

el Taur Private, Free Emad &t hitp Peraw hatmai com




Kuehn, \Eﬂh“liﬂ (Ginny) -KCC-T

BPA Public Involvement

From: .Jay Hed@PacifiCorp.com

Sent: Frday. September 17, 1598 721 AM

To: Kughn, \igna (Gnny) -KCG-7

Subject: Fuiemal Senenc (NOTA) informatan request

NOTE. A copy of what fhe s=nder submitted oo e form was =-maiied back 1o
them

Submittar gy Nal
Thesr e-rail addness Jay Nel@@PachComp com
Dale Submitled | 3MT/80 7.20.49 AM

Thair adonass

Facrc Powar and Lght
ain: Jay Meil

1247 M| mery St SE
-ﬁ.lbu'lr.nlﬂug? ]

Their islephone. [547)567 4464
Their request or Commeant

In last night's Albany Democrat-Herald, there was a mu:n-cntlanatﬂra was
sEpking COMMENts 0N YOur Vegetamon emesil program | am a Forestar
thaﬂﬁcherwmﬂtmwhtmhun:mmwmm

o slart nolifying propenty cwnens when your crews are commg frough a
rght-af-way i ranagement work. Ve recanse many irate
chlls guery yaar ane al Paciic Power fom customers whio think ghat work
n-:umr!m-nbyrnllrmmwadumbam.mwmmManwmnm
investigaie each of these cails which cosls U= 8 il of time_Yor
Wegeialion Marsgement Department coulg ¥ Imgnove your
mﬂurﬂhﬂ-ﬂhwu'rﬁrwmmmwmmm
conbacd wilh heir queslions andior concerns

Technical wab miormalion on submitier,

P ey were on befone submiling form: Manuaily snfered LIRL ai
rehag;mdpagcfrmmme

Tha I aodress user = at 205 189 193,28
The screen mesoiuton of el browser (Width ¥ Haight): 640 480

The type of browser used: Mozillad 0 (compatble: MSIE £ 01 MSH 2.5 AOL
4.0 Wirdows 80)

HECEIVED Y BFR
1
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From: Mary Ledtia [maryke adhatral co
$lﬂt: 'hh:lr . Geplember 15, 1893 829 AM TEP
ac CLATImes) L LR 1]
Subject: RPa, aan e ! =
=t
T BR&

FROM"  Mary May Leita

| am a Hen Trbal member fram the Stace of Wasninglon and | &m aiso a
cultural tracher | 186ch e Faditional weavng of the coastal kdian

throughout the Pacic Morhwesd. | aliended a conferanca in Fena on June,
1869 Duln%:-m Californal Basketwaavers conferencs [ was on 8 panel with
the Chief of Bureuw of Land Management, Depariment of Fishanas ard Forestry
from wa'miuu'luu DG Tha weawars was prasenled wisth 3 draft sdmireslyatie
rules toncerning the gathanng s6es end parmits ta gather. | ioid he

parled on the panel that | ialt il wes & vialation of my reaty right i

QEther wheve we hae aiways gathared 48 alated in the reaty | sisn siabed

that | mo nol bedens Lhal tribal councl can changs my iresty nght and any
agresment hat 18 signed should have ba reviewed by e lanal Indian
people | nave besn on e vibal 21 years before | resigned in 1806, o |

knaw all of the admestralive rules tat the govemmant can presant anly to

e council and not the peopia. | have revewsd your dref and | wes

wirdering i you have contacted Ihe iribes thal are in the area for any

review about the use of horbicides. | Ihini that e statement on :a draft

15 vary imparant and BPA should reaily teka inlo cerssderabon the indan
Peopie and use of the matenals troughout the country. Intergrated

egatation Management (IVM) &= 3 srategy to e control

ﬂ%wﬁm with the mw owerall long-lesm EFFECT ON PUBLIC HEALTH
AND EAFETY AND THE ECOSYSTEM. | wars iodd by my mathar thal it & important
Iz protect evgryining in our circle of [#& becawssa ong thing depands upan

the other averything on this earth has a purpose As & fradiional weaver

and ieacher | woukl oppose 1o the of any herbicdes bacause of nol kowing
e effect on plants, animals. water, roold, and malerials used for wagaing.

| think (Pt il wery important dor the aoencies io deal with the meTods
approprialey and wilh respect nof ordy tor Molher Earlh but also the

peapke | would fike fo be informed of any neanngs hal will be heid in tha
Abergeen ared a lhat | can atand

Mary Hay Ledig

Gt Wour Frivale, Free Email at nitp Dwaw Ratmai com
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Colville Confederated Tribes
Vegetation Management Program DEIS Mesating Notes

79
RECEIVED BY BRa
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 7
Attendees Lo T — 613
Adeling Fredin - Tnlbal Hatonc Presenvation Officer RECEWT Li'e
Joagquin Clevetand - Vegetation Management Officer 2

Bob Shank — BPA Tribal Liaison
Hope Pennell — BPA Cultural Resources
Stacy Mason — BPA EIS Projest Coordinator

Tribal fishing, hunting, and plant gathering areas extend much farther than
reservation boundaries, and mchude the traditional use areas of the twelve
tribes comprising the Cobville Confederated Tribes. Because the Tribes retain
rights in ceded and traditional use areas, Tribal representation on ROW
Management plans daveloped for off-resenation areas used by the Tribes {in
addition to managemant plans for the reseration) are necessany. Snoqualmie
Pass, Moses Lake, Stevens Pass are some examples of CCT gathering areas
Some of the plants that are gathared annually by Tribal members include
huckleberry, elder berry, mushrooms, willows, a variety of calery's, potatoes,
CArToNs, camas roof, bitter root et

Wie shauld have the opportunity (o represent our intereats in areas that ara
traditional (Colvilles did not sign any docurment abdicating their rights). [Will send
Bonneville a8 map of Cohille's fraditional use areas.]

Spiritual values of burial sites must be considerad as well as managing
ancestral remains. Although you may not disturb the ground, herbicide spraying
above the ground may impact spiritual value. If lines cross burial S4es, some
tribal members would nol like herbicide used on those siles — others might wan?
herbicide use if i controls knapwesd

I 1z a federal responsibiimy to identify and avoid bunal sites if present. Even §
identified, burial sites are not alwaya managed respecifully. To better ensure
bural sites aren't impacted during vegetation contral activities. burial site
lncationa ehould be recorded in & databese so information is refrisvable and
accessible to managers prior to issuing work contracts

Concemns with weeds aleng all access roads — they nead 10 be freated

Sometimes access roads are owned by the county or others, and used by
Bonneville and no one takes responsibility for freating weeds

sim% 7159

Regarding washing vehicles to prevent spread of weeds/seeds - [fthere is 8
concem with washing vehicles with powar washers {oils, metals) use an airgun to
Dl off nowiows weeds,

SHPO's need o be on malling lists
THPO's, with facilities on thew reservations, or of-reservation ceded andfor
traditional use areas need o be on mad sl

Confederated Trnes of the Colvilles includes:
Wienaiches;

Moses:

Chalan;

Entiat;

Methow,

Okanogan

Mespalam,

Sanpoll;

Lakes,

Coiville,

Palousa; and

Chief Joseph Band of Nez Piarce

Fegarding need for formal consultation — Bonnavilla will get back to Adeine
and Joaquin on how we plan to address their comments, decide then if they need
to review a draft of EIS bafore going Final, or if consuitation more appropriate al
the implementation stage

This i5 an opportunity far weeds to be managed together with cultural resource
and fragitional use area management

slm@T1H




SQUAXIN ISLAND TRIBE

RECFERED RY AFA R
BB Dk o
S M- Oy
REGEPT =7
it
Bannzaile Fraer Admimisirsnon Semamber 12 1999
Commamanons O
PO Bax 1299

Ponland OF 97217
Saay Mazon.

The: Squaxin [land Tribe appreciates the apportenity io review asd commeni on BP& s Vepraios
Management Program  Ax land asd Tisherics masdgers we an; curronihy Bicaod with mam comtren cieaal
iszues Severad issues of concern include slmomid health. the preservaian of Rsh hahas snd nater
quantiy and qualiry In Isght ol vhe Em@npered Specics 41 amed the pumorous proposed lisisngs Tt
wildlifc and salmoensd species. it has become essential for managers io lessen the cmairosmental Empacts nl
their acivmies

Afer careful revigw of 1 piopisald Vopetation Manapsmenl Program drafl E15 we feel thar the proposal
5 biased towards the use of berbicides mither than manual or mechanica? forms of wegetation costred The
Tribe: adviscattis 1he wee ol manual and mechanical methods 25 well as the planting of kv growing native
plamd speciss While the Trite doct ol oopose 1he use of poslicides. we recommend that pesticadis only
be usad 2x 2 kst reson when ather siraregies have @iled oo are imgractical. The T does: not auppon (e
e pochoct s of non-native biclogical conirol specics

All ol the pesticides listed in the BPA proposd e resinoed for use in or near waier andlor wetlands
Severad of the pesicides are 1nxic 10 Mesh Snd hine 1he poteniil o caese proend water comtamingtion. Al
ipesticides lozic to aguatic life and subjece 1 sofl Icaching should be prohibited from further wse,
These chemicabs include b are sod lmised v irickoper. trifluralin. pendimethatin. demetin lamin:
1740, benclin. bromacil. habesalfuson -meshvd. hexannone, and picloram

The: manapemenl proposyl does not address buffers on ar=ams and wetbands. Wi Rave comoems ghout The
projection of thess critical aréas and recommend the fallowing: pesticides should pit be wsed im aress
assxiaiod with water or npanan/werland vegetanos Rashin's 1992 stwch on aerial applicaisom of
pesncades chowed rhal pesticides wene detected im streams following applicaon on o] 5 study sies
moannred. thes being cul of compluasce Wik label ragurcments. The stish rroommended tha & 50
maier bufFer be applisd along flowing stiesns. sl and mochanical applacations opicafh. ane =1
higher concentratioes am deoplid siec of drifl i also larger Theee applicstions aoed wreful monioriag
o enzare thal herbecides are no ensznng bufler areas and walr. :

Il prsticudes are applied we recommend (aai o manimues 75 foot bulfir be apptied along all sresss amd
wwetlangds and thas drft iniy buller anse be prohibited.  Soream and wetland bufers pros id: nam
Functions snd by allowing kerisicides 10 cnter these progected secas certain funcioes am: losl.

MATURAL RESOIRCES DEPARTMENT ; 8.E 3100 Old Ofvmpic H-?-. Box 3 / Shelton, WA BE564
FAX 426-3971 / Phone (350) 426-978

HPA Vepoiation Managomen] Propeam

Ancaher por 18 1B idongifcalion and kcation of sticams aad weibads  What methadodngs w8 wscd 1o
derecy these areas® Dunng Rashin's pesticide study 1 was noied 1hat mid a1l streasn channels wens
idemaificd pro o pesticide applicanian Methods o idemif Nowmg waler mcluded a=nal viswing and
o emosngs. We supprsd that ol strcie and weetlands be fieid vendiod e their buffen: Nlagged prior
'0 2=y mairssmance actnn

Program dleenging Reooeieme nda)ioas

Righi of ‘Wav Program

Tha Tribe supporls the use of low growing vegelatios o oul-Compcic olber plant cormmunilics &5 3 wan of
controdlang undcRirable ples spocics W nenmomd sanling oah mine and preferably indigenoess
plant and grass species. Using native/indigenous species wiuch are clisanicalls sdapid 10 poovprapbsc
areas raeses che sene snlity reic and helps oomingd 1B introducison of non-natnve/noxious weond species
Swlics kave also shown Lkat saine. mdipcpees plast mecies pron sde higher Tind valses 10 znimale
apecnes aapied i thase rEEians

For vepeiation voninal we support the wse of mechanical and mameal methods.  Soil dsturbangs can b
ke ot & minsmum by rusng maower hesghis os well as usng voegetation spuics = hich g not roguere
mainlcnenc: When oetroiling sowsous weeds many mechanacal and manml methods caes Re v
mcorssful. ‘W msppor ulshring rhese mechads for pnmary cosand asd rhe use of pestndes onlv in
Exleme Ciremsland

Ehaciric Yarl Program
Ii grourd cloths thal help profumi plast gromis can he wilired in ihess areas i would rade e nood for
mainlcnancs % woldl &2 1he wse of posticides

Non Elecine Program
I m prclerable thal bmdcapong wlitioe native plants 1o reduce 15 use of pesticides. ferilizers and waner

respuis  Lamdscapang with nitive plasts is scihiikalh plesing votmibh saistenance free. and
roqmres po ferthrers and less irmgasnion.

