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012-01 
 Comment acknowledged.  BPA and the Forest Service will work to address Wild and Scenic River Act 
(WSRA) issues as the Forest Service reviews this EIS and prepares a WSRA Section 7(a) determination.  Once 
BPA receives the WSRA Section 7 (a) determination, BPA will issue a Record of Decision documenting whether 
to proceed with final design and project implementation. 
 
 
012-02 
 A new fish ladder is no longer proposed at the Imnaha Satellite Facility (see Section 1.6 in the Final EIS).  
After further study, co-managers developed a way to improve existing fish ladder function (by using additional 
attraction water), thereby reducing the amount of in-water work proposed at this facility. 
 
The Imnaha Final Rearing Facility is no longer proposed for construction (see Section 1.5 in the Final EIS).  After 
further study, the project co-managers devised a way to use the other proposed facilities to accommodate the 
functions intended for the Imnaha Final Rearing Facility.  The activity proposed at this site is limited to removal 
of an existing Acrow (steel panel) bridge and concrete bridge abutments and restoration of areas affected by this 
activity.  The bridge panels would be reinstalled at the Lostine Adult Collection Facility and the bridge abutments 
would be hauled off-site for disposal. 
 
 
012-03 
 Since the Imnaha Final Rearing Facility is no longer proposed for construction, the activity proposed at 
this site is limited to removal of an existing Acrow panel bridge and concrete bridge abutments, and restoration of 
areas affected by this activity to a less developed and more natural appearing scenic condition. 
 
Through its authority under the WSRA and its discretion to re-authorize the existing Special Use Permit for the 
Imnaha Satellite Facility, the Forest Service would decide if proposed changes would be congruent with the 
existing visual character of the site.  A preliminary assessment provided in Forest Service comment 020-15 seems 
to suggest that proposed modifications would not be noticeable to most visitors.  
 
Refer to responses 12-04, -05, and -06 relative to Forest Service concerns regarding fish passage, habitat effects, 
and genetic/competitive interaction. 
 
 
012-04 
 As discussed in the Draft EIS Section 3.2.3.2 (as amended in the Final EIS Section 2.3) and Biological 
Assessment Section 4.2 (previously provided to the Forest Service), the proposed Imnaha Satellite Facility weir 
replacement would be designed to efficiently and safely accommodate migrating fish.  The replacement weir 
would have a clear bar spacing of 1-1/4 inches, which would allow juvenile fish to pass directly through the weir 
when the weir is in operation (Grassel 2003).  Also, when in operation, replacement weir panels could be lowered 
individually to allow downstream passage of steelhead kelts and bull trout (not possible with the existing weir at 
the site).  When not in operation, the replacement weir would lie flat under the water to allow for easier 
downstream fish passage. 
 
Replacement weir angle and the proposed increased attraction flow would lead migrating fish to the ladder 
(existing structure) entrance with minimal delay and would likely benefit target spring/summer chinook and other 
species through improved attraction to the fish ladder.  Improved attraction would result in less migratory delay 
and a decreased likelihood of downstream spawning than under current conditions (due to insufficient attraction 
flow from the existing fish ladder, some chinook that would normally spawn farther upstream have spawned 
downstream of the existing facility).  The final design of the replacement weir would be coordinated with NOAA 
Fisheries and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service using published criteria.  
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As under current conditions, future operations would include daily monitoring and maintenance of the weir during 
the time the weir is being used to collect fish.  During fish collection periods, staff would be stationed at the site 
24 hours a day, 7 days a week.  Non-target fish would be held on-site for no more than 24 hours.  All non-target 
fish would be observed without anesthesia and allowed to pass above the weir. 
 
The Imnaha Final Rearing Facility is no longer proposed for construction.  See response 012-02. 
 
 
012-05 
 Section 3.2.3.2 of the Draft EIS summarizes the consequences of the Proposed Action on riparian, 
floodplain, and instream habitat features and flow diversion.  Potential project impacts on the river channel are 
discussed in detail in the project Biological Assessment for all project facilities (Biological Assessment, 
Section 4.2.2, Channel Alterations subsections, previously provided to the Forest Service).  At the Imnaha 
Satellite Facility, erosion control methods such as rock placement and/or revegetation would be used to protect 
the river banks.  The proposed project would maintain, as much as possible, the existing natural riparian zone of 
trees and shrubs along the bank of the Imnaha River, by containing construction and staging activities within 
identified work areas.  Proposed instream structures would include an expanded surface water intake (with 
upgraded intake screens to meet NOAA Fisheries criteria) and a diffuser chamber and auxiliary water supply line 
to supplement attraction flow in the existing fish ladder.  All instream work (including weir replacement) would 
require the use of a cofferdam and would be conducted during Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) 
instream work windows.  Prior to any project work, project proponents would consult with NOAA Fisheries and 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and these agencies must render a Biological Opinion on the likely impacts to 
ESA-listed species and their habitats which would include any reasonable and prudent measures necessary or 
appropriate to mitigate such impacts to their satisfaction. 
 
Intake structure improvements would affect an area of river bed and bank about 30 feet long by 30 feet wide and 
require placement of about 100 cy of rock for bank stabilization.  The auxiliary water supply line would be 
installed behind an existing concrete wall and require the placement of a small amount of rock to stabilize the 
pipeline entrance similar to the existing intake situation.  Habitat disturbance would be minor, and suitable habitat 
for spawning and rearing occurs and would remain available in areas surrounding both of these sites.   
 
As described in the project Biological Assessment (