Fleas cominme o kesp us infommed we bk ENMRN B P TEERONSS 10 o iesssmenditions. 1Moo
Meirer amy qucstions ploass conlacd me al 1608262781

Sincerhy i

R R, -<--"=!"I<-‘ |
Michedle Sime

Habhilm Hicloges
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Transmission System Vegetation Managellw

ul'd lee to TE" You.. -|HEEEWD£:=3 Eog ;

1 Of the chosces offered in the Draft E15, | prefer: .&/M—Eﬂ-ﬂ'ﬂ il fﬁdﬂéﬂ?ﬁi:
%m_amm_m% oo o ume,.?._ﬂaupzu}
o hragercu agpicack W Mm 5 e
il Ol o Lamet ng .M

2 |donot like. ﬂ&tf_ﬁmd %_{MLWM ﬂﬁﬁmﬁim
Lﬁ gmmm_%_aa?;jm.—

e ;
Wm—r i I
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Uniled States Department of the Inidmemsves ev e

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
FISH ANT WILTDHIEE SERVICE LoGs
Sanrht Bt s (e T obedys Bien Basn boreprm
1587 Soulh Vrwmadl Wy, S HE
Bhorer, [k 113
Seplember 13, 1999

Seacy Muson, Project Menager
Department of Eneray
Bonneville Power Admindstratsen
P{} Box 3621
Portland, Oregon ¥7208-3621
Subject: Diraft Environmental Impact Statement (DOE/ELS-0285) tor the Transmission

System Vegetstion Maragement Program

File #501 0000
Drear Ms. Mason

We have reviewed the subject document, and have the following comments. We recommend
that you conduct detailed ground surveys for listed plant species, particularly Spiraehes
difuwiziis (Lite Indies -tressesh along the South Fork of the Snake River in sastern daha, prinr 10
implementing any form of vegetation management in areas where this specics is known o occur
of arcas thal suppeost prtential habitat for this spececs. 16 this species is found m the project area,
cffiarts b avend smpacts to 8 diuvaiis should be pursoed

Please contact Edna Rey-Vizgirdas of my staff ar (2083 378-5252 if vou have any questions
reyarding this matter.

Singerely,
——
b ;_.--'ﬁjﬁmﬁqr ke River Basm Office
el

L

David Radike
PO Box 244 RECEWED BY Bt
Yachats (R 97498 FUBLIC
841 547-3087 106 Tipi- ¥

RECEFT
e

o g1 M6

Septembes 12, 1990

BPA

Communications [Mfics KC-7
PO Box 12994

Porland QR 97208

Subject Comments on Drafl IS for the BPA transmission SVELEM Yegslabion
Management Sysiem

In the Siuslaw Forest, Waldpar Ranger [Distnct, 3 major north-sruth BPA transniission
fime cuts a swath about 300 yards wide through areas of timber that will never be cut agsin
under the National Forest Plan  These arcas used o be spraved with herbicides, creatimg &
grassy meadow area miles long

As we understand the BFA-USFS agresmens, these 1ransmission nght-of-way areas were
suppesed 10 e managed for “wildlife”  Keeping the weas in 2 brush oyele now does nos
accomplish this celier objective We would ke the BPA and USFS 1o honor ther past
agreement by keeping the areas in @ grassy meadow condition. This would provide an
alternative for wildlife such as dee and elk, etc. to the older forests surrounding these
trarsemssion fmes. Could the BI'A and USFS return to controlling hrush (by mechanical
o manual means) for grassy growih?

.qr-{iuiﬂ e

Davul Racltkee

[Lan pobths

Hans RADTE

Comment Letters & Emails
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Public Comments and

ViI

Kuehn, 'U']IHHI {Ginny] -KCC-7 L
From; Mason, Slacy L - KECP mm":m

Sant: Tuesday, Oclober 05, 1959 230 PM ek _Tim-—oq

To: Fuehn, Virginia [Ginny) -KCC-T RECEIF™

Subjact- F¥¥. Drafl EIS [T A 1450

Ginny -

I it hasn1 aieady, the comment below from Login Nomis needs 10 be adoed inlo 1he Transmission Systiem Vegelation
Managemenl EI5 commant log

thanks
Slacy x5455

—Owiginal Massage—
From: Powers, Enc M. - KECN

Sent. Tuesday, Oclober 05, 1099 1:55 FM

To: Mason, Slacy L - KECP, Baraud, Bob - KECM, Grastzer, lnez - KECH
Subject: PW. Drahl EIS

| bedieve this comment befongs to you Stacy

gy ez ——

From: Logan & Noms jmaillo:nomsg@FsL ORST EDU|
Senl: Tuesday, Oclober 05, 1999 1:52 PM

Tao: ea_ooordinalon@bpa . gov

Subject: Drafl EIS

1 have reviewed the drafl EIS on vegedston r L I abes
Ihe concepts of Intearated vegstation managemant, making use of &
ramﬂlmlnmwu“wwgﬂabdmr
program.  In my opnion il Lakes & balanced and scientifically sound
apprmach to tha issises involved. Based on my persomal scientific and

can b carmed out with fittle or no adverse envirnamantal Impact or
impacts an the health of bumans

Logan Naris, Ph.D.
Proleszor of Fares Sciemos
Cmgon Stale Linivarsity

Responses
BPFA Public Involvement -
From: Bandy Daniel |sdaniolfico kootansi id.us] FUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
Sant: Manday, Oclober 04, 1909 333 PM LOGs: ¥ =045
To: ‘commentfbpa gov' RECEE" i
ce: ‘pibson@udaha edu’ [V ol BRI 1]
Subject: BPA response

2l

Ampchad i tha comment form for the BRA Transmisson Sysem Vegealion
Managemant Program Draft EES, W appreciste the opporunily b comment.

four EIS was reviewnd by the Panhangle Weed Maragemant Area Sleanng
Committer This group s formesd of federal, stale and local agency folks,
a5 wedl as private crizens, and olhers wilh an interest in noxious weed
canirel. The purpose of the group S 40 "eiss" jurisdictional boundanes
and work Iowand the comman geal of noxiows weed control and sraccation
Tre PWMA covars the free northem counties of ldaho; Spokane and Pend
Oreille Counties in Washinglon; Lincoln, Sanders, and Mineral Counties in
i and the East Koobenas Disiricl of Brilish Columbia.

The Sieering Commities waled wnammously 1o supponl BPA'S prefemed
aiteinalive for wegelation control. One cavesl was voicsd, however, thal

il will be important to manilor the reatment and sfediveness aver & long
parind of lima. Al first blush, it appears BPA s hoping 1o decredss
manifiurs and cosls in anfusl teatments afer the nlial emphasis perfiod.
‘While =uch a goal can be realized, ihe fact is (kal noxious weeds can move:
in quickly withoul conslanl watchfulness lo enswe they denl. In other
wonds, don? burm your back afler 5 yeard, hoping the good controd you've
schisved is all thal needs (o be done

Thark you again Tor the opporiunily to commenl. Fhease el us onow il we
can e of assistance. Parinering to conbrol thess invaders i the best way
0 NSURE SLUCCASS.

Sandy Danied
Wiog-Chair
Panhandic Weed Mansgrment Amea




Transmission System Vegetation Management Program

“I'd Like to Tell You...”

1 Of the choices offered in the Drafl EIS, | prefer_ We sgree with e Bonnevile Power
Administratien praferred allematvas. CEXEs

=} You can improve the choices by: . i

4 | have these other comments:_Tha Paphgndie Weed Management mambers uige you (o
cansider_schaduled wisits 1o the sitgs to snsure undeswable vagetstion. and pamculsny
ngicus weeds, are confrolled ater your emphass penod is completed. 5 weeds
because of the lnngevity of viable seed, cen quickly take over these sdes gven Mough you
may have sclively controlled the area for 5 years.Lono-term monitoring will ba reouired.

5 | need more infonmstion about = =

[ Flease pul me an your project maiing lis. (You are already on 1he mail &5 1 you recebyed 1 in the mai |
Hame —
Adiress » A o

Piease mail your comments by Dciober 5. 1999, i

BEOHNEEVILLE POWER aun:nls*rnhfiﬂlr'l"l.-'.-r---'.=.l.u|

BPA Public Involvemant

From: Annabefie_L_Rodnguez@RL gov

Bant: Wiednesday, Oclober 05, 1998 2:07 PN

To: cammenlfops gov

o Paul_F_Jr_Cunigandggapimed A goy; Annabelle_L_Rodnguezgpapimeli i.goy

Subject: .5 DOE - Richiand Dparalions Olfice Comments on Transmisgion Sy stem Vegetation
Managemenl DEIE

Asached arg the comments from the Richland Operaticns Offica  Thank
yeu o giving us e oppostunity 10 commant.

Several mes the Neites| 1999 report was menfoned in our comments. A
hard copy af ihe rapan will ke sant 1o your offce, howswvar. If can
also be suosssed ab hRpc s hanfomd goy

A copy of I Hantom Comprbensive Land Lise Flan EI5. DOEEIS-0222F,

alts mentioned In our comments was senf 1o Tom Mckinney at the Porfiand
alfice, Howewer, if an addibanal copy = needed piease call me at the
phora # bedow ar email at- annabelle_|_rodriguesiid. gov
<mailic-annatstia_|_mdnguar@r gove

Annabelie L. Rodriguez for Paul F.X. Dunigan Jr | RL NEPA Compllance
Officer

HEFPA

(5090 372-0277

RECEIVED BY BFA
PUBLIC INVOLY EMENT

skt Ti'pm—rag
-

RECEIF™
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Public Comments and
Responses

WMWF
Draft Environmentsl Impsel Sascomen)
(DOF IS5}

Coemersl Comment - The BFA EIS did a fuiry good job in presenting e e bul thene s a fow aneas
Ehat could he enhanced with a limle more detall or thought |n particular, il appears tal they have not gven
e shrub-seppe ecosysiem moch snention dursg tair aialyeis b instead dwel] masndy on forest sysiem.
The resder 15 supplied with ressonsbile maps within Uw docwnest which show the location of tmnsmiszes
s, bul wicss | missed il teore was ne bex1 on the mileape of the canemicsicn ines in each of fhe msjon
ecusysiems — grassbnds, steub, amd Foresi

Specific Comments:

8 1o st on maleage of transmedssion lines in cach of the major ecosysiems: wilkin the fext.

| Moy discussion abowt pannesshaps with poblsc and privase mdusmries i utilized tssion Aght-
ef-ways [or compatible wses that woukd mai o heaghes Such sctioes a3

the bemmy indusiry, plh—inﬂmﬂrmmmummm

ES Vegeintion fypes nesd tn he revesad and possbly xguanded. Litthe mention is madc of the shb-
Heppe covsysiem ahhough BFA on papc] |7 wants e reader io consider the shrubland ecosystem.
a5 conkining e shrub-sicppe ecosysiem. Shrublands acoarding to BFA can be located an lugh
precipitation aress or lpw precspitation areas and is also Range Land This clesilicalion is not
Wﬂm-mmmm T feel that the shrsb-sieppe ecosysrem, 8

its own demcussion since sccording 10 (he maps providil,
m-hdmhumumnm

4 Figare: V-1, Vegeaien Types, docs nol dipict U shrabland comsystom as stalod on page ] 16 of
Ehz faxT,

3 The reader is 88 3 koss as 10 what BFA will do wher transssizsion lines cross shroblad
BCosyEREng IF no vagetation masmpomil will be done in these coosystems il should be mentionsd
wn Uhe dosumel

& Hﬁﬁﬂdbmhmwimmnlhﬂ-ﬂumﬁwlh
specially constructed cooling sysiem thus o g B mezd Tor veperacl

mangEment

T I did not find In ihe te of the document any discussions on Stric Smastive Species. nor did |
Jixaie awy information on the Migratory Dird Treaty Ac.

L3 For any actions that may take place nn the Hanford Sie, APA must cunsull ts: document
Rinlegica] Resoerces Managemen Flan

9. ?Mll@mwhm“'ﬂli'ﬁdupmhllﬂmﬂﬁﬂnHanw‘mm
LIS Fish and Wildlig: Service which mansges these lands for DOE-RL

L] Page 28, Jast 1. should frodler read roller?

11 M!Lflhﬂhmmm’hhhqﬂ.ﬁnmw'

2 Bection on Replanting: has feplanting been done on the Fanfond site?

3 Page 59, last bullet: add “amd the (13 Deparneear of Energs™

14 Page 119, Table V-2, e Meitzsd 1999

()3 Page 121, k=t Y, °.. crosses 19 solessource. * however there are ooby 9 faed,

[ Page 122, 179, semesce 3, claify Snake River- *__and fows thiosgh ldsho and afong the
Cregon-idabe borderinin Washmgron |, *

" Page 171, Lamd Lise Section: Add a Section Tor the Manford Site. Isbicaie that *Coordinancn
mus e done with DOE, Richiand Operations (ffer amd the U5 Fich and s Service for
aciions thal fake ploce on the Namfnd SGae”

L] Fage 132, Under Woashingion add 3 dscussion on Federal 1ands in Fastan Washington, such as
DOE

2 Page 135 5§ UL5. DOE also complies with KA

n, Page 138 1™ bullet add Conflediratiod Tribes of the Umanils Indian Ressroion

z
2

ra]

Bl

7

5
k1]
i
n
i1

Page 159 see Neiteel 1999

Fage 164, Berbicide Impacis: The flanford sic has 3 Weoed Control Plan. & copy will be
provided 1o BPA.

Pagr 155, Mitigation Measures: 2l Hanford a Cullural Rosourss Survey is meadud bofore am
ground disnirhance is dome.

Page 174, Miglgadon Measures: Hasdord shrub-=eppe bas not bezn designared s Crijical
Elabitat, el the Staee of Washingon has classified it a8 "priomty habital™

Fages 184 and [85: Nood to inchede discussion of olber federall monaged Lands (DOE. eic_§
Pi.g:lﬂ'..‘i"bﬂﬂ_ T what depree has the notiffcation been done? 1 appears thai 5 was noi
done for Hanfond, unbes eviving the drafl was the extest of the notification.
Page 95, 6% 4, ¥ srotence. ot the end of the sestence add "or exposure o dovwrnd drafi”
Page 194, lad §: is “mearby residenis”® an Emvironmenial Juszice concern® Are there lpwer
income peopde that live chomer 10 the cormidors than oers™

Pge 2772, wiwler Deparmment of Eoergy: Delete Aaticlls Labs, neplacs with Prcafie Nertbwes
Natigma! {aburatey Delene Hasned | replice with. Sicklond (perations (e & [daks

Uhpernticoms {ifice
Page 233: Add Wanapam Prople 1o =2 of Trbal Governments.
Prge 234: Under Washingion. add the Deg of Fish & Wildkfe

Frps 277 Should the Benion Cousty LD be added o e ks of Elecmic Uilines?

Pape 240 Inchude Tr-Caty Herald aml Spolore-Spoéeman fevies.

Pw 250 I.Fm]'m i usod, add DOE (799 Honiford {mﬁkm" Land-ire Plan
Errair  fovypceed S DOEES 022N,




.1:':}4

De'partr;urﬂ of Fish and Wildlife

AS1T S Farsd Avenae

'. ::‘;“ O}Egon Haksitat Dicisiem

bidm 4 Klrhabur ML eevsamar 'Y Box 59
: TPortland, OR 9727
| ECEWED BY BPA 1303 B72-5255
Dciober 5, 1999 + UBLIC INVOLVEMENT FAX [5I3] HYZ 5269
ey L TTV (R4} 725154
GECEIPT D&TE: Imleriwd wwwhiip:
oct o7 ey e P stake op s
Ronneville Power Administration GREGON
Communications Ofice - KC-7 r-//.
0. Boa 12999 3
Portland, DR 97I08 mr1o-

RE: Comments an Draft K15 for the Transmission System Vegetation Management
Frogram

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (Depanment) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on Bomnewille Power Administration’s Transmission System Viegesation
Manspement Program  The Department's comments pertain o the vegesation
management it rights-of-way, rather than electric yards and non-electne facilibes

The Department genesslly support’s Bonneville Power Admi 's (BPA) proposed
mitigation measures 1o reduce the impacts oa fish, wildlife and thes habitat Howewver,
the Department winuld request that BPFA consider the following changes or additions i
those mitigation measures

First, the Depariment stromgly suppons the use of Aparian buffer zones and herbicide-fres
zones described in Tables W1-2 and V1-3 However, dug to their high toxicity, the
Department roquests thar B A refrain from using the tollovang berbicides within 30,5 m
(1006, ) of waterways, regurlless af the application method: 24-0 (highly woxic 1o
aquatic organisms in some formulations), Benefin (haghly toxic o syuatsc ooganisms),
Dvuron (highly toxic to aquatic invertebrates); Pendimethalin (haghly toxic 10 aquatic
organisms), and Trifluralin {very highly voxic 1o aguartic orgamisms)

Second, the Department reguests that BPA limi wse the following herbicides due 10 1he
lack of data on the toxicity to fish and'or wildlife: Habosulfuron-Methyl; Imazapyr; and
Sulfomesuron-Methyl

Third, the site-specific planning sieps for water resources stale that “(1)F using herbicides,
it may be necessary to beave untreated 2ones (filter strips) to preclude the possbility of
herbicide movemsnt from the application sne to adjoining water bodies.” (emphasis
added) The Department requests that BPA always apply this mitigation measure pear
adjoining wates hodies

Fourth, the mitigation measures for soils state BPA wall “consider resseding or replanting
seedlings on slopes with potential erosson problems " {emphasis added) The Department
requests that BPA actually reseed or replant seedlings on slopes with potential erosion

problem (rather than just considering doing so), for shopes with 10 percent ol sls
exparsed

Finally, the Deparmment requests that BP A consider timing restsictions o redsce impacts
on wildlife species in addition 1o federally listed threatened and endangered species. The
stare of Dregon has listed several species as threatened or endangered that have not been
liszed by the federal government. These species mchade the Arctic Percgrine Falcon
(Fadeo peregrines turadries), the Kit Fox (Frdpes macenos) and the Wolverine {(Galo
guila), The Diepartment has also listed numerous species s “senstive ™ Prior to
sigmificart wegetation management activities, BPA should contact local Department
biedogists to discuss tming such activities bo avoid unnecessarily impacting thess species

IT you have any quastions, please contact me a1 {503) 872-5255, extension 5587

Rincerely

0 oL 2
A, Y'Y _,,},\_.,_z?Q)_ux
AJ.::S R
Kimberly Grgshy
Special Projects Coordinator

Habitat Division

C David MeAllister, HD, ODFW

Comment Letters & Emails
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Public Comments and
Responses

'~ ROBERT L VAUGHT

Lnifted Anmber Foriar Cadwidle Federal
Deparinvent of Service Nativnal 6% South Mais
Apnicalture Foresi Calwllle, WA #9174

OGN T
Far: FHLG84-7I0

File Code: 2] 50

Date:  [Mcipber 4, 1999

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION

COMMUNICATIONS OFFICE - K-7 RELSWED BY Bra,
P} BOX 12998 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
PORTLAND OR 97212 LOGE oyt ]
RECERT F X
. 4 Vi |_

Dear Sirs:

We are responding fo your request forcomment on your Draft EIS Troasmission System
Vegetation Management Program.  BPA has several tronsmission [ines thar cross the Colville
Natinnal Forest. Many of these righty of ways contaln rorious weeds, and we are very
concerned that if these infestosions are nof fremtedd, they will remain a pereamial sowrce of
reinfestation of edfoining Nerianal Forest System lands, For this reason we are supportive of
your preferred alfernative R4, which approves ail methods of contrl. -

However, when planning ROW treaiments on the Colville Forest, a3 well as other National
Farest lands in Region &, ['want to remind you that BPA must alse comply with the terms of
the Mediated Agreement to the ETS Monaging Competing Unwanred Vegetation. This
document emphasizes prevention activides, bur it also restrices the oypes of chemicals that can
be wred on National Forest System lands. [f you do not kave @ copy of this document you can
obtain ane fromaour Portland Office or fromour affice in Colville.

When you plana specific projecton the Colville Forest, we are more than willing to
coordinate with you and help insure that the terms of the Mediated Agreement, ey well as
other applicable laws and regnintions reponding vegetative treatment on Nationo! Forest
System lands are followed. Please contact John Ridlington af our Colville office (S08-684-
TI91) if you have furtherguestions or need assistance,

Simcerely,

[ 4

Farest Supervisor

cc: fridlington

RECEWLD BY BFA
PUBLIC INWOLYERER

LOkr I s et 5
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THECEVED BY BFA
PLBLIC PRVCLVENTN

Re: Transmission System Viegewation Management Program
Diear Bonncville Power Adminzstration:

On behalf of the Allisnce for the Wikl Rockies (AWR), | am submilting comments
perixining to the Transmission Sysiem Vepetation Management Program DETS,
AWR appreciaies the oppornily W participass in this planning process and we
suppont the Administration's effon i coatl vegettion using means which
minamize adverse crvironmental impacts.

Hovwewvier, AWR is concerned several of the prefened alematives, especiall
alternatives, especially the RAVE3 allermative which would permit Borncville
ulilize broadast and aerinl herbicide treatments, impacting bath targel and non-
tarpet vepetaion. Herbicade invatments have canssd historic and repeased problems
Al numenous unctunes, incleding manufacturing, transport, swrage, application,
dispersal. transformation inlo olher wxic chemicals and disposal. In partcular,
herbicide applications do nothing w change the condtions which allowed the
nomicnes weeds gr other vegetation to establish in the first place, and such
applications may keave the soil hare, a condition that favors re-cablishment
Ther=fure, the dependency on toxic chemicals b imanape vegetation & difficoll o
overcomee unless it i gan of an explicit program o prevent the re-csablishment of
such vepetafion and to eliminate the necd w use hesbicides in the future,

In aikkition, the direct effects of numenus heshicides ar being found o affect the
endocrine sysaems of both wildlife pnd humans. This can compromis=
development, reproduction. behavior, sexual imtegrity, and immune and nervous
sysiem functioning. ., herbicide use may include the removal of
vegelation upon which wildlifc species rely, mcreases in water iemperatsne as
vopelaton s removel, et Finally, the cumulative effect of herhicide applications
are dalticull o grmnlify and ane mol adequiisly endersiood.

AWH appreciates the Administration’s meed w contrl vegetalion. However, based
m the abowve discussion, the use of chemical control agents should be revisited,
specilic comments on the DELS ane provided belpw,

Mﬂf‘“ - the isefulness of sheep were discounted duc

primarily io logistics. . Bunneville could wilize the services of a 3nd party

Epm“lﬁ:fm theeehy chiminating logistical problems. The use of sheep shonld
revisis

Herbigide Use - the DEIS states thay wildhfe would not be impacted by horlricide
UsL. Sinee the direct impacts asspcinies] with herbicides are st hest uncerizin, and
will vary depeniing upon the chemical agent, this stistement does not seem well

=

22

LOGHE: Tyl =L
|
| RECEIF™ o
Alliance for the Wild Rockiesos ' -~
P Bow BPHI @ Pimculs Horor - §9807 Vit Ep——— T e
P de-T2- 5430 - P #0572 9917 Freait swrilissiceock s nep
Bomneville Poveer Admindstration October, 1999
Uenmumisa s DiTice

Misswila Office:
HALTY Sherwand St - Homzuh, MT - 59801
#0671 5410 + weeriffeddracices nrg

Boize Ofcn:
1714 Haron - Boips, Idah 1
T08- MR- 14 = weildde o b i e
AT B bk 1%, B i 5 et

nireg
b COMm

Exosytier Dufunem Program
- DD
LIRS N

ded (5-T). Will arcas be surveyed in advarce 1 asceriain the presence of
Lutr;ni; Firrmng u&:mu’mﬁ-’i‘]'} Will Bonneville map all fght ol ways io
determine soil conditions, shope, etc. in onder 1o desermine whether or nol granular
herhicides shoukd he prohibied (5-717

Resceding (5-9) - when reseeding is undermuken will mative spevies he used?
Muore méfais:.l- mrﬁc“dn A.dmirfstraﬂun select plants that will provide food,
hiding cover, thermil cover. mes? sites, cic. fior prizzly hear, elk. migmiory hinds
and other wildlide?

Alternative MAZ (5-11)- AWR supports this aliemative assunming mu_m'wl:
plants will be used and hahiiar improvenents will be incurparated int this
program. The reliance an spot-herbicide wcaments should he minimised or
climinated.

%3 (5-16)- il herhicides are wed, only noxious weods and
decidoous plants that compets with the kw 2rowing planis should be tarpeted.
Using herbicides on any type of wepetation winld ikely have adverse
emaronmental impacts and shoald not be underslen. In paricolar, the
Aministration should not uss herbicides on plant species corsumed by wildlafe.

Alternative NE2 {5-17) - the argument fo using herbacides is often nelaicd to
access and cost elfectivencss. Therefore, landscaping 5 non-elecinic (acilities
shimld be readily able to otilize non-herbicide methods (o manige ROxms weoids.

Corridors 2.13} - the ETS discusses feathering. However, inadequale
analysis is ptige:md n; o edge effiects, how 10 minimize such offects, impacts on
interior foresl. The vegetation managemznt plan for dght of wanys should consider
curmidors apd their impacts on particaler wildife species in maore detail Alhoagh
the Adminksration wants the lonpess possible mainenamce free period, shorter
period abwuld be considered if impacts 10 threatene:d and cndungened species ore
possible.

s the MAZ aliermative, with a focus on manual and biological conrol
:pe“::amchmiﬁk micthods should he wsed sparingly. and only when: soil
conditions and wikdiifz can readily wheraie such invasive proveduses. Herhicides
should not ke wilized based on the gbove discussion. However., if such chemicals
are used, under po circumsiances should broadcast and aerisl merhods he

employed
AWR sppreciates the oppormnity 1o comment on thiz propasesd noiows weed
comtrol strakepy .
Sincerely, .
Y __:,_-\} L S S
=t b

Caryn Miske
Fermysiem Delense Inem
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File Code: 2080
Dape:  Ocsober 13, 1999

M. Stacy Mason

Bonneville Power Admmdsiratnm FEp, Euﬂnﬁrﬂpmﬂf‘mﬁmﬂ
Communications (ffice LOGS: ST L
P.0. Box 12999 AR o
Portland, OR 97212 : -

oCT | gl
Deear M= Mason:

Thank you for the opportunity o comment on BPA's Drafl Environmenial fmpact Staternent for
your Transmission Sysiem Vepeintion Management Program { DOEEIS-(285),

In your Electric Yard Program, we support Altermative E 1, because 1t appears that other altematives
poss a durect threat of electrocution 1o vour maimenance workers

In your Right-of-way Program, we support Allemative MAZ {Promotion of low-growing plan:
communitics). We support Method Package B3 (herbicides permitted with spot, localized, and
broadeast application). 'We fecl that the environmental risks of aeral application of herbicides to
nom-largel species are unaccepiable We support Vegetation Selection VS-1 (herbicides will only be
used on noxious weeds). We support the use of aliemative methods 1o conrod other non-desirable
vegelalon. Impacts from other methods con be mitigated in various ways (e.g. noise disturbance o
T&E wildlife con be timed 10 avoid therr nesting and denning periods)

In wour Mon-electric Program we suppent Alternaive NE1 i the herbacudes waill only be ussd on
noxius weeds and not (o control other undesirble vepetation. Tt is unclesr from the description if
this was your intent sipce it just mentions “weeds” and not "noxious weeds.” If the intent is to use
herbicides to contral any widesirable vegelation, then we support Aliemative NE2.

Please contset us if vou would like us 1 elaborase on the mbonale for our preferences described

shove. Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Simcercly,

(19l | };.ng;
FOHM PHIPPS
Fores! Supervisos

Caring for the Land and Serving People
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HECEIVED BY BPA
FUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
RLCEIVED BY B7A LOxGe: G e b
FUBLIC INVOLVEMENT . —
Veprsation Management Diraf) EIS L3R, Tl —CE Affiliated Tribzl Meating RECEIPMT O Z
RECEIRT Lo Comments Recalved at & 15,
Comments - ¥ hlie Meetin R\ I Vagetation Managemant Program DEIS DisplbyTabiie - e |
Ciregon State Office Building E2Bia8
Commenier Lyenimna An individual from the Quinadt Trite had o comment regirding herhicubes as they
relate tor labar; that local labar should be used to control vegstation in lisw of
; | R b 1t herbicides. Un- or undsr-cmplovment was unaeceptably hiph on tribal lands
Will 1 mrvval of T | Lof-way Dy te
2 cﬁr];:'r:;]j::‘ s il e S i An individual trom the Warm Spriogs Tribe had concems that Bonneville had
£ E incessant intrusions upon the reservation onds: the cumulative etfects of all aclivites
1 [l spray &y poisons :.I:.-?L:Lsru;.twcmmeu lifestyle and may negatively impsct the cultral value of wbal
k1 Pinnt trees under the lises that don’ grow high Am malividual from the Warm Speirgs wibe commsented thae extreme care should be
taken by ersure that berbicides are correctly applicd.
3 Lows-growing i betts then herbisides An idividual feorn the Colvills Tribe was concemed that noxious wesds were
= : - beeoming ubiguitous on tribal lands. The member also commented that hig-control
A Fish and snitsals need protection against berbneides ngc:':tsjfc% nm{qil:l:.rs weads are not very sffective
a Vegetalion maps - do they show the vegetatson types under all the hees? A individual from the Warm Springs Trsbe that worked in culiural resouree section
Portlund shows-ap as apricullure. commented that Bonneville nesds 10 consider the value of the Tribe's cultoral sites
when planning vegetation control activities. The commentor sxpressed appreciatbon
" Like iden of vegetalion nianapemcnt altermnatives and discussing them with for Bonneville's active role in practicing good stewardship of oatimal resourses.
Latdoweners. Am indvadual from the Yakama Mation had general question regarding the scheduling
. i and implementation of opsration and mainlenance activities, including vegetation
5 Really like your mecting layout and graphics. comral and personne] performing vepetation coatrol
7 What do you do with the tress you em? {ine visitor had questions about the planning steps,
Several commentors stated that frust needs to be built bebween Bonneville and the
11 1 wanl Lo Kisow l.uh_:r {thc} Al Gore mandate 10 sell eleconc power 1y Tribes for planning and smplementing prograzs. Fimaly established mutual trust
alurinurn companies redured mate. [ pay Lo | that theough my bill wionald prowide hng-term relations betwoen the Tribes and Bonneville,
11 Aluntinem companies aren’t piving sl [ NW (ool mony jobs) while we
suppet them.
11 Aluminum comparnes nicke] and dime the working person
] O3d planis are gone in & few yrals anyway
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File Codes 1950
Date:  (erober 9, 1959

Carnl Rorgstrom, [Mnsclor

Bumneville Pewer Administration TAECTIVED BY BPA
Conunuanications office PLIELIC INVTLVEMENT

P2, Boog [2958 LOGHE T py—= 232
Partlaml OOR 97212 RECEIPT OnIC:

Drcar Ms. Borgstrom:

The Modos National Forest would appreciate your consideration of the folbowing comemenms in
development of the Final Transmission System Vegelation Manageseent Program Environmerntal
Impact Satemem

= Formal irhal conseltation on @ govemment-to-povernment basis with pobentzally affected
Iribes 1% required lor the fidenal lands ender the admindstration of the Modoe National
Foresl. This consullston requires a one on one meeting berween the tribes and a decision
mitker for the Bomeville Power Adnooistration i addition to providing oppomunitiss for
wiitben comments, The Modoe WE has provided the list of fribal represeniatives. Plense
=t us know if this consulialion h.a.s.;limnﬁ}' take=n ]'\-'I:u:l.-. o the resulis.

+ It is our understanding that the cument swborizations and spreements betwesn Bonnesille
Power Adminisration and the Modoc MNational Forest continue o be in effect The
process ontlined in the DELS is not consistent with these apreements. Until such time a5
Bonneville Power Administation completes the processes necessary to formally transfer
larnd manugement respansihilities from the USDA Forest Service 1o the 115 Department
of Erergy for the rghlofiway, the approving and deciding official for site-specific
projects. which may effict the environmend, remains the approprizte Forest Service line
officer.

» BPA can preatly assist Forest Service decision makers by docwnenting enviromimcntal
cffeets and considerations in a more complete tatement than a checklist (Enviromnental
doecwmscitation — page B,

¢ Page 136 identifics the current BPA facilittes covered by direction in the Nonhwest
Forest Plan an the Modoc Mational Forest. This is not cumrenily the case. All curreni
facilities operated by BPA under BErSSMEnis with the Maodoc National Forest are citside
Lhe arex of the Morthwest Forest Plan

= Please change the mitsgation measure on page F-2 of Appendix F to read. *When
seeding, use native species unbess the wse of noa-native species is approved. The

@ Caring for he Land and Serving People STy Te— ﬁ

appropaate Forest Service Line Officer must approve all seeding mixtures inadvance,
Corsider lopping trees o &n alternative to felling.”

=  Pape 56, provides for the use of “public contzct to belp find our about any spoctal uses of
the land, o oiher issues or concems that might need comddermtion when determining or
scheduling vegetation coatrel™ on an ealy if needed hasis. We sugpest always use public
contact and imvolvement within Moedoe County  The Modoe County Board of
Supervisors has established a famd use cosmnittee 10 consider and comment on Federat
Agency actions that may oceor within the county.

Please contact Robert Happard, Publc Services Stall Officer, of my sipf7 of you hove any
questioms or comments concerming these ssues.

Sincerely,
sl Pobert 7. Saganed
fior

SCOTT D COMROY
Forest Supervisor
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Lnlted Siates Faresd Willamerie National 111 Emsz 7ih Avenme
Tiepartment of Zervice Farest . (0. Bas 10607
Agricalture Empene, (L 97440

File Code: 2600 WildlifeFish and
Senmbive Plant Habitzi Management

Date: October 7, 1999

RECEN  'RAPA

Seacy Mason, Project Manaper RECEIF
BPA
Communications Office-KC-7 e gLl

PO Bom 12999
Portlznd, Oregon 97208

[Dear Ms. Mason,

Thank you for the chance to review the Transmission System ¥egelation Management Program
NELS, Chverall we feed the document does a good job of providing altematives for management of
vegetation as well as providing a process to sceomplish site specific plans that will meet a varety of
resource needs on the pround. W look forward to working with vou on site specific management
lan updates for each of the three corndors that are loceted on the Willamette Mational Fores: as a
foliow up o this EIS. Tt appears that the planning seps outlined m the documsent will ensure that gite
specific concerns ane addressed.

Cur greatest concern with the powerline corridors 2t this ime 15 centered on noxiows weeds, A
stpeahie population of spotted knapwesd has been located within the comidor near Blue River along
the McKenxe River. This species is considered a new invader and as such has the highest priority
[or trestment on this forest.  Fach of the three comidors also have large amounts of scotch broom,
blackberry and other noxious wesds. 'We would like to work with the BPA w develop an nctive
management sirategy to address this concern

The following are comments specific o the DEIS.

Approach

We support the overall approsch described in Allemative MAZ2 using Integrated Vegetation Manage-
ment. ‘We feel as if the overall manapement stratepy, to focus on creating low-growing (preferahly
native) plant communities under powerline cormidors, 15 a sound one,

O Foreet is in the process of completing 2 new Environmental Assessment for Integrated Weed
Management. Mark Newbill, from your Eugene office, is on our mailing list.  Many parts of the
BPA preferred alternative will dovetnil well with the Willamette EA

Caring for the Land and Serving People Errand ar Bacpoes Paned G

Methods
Allermatives B2 or B3 are bath consistent with the methods owtlined in our new EA. The

Willamette EA addresses mamual, mechanical, biological and herbicade control methods in power-
line commidors, Treatment methods will be dominantly spot and localized. afthough some boom
sprayimg from ATV or trucks could be done.

v j

Az stated shove, the Forest s very supporiive of vegetation treatments with herbicides for noxious
weeds (VE1). I deciducus species need 1o be treated on Willametie NF land (V52 or V31, ad-
ditsonal NEPA analysis will need 10 occur becmese the 1999 forestwids Integrated Weed Manage-
ment EA covers herbicide use on only newly imvading weed species.

General Comments
Pape 35, It may be hedpful 1o add a sentence to the dth paragraph that explains. perbaps only a sub-

set of these herbicides may he available 1o use on cendin lands. The Willametic EA only provides
Tor the wse of 2 of these herbicides, plyphosate and/or ticlopyr,

Pape 55. Mitigation measures for noxiows weeds. Bullet #5: Weshing vehicle clause. How about
adiding wordimg shaut developing sites to wash vehicles in association with land owners'managers a=
part of site-specific management plans.

Pape 56. Mitipation measures for noxiows wesls. Bullet 86 Reseeding should follow all ground-
disturhing activities o help compete with weed seed in the soil. All soed should be state-certified
weed-free. If one were to use 8 madifier on this sentence, it would be more appropoate o use "when
approprizie” ol “when practical”,

Fage 62 and Page 161 11's somewhat unclear exactly what these riparion zones apply Lo It appears
ter bz w mix of different standards, some are BPA some are BLM and others are NRCS, The North-
west Forest Plan buffers are only displayed in Appendix F. Perhaps it would be better to stote thot
these are exemples of potential iparion sones but that site specific becations and management plans
will dictate the actaal distances. Restrictions on bufler distences may also be applied as a result of
consultation for listed fish species under the Endangered Species Act

Corridor Specific Issycs
Although some of these issues will be nddressed only af the sile specific scale we hst them here for
your consideration.

= The comidor near Blue River has a mew invader noxious weed (a5 mentioned above) that needs
immediate reament. This comidor is also very densely stocked with scolch broom. We are very
interested in updating the managment plan soon.  The Alue River District is currently looking at
options to restrict eccess abong the roed benealh the powerline with a gate. BIPA access would
still be provided.

»  The comidor near Lowell was mentioned sxtensively in the watershed analysis for Lookout
Point. The BPA corridor is located in and around western pond turthe (a Forest Service Region &
sensitive species requiring spectal management) habiat Specifically, timing of vegetation




b

management noeds to take into sccount the migration of pond nertle mothers throwgh the comidor
for nesting.

Detroit Ranger District personne] will be writing a comprehensive management plan for the Pa-
cific Cias aned Electric {PGE) powerline corridor, which parallels the Detroit BPA corridor for ap-
proximately 18 mibes, in the nexl year, as a parl of the relicensing process for the PGE comidor

It would be beneficinl for BPA to be involved with this site-specific management becawse work-
ing ogesher could potentially lower costs for both PGE and BPA for management sctivities, sur-
veys, el It would be beneficial for the Willamette NF to- have a single set of guidelmes for
managing both corridors.

We look forward w the FEIS and 1o the update of sile specific management plans for each of the
three cormidors that pass through the Waillametie National Forest.

Tharik you for the opportunity 1o review the DEIS.
Simcerealy,

gly,ﬁ, A . L&)

DARREL L. KENOPS
Forest Supervisor

ce: Russell Peterson, USFWS State Supervisor

Williar Stelle, Jr., Regional Administstor NMFS
Katherine Beale, Wildhie Biologist Army Corpa of Engineers
Gireg Comcannon, Wildlife Biologist Pacific Gas & Elediric

e
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Honneville Power Administration
Communications (iTice

P.O. Bux 129499

Porland, R 972]2

Diear SirMadam,

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (INEPA) and Secion 19 ol
the Clean Air Act {CAA), the 118, Emvironmental Protection Agency (EPA ) is providing
comaents on the Department of Encrgy Bonneville Power Administration’s Deafl Environmental
fmpact Stateewent {DEIS) on the Transmission System Vegetative Management Program
(DO EIS-0285 )

Thank yue fur the oppartumty 1o review this DEIS which establishes planning steps for
maanaing vepelation for projects in the sistes of CAL 1D, MT, OR. UT, WA and WY Projects in
these states will be tiersd off of this E15. Bonneville Power prepared this DFIS because of their
responsibility to manage vegetalion beneath power lines and st elecinic substations. The DEIS
aralyzes four vepetation control methods, 24 hertwcide inpredients. and fous berbicide
application techniques. it examines sitermative management approsches for ights-nfway.
eleciric yards and non-electric facilines

FPA has e this (005 EC-1. The raging of “EC™ indicates that EPA has esrtrosmmciral
concerry with the preforred alternatives. W sujipess measures to reduce the envirommental
rmpacts of these gliernatives. The ratmg of *17 indicates that the anslytcal milbemation
presented is adequate. although we suggest some clarifying languape

EPA agrees with Honneville™s prefermred management approach (altemative MAZ) that
allows use of herhicides in combination with other methods to promone koow-growing plam
oomimunites at rights-ofoway. This approach should minimize mpacts on non-Large speces

EP'A winild prefer o management plan that avoids the use serial or hrmadcast methods for
applying herbicides. However, we understand that there are terrasn or weed conditions where
aerinl or broadcast spraying ol powerful herbicides sccording 1o the Inbel is the oaly feasibbe
approach. Accordingly, II'A agrees with alternative B4, but urges Bonneville Power t restrics
the wic of aevial and beoodeast methods in upcoming projects as much a3 possible so as o avoid

Infmma Rocseas [LIFL) = bt Yerees gpagos
o el P b+ Frvi] Wl ugetaiie O Hamed -ris 52 S wuid P i i Foe i
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2
deleterious effects on non-largetl plants and wibdlife,

EPA can 2lso suppart alternateve V33 which would allow herbiade use on any
vegetation, bul urges Boinevills Power to limit spplication whenever feasiole to noxious werds
arnf decidwans plznts and trees capehle of re-sprouting

Finallv, EPA agress with Bonneville's proposed approsches o managing vegetalioh at
electric yards and non-ebectric facilities, slthough Bonneville should antempt to minimues the e
of heshscules when implementing these appeoaches.

In addition tn the mitigation measures Rormeville proposes to mimmizs adviise
eeological impacis, EPA suywests that the Final EIS reflect the following:

L] Yepetation management projects should selsct herbuwides, application rales, and
methodatsies that are the least dzsniptive or adoguately contralling e
weed srlualian.

L] When selecting # perticalzr herbizide, consider using newer producls, which often poss
lower rigks. Alzo, consider applying the herbicide at bess than de maximum libel rae
where the lower level 12 efficacious.

L] Projects should avodd to the extent feasible certuin ingredicats witich wne bruad-spectriam
amnlior persistant andior appear to affect non target spocies CH partscular concem ars
bromacil, 2.4 13, dchlobenil, oryzalin, pentamethalin, miclopry, and trifluralin, EPA 15
reamessing these ingredicnts fior futune we under the Frad Cuality Pretection Acl ol
1995 which requires the Apsncy 1o consider all non-cocupational avenues of expasien: i
Its sk assessmcnt.

L Ronneville sheald develop muidance for feld staff responsible fof implementing the
program um e of lov-impact appraaches.

Finally, EPA sugpests clanfying lanpuage on page 61 under the Sechon 404 discussion
The senlence in parentheses shoubl be revised as follows:

{Tn cosinin crreumstances vegstation debms left in o stream or wetlznd could be
comsidersd i1 matcrial for purposes of Section 404 of the Clean Witer Act. Cueshans
concemming the regulation of particulor activities under Sectaon (4 should be directed Lo
the Regulatory Branch of the local U5, Army Cops of Engmeers District Office.)

3

Agin, we appreciate the oppostunity 1o review this DETS. Please contact Susun Albsher
21 202-563-7151 if you have any questions gbout these commeenis.

Wy

Richard E. Sanderson, Dhrecio
CHTice of Foderal Activifies




David Radike
PO Box 244 RECEIVED BY B4
Vachats OR. 97498 PUBLIC INVOLYE
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September 12, 1999

BPA

Commumications Office KC-7
PO B 12959

Portland OR 97208

Subject: Comments on Draft E1S for the BPA iransmission syslem Vegetation
Management System

In the Siuslaw Forest, Waldport Ranger District, 2 magor north-south BPA transmission
line cuts 8 swath about 300 vards wide through areas of timber that will never be cul again
under the National Forest Plan  These areas used to be sprayed with herbicides, creating &
erassy meadow area miles bong.

As we understand the BFA-U'SFS agreement, these iransmission right-of-way areas were
supposed (o be manzged for "wildlife® Keeping the arcas in a brush cycle now does not
accompiish this esrbier objective Wi would [ike the BPA and USFS 1o hosor their past
agreement by keeping the areas in 8 grassy mendow condition  This would provide an
altermnative for wildlife such ax deer and elk, ete 1o the older foresis surrounding these
transamigsion fines Could the BPA and LSFS retumn to controlfing brush (by mechanics!
of manizal means) for grassy prowth?

Sl k\:mgﬂei{

David Radike

Lo hoblls

Banis RATTAs

RECEIVED BY BPA
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
LOGE: e

REGEPTL T 0o o 1w

ppeon Falls PO, Box d29

Uimifed Stures leh
w Degsrtment of :::: Hanger Dbmae i

iy [ Pladns, MT 59259

Flle Code:  27H) Thate: Chelober 4, 1999
Rowiz Ta: Lolo Lasds

Subjert: Comments to BFA's Drafi EIS for Transmission System Vegetstion Maragemeng
Te: Lisa Subcasiey

Here are my comements on BPA's DEIS, they are broken out into the following categories: Riparian
Protectinn, Use of Herbicides. Project Proposs! Notification, NEPA Responalbility, Other Altrna-
tives and USFS 10 FS.

Riparian Protecrion
1) Table MI-1 Riparian Buffer Zopes (page 62) needs o be thoroughly reviewad by fisherizs basjo-
£l 1o ensuee [NFISH standerds are heing mest with the pronosed bufer zomes

) Table IM1-2 Herbicide Free Zones (page 62) should be expanded m deseribe how close io patural
streams the various proposed herbicides can be used.

3) Thie study cited on page |57 hus been taken completely out of peographicsl context. The climaie,
soils, vegeantion sre all complesely different berween New York and the Pacific Northwest. Surely
ihare o 2 stady applicabie to the Pacific and Inland Nordvwest that discissss the impacts of
removing overstory aleng stresm resches .

4) Page 169, Mitigation Mesnrres staes “Apply all approprists mitigation messsres for watsr
bodics”. Thess “sppropriate miligation measures™ should be raferenced or stated as thers is a0 way
of kmowing what thete measures are.

Use of Herbicides
I]lnhHIﬂu-IquMuianauFﬂSﬂLﬂomehnmmnmimmmy
Hitigation measures for wse of herhicides on Lolo Marions] Forett, these requirements will need 1o
be incarpomated info amy gpray project pooposals hich will sceur on the Lala. | would suggest &
copy of Amendment 11 be forwarded to BPA for inclesion inep (heir planaing docusments if this has
ool Alrendy hesn dons. Also DEIS Appendix F doss nod contain all of the mitigation measures found
n Amendment 1 1

2) The EPA DVEIS seams bavea faithy suhjective ione making assertions thar herbicides arc not
buarenfial, yei the DELS dods ned cite reforences 1o fally support this position. For exempie, nn page
168, the DS states *These i litle potential for fish w be exposed 1 herhicides: miigation
MERSWrEs ..., .. nﬂyarﬂuh:ynﬂmmuhmmthmlm-w.' The
DELS does nol state: the effsctivensss of the mitigation meanares nor does i et reseasch work that
confirms thisassertion

Tbe'D‘FJS 50 makes some cantradictory stasements. For example, ofi page 168, the DEIS <taies
thnit “rmamy of ihe herbicides proposed by Bonneville ara Jow in womiciny 1o flsh” vel in Table VI-6
(page 175} 11 of the 24 herbicides are listet #s modsranely 1o highly fomic 1o aquatic resources, in 2d-
dition, 2 of the herticides listed in this able do nod bave sy agualic roxicny deie. 11 of 24 possibly

top afirg “PLISI BB S1-120 TPOGROR 20e
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13 of 24 herbichdes heing moderately o highly toxie does nor madch the aseenion o8 page 16E thar
ety of the berbatides nre Jow i toxiciry.

NEPA Responaibilicy

Om Page 185, BFA makes the manement that “the dacidons on vegseation management of rghis-of
way acroas UISTS and BLM managed fands kre Bonneville's and thereforz Bonmeville is responsible
for complyimg with NEPA.© And poed on i stefz *The [ISFS and BLM usoally would not beve s
deeieion to make (thay would trigger their MEFA peoseas) nnizas the proposed vegetmbon
TamgEmend weTe not consisient with their exlsting plans and regaladons. *

The Memarandom af Undersranding hermesn BPA and LISFS dased 1974 (FSM 1531.732) provides
for BPA's occwpancy and use of Mational Forest Innds congistent with laws applicabls to the
managernent of Natlonal Fones: System in Bem 1, Also, Iiem & provides for » subsidlary MOLU o
inpilamere the masier agreement. [n the Subsidiary Memorandum of Undersmnding dased 1974
(F5M 1531.T2a, FSM E/E3 B-1 Supp 41) Sscfiem 1B, Envirmmeniol Anafyser ond Emvdronmenral
Fmpact Stotemends stass that "Bonssvills and e Forss! Sarvies will eondues environmencal anas-
Iy=ses and prepene envimnmentsl impact staleewols in scsonience with thetr individual procederes”.
It alun sintes that "When A soviFOnmantsl Fiamsmen is io be prepared, the sgency inmiaring the
propotal will take the |ead in sesement preparation. The other spency will actively particinate in
development of the statemend by (1) providing... . exisitng information........... znd {2} reviewand
comment on the draft and final environmental staremer. *

Thus the wording in the DVETS & not entirely correct and could miclesd agency as well xs public
individuals 23 in whose responsibility the decision malcing readly is. As [ see it the F5 bas only
mﬂ?A&myﬂﬂanmFWﬂMﬂMﬂumm[mmm
spomsibility of these lands, in addition the F5 and BPA have pgreed that environmenta] assessments
will be comdncted in accordancs with their individoa] procedures. The fact that (1) Matioral Forest
?ﬂﬂrﬁ?pm un!l:r BPﬁFfanﬂﬁﬂ is & respomsibiliry that remaing with the Forest Service and
e st cormply with FS NEPA procedures, pleces the decision making responsihiii :
wrely with the Forest Servica for activities on National Forest lunds i

This sexctiom showld he resristen inarder to clarify BPA s rabe ax they cross National Forest lands.
The existing MOUs provide eles of dimction regarding roles of the various agencies,

Froject Froposal Notification

Another bullet on page 38 under USFS managed lands neesdy o be sdded which inelndes Bea
Project Mangsrs noifying the F5 in advance of any proposed projects {non-emergency) involving
MF lans. nl.i.'l.'unnuhdinmﬂ: that F5 NEFA procedures are comglied with. This requircment is
Elready contained in the Right of Way Managessent Flan for BPA facilities on the Plaina Thompson
Falls Barger District tngt 1°m pot sure of ather Disteacts and Forests thus would be helpful i reiterats
e messape dgxin in the FEIS

Other Alternatives

The DEIS caly sddresses altrmatives thal manage vegslation inorder 10 maiseain sale operaring
clearances. The LIS does not address any altcrmative which manspes the ransmission feriliciss in
order i0 mairatn safe operating clcarances. ["m not en expen of tamamizsan facility enginvering
bt would think that in some specifhs imatanees in which raising wwer struchims, Rdding new torwers,
minar roub: realignments, possible even manmging currens losds during perinds of high tepes 1o

srp nbey "SRG bh-EL- 190 Lroes0e zo2 1231 AHES 153004 WOSN TAQ Jaas

prevess unsafe line sags could be inplemenical e a wary 1o allow vegetation o develop nanrally and
prowide critical resourcs benafins while comtinuing to tansmit electricity safely, This EIS process
could sddress the specific planming sreps which would identify specific conditinns/Incations where
managing the unrsmission facilities rather than the vegetarion would be appropriate. Funther sice
specific analysis would be oeeded 1o determine exact locations of new towers, right of-wey
clearings, eie.

LSFS tn FS
A small Bem but fan't the [TSFS abbreviarion incorrect and really should be either USTYA-FS o just
Fi.

Sincerely,

Fred Hams
Reapurce Foresier
PFlakna Thimnpann Falls Ranges Dittrice
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STATE OF CATITONNT ‘%}

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research {‘ﬁ

State Clearinghouse -
STHED U &PTRE Y Do 11 DIESTEIT T BB 222 S0 HSAF T £ 4 B asih 458y Loedt Bimct
APRITTSE APIHE AR, P WU Tiie S0 KA %100 oy PHE 1
apagtel AN aif-ieamy wwnasproapn eamiighoase il
Dcnekes &, TR
RECEIVED DY B2
PUBLIC IV VERSENT
Stacy Micdm LOGE. u.u,:_r'_i_-i'——
Bommeville Power Adminrstration AECEIFT .
RS MNE | ih Avesue och -_:'I
KECP4 $y e B ———————
Portand, OR %7232

Subject: Transmission Sysiem Vegetation Managessent Deaflt FIS
SCHE SS0E400L

Lhear Stacy Masom:

Tke State Chearinghcuse ssbmined the abave naseed I 1 selected sme s for
fevien The review pariod chsed om Ociober |, 1999, dmmmnhlmdm—muhﬁul
date. m;mﬂmmﬁ-}uuumphummuml" g reviEw
Tor drafl wevironmenlal documents, | o the Califorsia Envi | Craalizy AcL

Please call the Swaie Clearmghonsss a1 {%16] £85-0613 IF you kave any qoestans reganding the
envirnmesal review process IF voa Bive & quesion shoot the above-named progecs, pletse melfer fo the
cight-digit Stalc Cloarimghouss mumber when comtacting this office.

Sineerely

Teery Boberis
Senior Flanner, Szare Clearinghouse

Kushn, :Ihii [Ginny) -KCC-T e
From: Masan. Stacy L - KEGP SARLIGRCRYEMENT
Sanl: Friday, 22,1599 11:44 AM for D T BB 1 |
2 SRR o o [
\ s 001 - ka%an

Gi
mpl:zr cammenl for fie Transmission Sysiem Vegefation Management Pragram EIS comment log
stacy

——Cirginal I
. Flicber, Paul Adrl_ipnigsv2we [rai Hisben_Paul AT iani@svawe]

Seril. Nore
Moussseu Hore 11 Eiorws Bon Ceorge A _pri@svawo

Subgecs: BPA night of way E1

ﬂmﬁl_lmhmuﬂmmhmhm[ﬂ@1dh

n ark

-ru:w.mu.'ll.l.lc':| loid me thal you are the one galhering input for he BFAES.

weems o me sl

memrummmmwmmwmmw
W

mﬁmm&mmtmmm parions of roads within the fonest

EEvice Foad SySEm. ik

| @ gure, are meintained and lef opan and maintaingd solely because of e

need for @ooess i

the towers. il Seemes ta me hal thene should be & shered respansibiity for

weed control on these

roads.
just sovre thaughta for vour input o the EI5
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United States Faresl Washinglon Tdih & Independence 5V
@ Department of Service Odfice . i1, B BRITHI
Agriculture Washinghan, [HC TN

Fille Code:  ITT20

2O A OCT 27 B
T BOC NVTLVEMENT

Bonneville Fower Admindstration s m_i-:r"l M=039
Communications Office - KC -7 7= 5 :

0 Box 2999 ¢ ROV 00 ey
Porlland, Oregon 97208

RE: USDA-Forest Service Comments to DOE/EIS-0285; Or2ft Environmenial Impact Statement
[DEIS), Transmission System Vegetative Manapement Program

With this corespondence, the Forest Service iz subminting additionnl, progrmmmatic comments in
response & our review of the above refesenced document, dated August, 1909 Additional comments
hove previoasly heen provided submitted by the Forest Supervisors of the Flathesd and Kootenat
Nativmal Forests in Meontana, in a letter from the Forest Supervisors of thess Forests, dated October 5,
1990, The following are intendsd o be supplementary to thoss "Forest - specific” concerms.

CHAPTER ] - PLIRPOSE AND MEED
Pape 3; Rensons for the EIS: Your document states that:

“Preparation of this dncument i intended 1o fulfill the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for Bonncville™

What does this mean? What spevific NEPA requirements is this EIS intensding to fulfill (if any)?
The Forest Service does not believe that this programmatic analysis is adequate to account for
the envirenmental effects of site specific vegetative monngsment actvaties along every mile of
Bonneville's transmission facilities on Mational Forest System lands. Statements like that guoted
ahave have the potential of implying otherwise. This statement should be clanfied to more
appropriately stat= something to the effect that:

*This document discloses the estimated envimnmental effects of a variety nf vegetative

management methods that may he considered and applisd at Bonnevills facilitics. Decisions for
treztment methods will be made in sccordance with sxisting and/or fbore site-speci fic vegetative

monagement plans”
Page 4: Efficiency and Consistency: Your documeni states:
“Site-specific analysis would be in the form of a Supplemental Arnalysis”
Recommend vou add to this statement the following:

*Supplemental, site-specific analyses will be documented, and appraprizste decision documents
written, in sccordance with the policies and procedures for the imalementation of NEPA of the

Caring for the Lend and Sérving Peaple e o Ay Pl ﬁ
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agency having land management furisdiction on the affected area, and in zecordance with all
other applicable State and federal lows and regalations”.

Papes 18-1% Forest Service and Borean of Land Management Documents/ Projects:
Please ndd to the listing of documents provided the following:

. Forest Lund and Resource Management Plans - The plars provide for the allocation of
Mativmal Forest System (MES) lands and resources for & variety of monngement purpeses. They
include manngement dircetion, objectives, preseriptions, standands and guidelincs, et. applicable
tow ench Nationel Forest, nd to designated management ancas within cach Forest, Pursuant o the
Wational Forest Management Act of 1976, all site specific (or "project level”) mansgement
nctivities mud be consistent with the direction in ench applicable land and resourss management
plan

. Oxther Forest Service Land or Resource Management Plans - Management direction,
prescriptions, ond guidelines in other management plans, such as Wild and Seenic River
Management Plans, may alse have applicability in the consideration of vegetative meatment
methods w=ed in developing site specific vegstation management plans.

Although this document lists Forest Land and Respurce Management Plans a2 Guidanee
Documents in Appendix F, we beligve that such Plans are of such impartance in guiding
nianapement pctivities om MFS lands, that they shoald also be listed in this part of the decument.

CHAPTERIII - SITE-SPECIFIC PLANNING STEPS

Page 58: USFS-Managed Lands: Recommend revising the fifth bulles stalement under this heading 1o
read as foliows:

“if expecting the USFS te reguire emvironmensl data collection for evaluation, il more than
onie pear for campletion, and be prepared o reimburee the USFS for s cost 1o collect and
analyze date, conduct the enviroamental analisis, document that aralysis, andior the cost tn
comtract for much ootivities",

Page 58: USFS-Manoged Lands: Recosmend revising the gevenln bullet statement under this heading
Lev
read as follows:

"Comment and engape in ol Forest Service proposals fe revise or amend Forest Land and
Resource Management Plans, 1o asiure that the designarion and management of utility corridors
are adequately addressed wherever apprapriate.”

Page $8: Recommend that BPA also consider including, sither in the selected altemative itsell, or in the
Becord of Decision, specific direction that will raquirs BPA's Project Managess o review all
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EXISTING site-specific vegetative mansgesnerd plans, for consistency with the selected
alternative of this programmatic analysis, and to revise or amend those existing plans as
necessary to make them consistent with the findings, standards, guides, management direction,
ete. in the selected aliemativeRecord of Decision of this EIS,

COMMENTS TO APPENDIX "F": USFS MITIGATION MEASURES AND BACKGRONND

Page F-1: The reference on that page to BLM (middle of payge) is innccurate. The sentenee should be
revised to read:

"Thess mitigation measures were developed based on carrent USFS Land and Respurce
Management planning documents ®

Page F-1: Fourth Paragraph under "Mitigation Measures Specific o the LISF5™: Revise the paragraph
b T

"These mitigation measures will be used in reviewing, epdating (a3 necessary}) and developing
site-specific vegelative managemsnt plans for BPA’s facilities located on Mational Forest Sysiem
lands. Additional measures may be used to ndequately mitigate site specific environmental
effects or concerma”.

Poge F-1; Second Bullet: Rewvise b resd:

"Froposals for berbicide use will be sulrject to the review, and cither comcurrence or approval,
by an methorized Forest Officer”.

Page F-6, F-T: Recommend thar the definitions of *Standards and Ciudelines” be moved from Page F-7
anel more appropriacely be pleced in front of all of the planning documents listed on thess twe
Pages, Just it price Lo the list beginning with “Forest Plans™.  Standards and gaidelines are
cnman terms wsed in ncarly £l Band and respurce management planning documents. Placing
the definitions of these terma as writlen makes it appear that they {the definitions) are
applicable only to their use in the Interior Columbia River Basin Draft E18"s Appendices,

Page F-15; Thin! Ballet

We can’t conphasiee enough the importance of this buller statement with respect 1o vepetntive
mimagement activities on National Forest System lands. The statement: *Site specific apalysis is
neaded for all projects” sppears here under the "Willdlife and Fish" section of these Mitigation
Measures. However, this is 2 statement that should more appropriately be stated elsewhere in
Appendix F, in make it direction applicable 1o ALL of the BPA s vegetative management
activities on NFS lands, We recommend that at the very beginming of Appendix F, language he
icluded which states the following:

"Sile-specific vegetative management plans, developed in accordance with the standards and
cuides of this programmatic 15, shoukd be developed by Program Managers in advance of

BFA's Progrmmatic Vegelstive Management Plan (DEIS) 4

implementing vegetative management activities on NFS lands. Existing vegetative management
plans should be reviewed amd nevised, if necesmary, to make them consistent with the Record of
Diecizion and selected alternative of this EI5".

GENERAL COMMENTS - - -RECOMMENDATIONS/ CONSIDERATIONS FOR REALIZING THE
FULL FOTENTIAL BENEFIT OF THIS PROGRAMMATIC
PLANNING EFFOR ]

The Forest Service sincerely appreciates the BPA s efforts to reach out, =olict the concerns of the Farest
Fervice, and 1o address those concerns in this programmatic analvsis. We believe that most of the Forest
Service's concerns, previowsly provaded to the BPA in the course of this analvsis, have been adeqiiately
disclosed ard addressed in this DEIS. Our agency’s concemns can be more fully adéressed with
revisions Lo the document, as identified in this correspondence (sbove) and in addithomal comments that
have been subminied by individunl Mational Forests.

In mare general terms, howewver, and as reflected in dese imest recent comments, the Forest Service has
consistently represented to the BEA that a product of this programmatic analysis, and its Final
ElS/Record of Decision, will NOT be Forest Service approval for the BPA 1o bepin the implementation
of vegetative treatment methods along it rights-of-way on National Forest System lznds, We helisve
that existing, revised, and‘or new sibe-specific vegetative manngement plans are needed a3 the basis for
vogelstive irestment activities en any segment of BFA's asthonzed use and occupancy on NFS land,
Such plams nesd to be developed and adopeed for use in sccontance with the provisions of NEPA, and
parsuant to the provizions of the outcome of this EIS/ROD.

As you have disclosid in this document, the programmatic approach that vou are underaking will serve
to identify the environmeental effects of various treatment methods. 1t prismary benefit will be its
availability az & source of reference in the development of site specific nxmagement plans, In tiering to
the eavirenmental effects of varous treatment methods, a3 disclosed ond docamented in this analysis,
the peed fo repeatedly (&nd potentially, inconsistently) cite these effects in intividual site-specific plans
will be precludesd.

Howeves, with your adoption of this programmatic plan, there will be a petentizl opportunity creatsd to
more fislly realize its bencfits with respect W vegeiative management activities on NFS lands. That can
happen if the BPA is willirg to consider & comprehensive revision to the manner in which its facilities
on NF5 Innds are now suthorized. Cuwrrently, BPA's generation and transmission facilities ane
authorized on NFS lands under a wide varicty of old, 2ad in some cases, obsolete, firms of
authorizations. They include enigue Lond Use Grant Instruments ("LUGI"s") (that were ereated
specifically for the BPA), Memworandums of Understanding, and various forms of oar mone
stanclasibized special use permits. There is little to no consistency in the t=rms and conditions betwesn
these different types of authorizations. Some inchade requirements which suggest that the Forest Service
i responsible for e development of vegetative management plans (for review and approval by the
BPAY, a concept that is wotally contrary to our management of special usea. Others have little to no
reference 1o vegetative mamzpement activities whatsoever. In such cases, BPA has suggested that
vegelative management is part of the all-inclusive concept of suthorized *maintenance” of the facilities,
&5 provided in the suthorizathon.
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A

BPA’s Programmatic Vegel=tive Management Plan (DELS)

We recommend that upon the adoptien of this pogrammatic plan, the BPA enter into discussions with
the Forest Semvice 1o consider the potential of replacing all of tdese existing Forest Servics
authorizatins with current special wse authorizations for its facilities on NFS lands, These discussions
should afress the feasibility of replacing all of BPA's existing authorizations with bong-tern,
transferrable cascments that:

a) Are mamimal in member (perhaps no more than one sasement per Mational Forest on which
BPA's facilities are located, or maybe no more than cne casement per Forest Service
administative Remon;

b} Have standerd terms and conditions, including standardized provisions for operation
and maintenancs of authorized factlides:

¢} Include a standardized format for operation and mamtenance plans; AND

d) Tier b the BPA's Record of Decision/Final EIS for its Programmatic Vegetative Management
Plan, provide for un Authorzed Fosest Officer’s to simply "concus™ with
site-sperific vepelative management plans (rather then "approve” them), when such plans are
developed consistent with and tiered to the provisions of the programmatic plan.

) Will provide the BPA with a long term assurance of temure, and a mansfermable interest
in the NF5 lands heing wed amd socupied.

Wi helieve that this approach has the potential 1o benefit both of cur agencies, and provides the
oppurtunity for your sgcocy to realize a significant increase in the value of the programmatic vegetalive
manggement plan you are now working trwards adopting. [ encourage you to pursue the feasibility of
this approach with Randy Karstssh, our Special Uses Program Leades here in this office, at 202-205-
1256.

Rincerely,
FTACE L. CRAVEN

Diirector of Lhnds
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Bonneville Paower Administration
Communications (Hfice

PO Box 12999

Portland, Oregon 97212

Tt Department of the Interior (Department), has reviewed the Draft Emirormental Impact
Statement (DE1S) for the Transmission Syslem Vegetation Manngement Prograny, Tdaho,
Califormin, Momtars, Utsh, Wyoming, Cregon and Washington. The following comments s
provided for your uss and mfirmation when preparing the Final Environmentz] lmpact Statement
(FEIS).

GENERAL COMMENTS

Tn gencral, the Depariment supports the integmted approach which uses mantal, mechanical,
biokogical, and chemical medhods 1o contral vegetation on Bonneville Power Adminsstration's
{BPA) clectric Eacilities, namely rights-of-way, slectric yards, and non-electric fEeilitics. In
nédition o previoushy uilized chemical control sgents for the program. the current document 10w
propases the use of 2 totsl of 24 herbicidal compounds smgly and in combmation. While we
applaud the document for not suggesting solely the use of toxic herbicides, Lhe Department s
concerns ovet the efftcts that severs] of the herbicides mey have on non-target species,
particutarly endangered, threatened, and proposed species, The Fish and Wildlife Service
{Service} has provided a Bst of such species for western Washingion eppears 01 the end of this
comments section. Other Service offices can provide endangered speees lists for their geographic
arsas. Prior o the site specific wse of chenseal control methods via spot, localized, broadeast and
especially gerinl applications, we urge BPA tn work closely with the Service's fisld offices tn
minimiee effects 10 non-target species.

‘The document refers b berbizides simply i terms of *active ingrediens”. Several of the
compounds listed in the program have different formudations such as ghphosate ard triclopT.
The different formulations costain different amourts of active mgredient, different inert
compounds, and different acdjuvarts all of which determine the fate and effects in the envinonmenl,
thus making it dificult to assess the potential tocdzity 10 ur Lrust FeapURCes.

Alsa, several of the herhicidis selected for the program ore very persistent im =nil. An exampls of
this i Baxaben, which has a soil kalf life of 5 to 6 months, Smee te document stotes tha
herbicide apphication i clectric fiekds may occur as ofien as once # year, the Depariment weruld




advise HIPA 10 assess if chemical control is needed every year, and if s, 1o seloct compounds that
are less persistent reducing the potential for necurmulation and residual levels of these chemicals in
the soil

W abu suggest the use of seeomdary containment of chemicals during trensportation and storege
to reduce the risk of a spil. Due to the potential for additive and synergistic interactions betwesn
chemical compounds, the use of 1wo chemicals as o mixture shoubl be used sparingly and with
great caution in onder o minimize environmentsl nepercussions. It &= imperative when rmudating
wanar tiered project specific planning steps to take Dlo consideration the comsments Bsted sbove.

Please be advised that several of the land owners invelved in the program, including the T1.5.
Earest Service (USFS), restrict the types of chemical apenss that are allowed 10 be used o their
Innds. Tvpically only five herbicides are approved for use on Washington State USFS land.
These compounds are 2 4-D, dicamba, ghphosate, ploram, and trickpyr. Coordination between
land awners and BPA should 1ake place during the planning sieps and prior 1o herbicide
appilication 1o ensure Lhe interests of all parties are addressed,

ﬂwpwﬂhwbnh:mmﬁmuhﬁmudwmﬁ&hdm“mtpmb
listed by name in the documens. We have reservations aboul the approval process, which aflows
AIA 1o determine the environmentnd impacts of newly registered compounds using EPA risk
pssessment dats withoul contacting the Service, Threatened and endangered spevies may have
different considerations than risk ass=sment models sssume and may be more sensitive to
particulsr compounds fhan the organisms tested during the registration process. Thus, we urge
BPA to contact and imvolve the Service if they comemplate adding any new herbicide to the
program. Finally, in our opinion the wse of @ newly registered herbicide would require BPA o
consult with the Service regarding sffects 1o threntened and cidangered species.

The Department does nol olject, in a programematic sense, o BPA's preferred altermatives.
However, the DELS does not provide sufficient implementation defeil, mitigation commitments, or
alternative znalysis to determine site specific impacts. Specifically, we would ke 1o have the
some miligation measures listed for electric fiekls also apply 1o rights-of-way, non-electric fields,
and poxious weed control. 'We recomemend that site apecific plars be completed for this work or
that the information ncking be inchuded in some other format, W would Bke to be invelved in
the firmre review of this program if BPA decidies 10 significantly change the described prefermed
alternatives or follows throngh on our recommendation Lo produce site specific plans fr the
progrm in our region. 'We applaud BPA"s effort to integrate environmentally preferred
akematives into the program and encourage the implementation of pny habitat enhancing
micasures for Bish and wildlife that can be undertaken &= pant of the program (Le.. allow for the
growih and establishment of low growing vegetation, leave debris and brush piles in place 10
prowide habitat, and top trees while letving the stumps in place ).

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

Herbickle mitiga

Under Planming Step | (Idemify Facility and the Vegetation Management Needs), herbicide
mitigntion memsures are specified only for cloctric yards. We recommend that the same mitigation
measares also be specified m this planning step for nghts-of-way, non-electric facilities, and
nexsous weed control throughout the BPA service territory. - Specifically, tese mitigation
measures inclode rotating herbicide wse to prevent resistnnce., avoiding spray drifl, determining if
water bodies reguir itoring for herbicide conamination, and ahserving riparsn butfer and
herbicide-free zones defined on page 62 of the DELS.

Herbici 1 herbicide & :

Irn Planming Step 2 (Identify Surrounding land Use and Landowners/Managers), project managers
are mstructed 10 review site-specific vepetation management plans for consistency with both 115,
Forest Service (15FS) and 1.5, Burcan of Land Management (BLM) mstipation measares, which
are specified in Appendices F (LSFS) and G (BLM) of the DEIS. Appendix F lists eight
herhicide active mgredients that are approved fior we by both USES and BPA.

Experience with LISFS vegetation control in Orcgon and discussions with TUSFS personnel
indicate that ondy four herbicide active ingredients (ghphosate, picloram, dicamba, and 2.4-10)
may be used in Oregon for any type of vepetation control an USFES lands. These herbacids
restrictions resull from the Medisted Agrecment between the Morthwest Coalition for Alernatives
o Pesticides, the Secretary of Agriculiure, and Oregenians fist Food and Sheller (May 24, 1983).
Simitarly, Appendix (i lists 20 sctive ingredients or combinations that are approved for use in
vegetation control by both BLM and HPA.

A footnote to this st mdicates that throwughowt all of Oregon, herbicides nay only be wsed for
nodous weed control. Experience with BLM vegetation control in Oregon and discussions with
BLM personne] confirms that throwghout sl of Oregon berbacides may only be wsed for noxiows
weed control. Onby four sctive ingredients (ghypbosate, picloram, dicamba, and 2,4-D) or
combimations {2,4-D plus ghphesate, picloram, or dicamba) mery be used in Oregon on BLM
lands. While thess latter restrictions are stated on page G-I of the DEIS, other comments by
BPA about castern Oregon restrictions are misleading. We recommend that project leaders
carefully review these herbicide restrictions with USFS and BLM personnel as part of Planning
Step 2, and that the Final Environmental Impact Statement reflect USFS and BLM polickes more
accurniehy.

Under Planning Step 3 (Identify Mamral Resources), general riparian buffer and berbicide- free
zones ané presemed as mitipation measures to reduce potential contamination of waler resources.
As discissed [ Chspter VI of the DETS, the physical properties of herbicides partty determine
environmenis] fate In addition, different formulsted peoducts of the same active ingredient ofien
have different environmendal faes and effects (e.g.. Roundup and Rodeo formulations of
ghvphosaie, Garlon 3A end 4 formulations of triclopyr). The DEIS does not specify which
formmuiated herbicide products will be used in vegetation mansgément, so the Service canmol
conment tn potentind ndverse effects. Honwever, since there ane dilferences in environsmental e
emung herbicides, the use of generic riparian buffier and herbicide-free zones for all herbicide
appications i ot justified.

Comment Letters & Emails

357




358

Public Comments and
Responses

Wi recomranend that site-specific planning inchude 2 detniled examiration of the ervironmental fate
arwd effects of propossd formulated berbicide pruducts such that more restrictive ripariam baffer
and herbicide-free 2ones may be wsed when necsmacy tp protect naural EsOLILES, particularly
endanpered and threatened species, other wildlife, fish and niguatic organisms, and waler.

As part of Planning Step 4 (Uetermunc Vegetation Conral Methods), apecific weather resmclinns
are presented 85 ope mtigation mesuns (0 reduce herbicide drft and leaching. However, 2z
daseribed in Chapter 1V, geoingy and saril typess also are Enportant in determining if herbicides will
pnigre To waller FeSDRCEs. We recommend that clmate, geology, and soil types he included in
Planaing Step 4 s fctors o consider in selecting vegetation coatrol methods.

Chapter 1V also discusses Woxicity as one fuctor thot determines if on herbickle will cause advers:
effects to fish or other aquatic resqurees. I acdditicn, differential toodeity Among herbicides is
Jescrined and BRA states thot using less toncic hetbicides “in the vicinity of {izh-hearing Inkes o
ponds would reduce the potential for adverse effects.” The Service waress with this asscssment,
however we recommend that evalustien of the teadcity uf formulated herbicids produsts (mot

active ingredients) he incloded in gite-specific planning, perhaps undes Planning Step 4.
Enéangesed Species

Bocpisse of time conssmeins o reviewing ihe DEIS, we nre unable Lo comment specifically on
potentinl icpacts Lo cndnmuered arel threntened species. The Scrvice agrees that the procedures
putliced under Planning Step 3 will permit project managers o coemply with the provisions of the
Endangered Species Acl as emended, However, we recimmend (har BPA consider, for the ske
of efficiency, = programenatic copsaltation at the appropriste kvel (€.g.. siale, wotershed, ot
species). We alsa recommend that any sach progrimimatic corsulntion address potential project
anpacts tn all species proposcd for listing, reyerdless of whether BEA reaches the stanatory
conferencs threshold of being Bkely o jeopardia: such prapossd species, Chapter 1T of the DEIS
describes the process wherehy BPA muy approve of new techniques if they afe judged mors
eiTective or more “envinonmentally benign.” The Senvies points ot that new techmigues may
remult in new effects (o listed species nat previnusly sunsidered in corsultation and therefore mxy
trippet reindtiation of consuhation.

Cpnada Lams - Due to the reccnt prapasal to list the Canada Ty [Lyny canadersis) as
threatened nnd potential impacts 1o yms from the propossd vegstation menagement program. it s
appropriate 1o provide comments specitic o this species. In addition 1o beiny proposed for
listing, the Canada hnx & a LSFS semsitive specics, @ Northwest Forest Plan “survey ond
mmarape” species (in Oregon and Washinyrion). and is Gsed a= 2 threatencd species by the Stale ol
Whshington. The proposed BP'A vigetation mamnagement activities would potentially impact
Canpks Ry throughout their rege.

(e nbnendance of snowshos hares significantly influsnces tymx populations (Pasker et al 1983
Firirtell et al. 1985, Kochler and Brittell 1990, Koehler and Aubry 1994). Prime soowshoe hare
hahitat inchsdes dense coniferous and deciduous thickets npproaching 14,1300 stems or bought per
acre, These conditions are often found rercath BPA tsansmision lines at higher elevations. To

hee available for snowshoe hare during the winter maonths, ferage cover must be 6 10 B et tall
where averape snow depth does not excead 3 to 4 feet (Brocke 1975, Walll 1980, Litvaitis et al
1985, Manthey 1986, Brittel et al. 1989, Koehler 1990). Some hardwoads, particularly willow,
are also sed by spowshoe hares during the winter momihs (Conroy =t al. 1979, Arittell el al,
1984, Koehler 1990, Kochler and Dnctell 195945}

Providing adequate winter formge fur smvashoe hapes is o key component of mainaining or
expanding snowshoe hare and Corada lymx populations. The habilat beneath transmission fines
provides Iy forage cover if it consists of at lenst 4,700 stems or baughs per acee (1,210 trees per
nere, B fet tall, with §-foot spacing). This height and spocing provides adequate snowshoe hare
forage ard cover during average winter snow depths. The BRA management appronch of
promaing “low-growing plomt commmunitics” in rights-of-way wsing berbizides or ather vegetation
comaral methocs i ineompatible witli manageten fior bare and Iymne Tmpects to b woukd b
mimimiced by meintaining dease thickets of comiferousdeciduous vegetation of adesuate height.

| i o Washinghan Caseaks Onk

The western pertzon of the Cascade Mpuninins in the Szt of Washington ane wsgpginted with
federnlly listed and propossd threatened and enitangered specics umder the Lndangesed Spocies
Act (ESA). OF the specics that may be impacted by the progray, the bald caple, the spotied owl
the muchled murrelet, and bull trout ase of particular concesn

Nat oaly are dircet, indineet, and camulntive effects ol conoerm, bt scoondary poisaning is sl an
iesize that will need to be addressed when considering the use of chemical control methods around
Feabites that contain higher trophic kevid organisms. Temporal s are also of copcern. The
time of y=ar chemical eontrol agents ane wsed is critical and shauld not comeide with such
activitics ns bald cagle nnd marbled murrslet nesting as well as hull trout spawming and incubation.

Alsg, amy applicmtion around wates bseles shuuld be done with the uimasl cane, expecially when
using products such as benefin, pendimethatin and trifflurafin which are highly Inxic 10 pumensus
pquaric species. We would advise the rmaximization of beffer and herbicide-free zomes when
appiving all compoinds hut especially when highly toxs comprunds wald be applied around
water. Al low level aerial applications of herbicides mey e disturhances to (hnsstened and
endangered species.

Trae to the afrementioned concems, miormiton provided in the propossd integrated approach,
especially the chemical contre] prethieds, may bave adverss impacts and mry have effects on listsd
species. Finally, the docurncat ctates that formal consulistion is nat nessded for species previuusly
consulted on, such as the marbled mrurrelet. 1L i our opinion that L5 program comstitules B new
sotinn and ps such, if efferts are [edy 1o be expueted from ts new action, consuliztion v all
currently Bsted specics must be conducted.




Wi hope these comments are both constructive and betpful in completing the final Transmission
System Vepstation Monagement Program - Environmental lmpact Staternent. W gppreciale the
pportunity 1o review and provide comments on this matier.

Lo 25

Presion A Sleeger
Reggional Environmental Officer
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FLATHEAD THE CONFEDERATED SALISH AND KOOTENAI TRIBES
OF THE FLATHEAD MATION
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Alexandra Smith R

Vice-President of Environment, Fish and Wildhife Er-z onny” Mrigens

Bonnevilie Power Administration Lot . inae

P.0. Box 3621

Portland OR. 97208

Dear Ms. Smith:

Thaimuhpmﬁmtnmﬁmﬁeﬂunnmﬂepqw
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taken into account under Section lﬂﬁﬂfﬂumﬁmt'mmmmm:;

The Confederated Salish and Kootenai

Tribal Preservation Office

(CSKTPO) is responsible for protection of

historic and prehistoric cultural

mmmﬂmWInﬁnRﬂﬁvmanthgmmm
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protect cultural resources off the reservation within our ceded or aboriginad
territorles. These rights and responsibilities are clearly delineated within the 1999
revised regulation for implementing Section 106 of the NHPA.  Therefore we
prowvide the following recommendations;

=« Implement a cwlfural resources inventory induding & traditional
cultural plant swrvey within the transmission line comidors and
electrical faclity sites on and adjecent to the Flathead Indian
Reservation to identify cultural plant communities and other cultural
résgunces.

+ Develop a right-of-way management plan in consultation with the
CSKT for power systern comidors on and adjacent to the Flathead
Indian Reservation.

= Employ tribal members to perform management tasks on and adjacent
to the reservation.

= Use CSKT tribal vegetative guidelines on and adjacent to the Fathead
Indian Reservation.

+ Define 2 consultation protocol with the CSKTPO for potential impacts
to culfural resources on and off reservation.

We look forward to an opportunity to meet with you or your staff soon to discuss
these recommendations, We bebeve that it is critical to continue consultation
with Joanne Bigcrane, CSK Tribal Ethnobotanist concerming native plant
revegetation and the posting of chemically treated plants in plant hanvesting
areas. OQur staff is also prepared to undertake the cultural resource studies
recommended above in conjunction with the Salish and Kootenal Culture
Committees and the Elders Advisory boards. Piease contact Tim Ryan of our
staff with your ideas for 2 ime and place to meet. You can reach him at (406)

675-2700 ext. 1081

Tribal Presenvation Officer
CC:  Stacy Mason




The Klamath Tribes
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Jamsary 4, 2000
JAN T8 aong
Stacy Mason
Communications Office - KC.7
P.O. Box 12999
Poriland, Ok 97208

RE: BPA Transmission Systemn Vegetation Managemen: Plan Difs

Dear Stacy:

Theg letter is to reiterate and elarify previously communicated COMCETS &l
fecommendstions of the Klamath Tribes on the Draft E15 far the BPA, Transmission
Systemn Vegetation Management Plan The Klamath Tribes” Matural Respyrce

I has reviewsd the DEIS The DELS wits alio discussed with the Klamah
Tribes" Cubture and Heritage Department Direcsor Following are comments and

recommendations
It is importani 1o ensure thai Proper consultation oecurs with petentially affected tribes
durmg NEPA planning of site-specific VEueiation Frogects. Though chapter

Maps of the peneral arey of concern to the Klansth Tribes are enclused for refirence and,
and if appropriate, inclusion into the Finel EIS. Addeional pertinent mfafmation o the
kistony of the Klamath Tribes s also included

tribes, the name way changed i the Klameath Tribes thromgh a recemn trihal gervernimenal
achor) Interms of cultural resource protectios and managemend, the homeland of the
three tribes is ofien referred 1o as “The Klamath Tribes” Area of Cultural Influence
Phiysical and historical evidence indicaies that the Klamath Tribes used this arpa
historwcally. Because atifacts stiributable o the Klemath Tribes have also been
discoverad outside the ares depicted on the mEPS, if i5 Tecognized that the maps describe
unly the Tribes, gereral area of concern. In addition, it is important 1o nole that this area
was not used exchusively by the Klamath, Muodoz, and Yahooskin Hand of Snake Indians,
and that historical use by other tribes and bands overlap in some areas

Theusgh the Elamath Tribes were “ferminiated” fram federal recoaition as an Indian trike
i 1954 (sex enclosed literature), the Tribes' rights to hunt, fish. trap and gather, free of
state and federal regulation, survived “termination ™ The Tribes currently exercise these
rights within the former reservation boundary. In addition, there are Iocations muside of
the 1954 Treaty Boundary within the Tribes” ares of concern where trihal mensbhers
comtimue Lo gather traditional plants, rools, berries, etc., and where other culneral,
refigious, snd spiritusl activities ane practiced.

Because of potential impacts to fish, wildlife, and thesr hebitats, planis and other
resources perlinent to the exercise of treary rightts, it is imperative that the Tribes be

nate that because af the migratory nature of fish and wildlife species relied upon by the
Tribes, management concerns often extend beyond the former reservation boundary

development of Sil":-s.pﬂciﬁl: mitigation measurss to ensure protection of cultural
resources and cultural'refigious wses and values important to the Tribes

Contact with the Kiamath Tribes should occur carly in the scoping or planning phase for
site specific propects. T will be belpfial to send copics of scoping letters of nther
notification of intent for site-specific projects (one copy or st of copies each) o the
Klamath Tribal Chairman, Matural Resource Depariment Direzzor, and to the Cubture and

Due 1o staff illness and absence during the holilay season, the Klamath Tribes MNarwral
Resource Department was nol ahle i documens the Tribes’ comments as agreed m your
PrEVICAIE COmmUE cation with [on Gentry, the Klamath Tribes” Matural Resouce
Specialist. | apologize for any inconvenicnce this may cause  Don imformed me.
brwever, thai the substance of these comments was communicated in earlier
coutumumication with you, and that this better is & fiallow-ug 10 that communication
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Thank yeu for the opportunity to comment on the Draf EIS. 7 vou hive :
s : 4 5 s e QuEstROns, need 5 Enclusures
ﬁmmﬂ information o clarification, or wish to discuss this jsse firther, please feel Ihe Histnry of K lamath Treaty Hunting. Tishing, and Gathering Rights brechire
to caslact Don Geniry here at the Kiamath Tribes Natural Resource Department The Klamath Tribe, Welcome Fveryane pamphies
The Klsmath and Modo Tribes and The Yohouskin Bamd of Seake Indians Under the reary of 10714/1 864 map
Small Washingion. Crepun, Califomss, Mevada and ldaho colored map
| Sincerely, Large Washingion, Cragen, Califomiz, Sevada and Idaho tolored map
Hof ot

| Elwood Miller,
Matural Resource Department Director

€ Allen Foreman, Klamath Tribal Chairman
Ding Werrera, Culture and Hesitage Department Director

Enclosures: §




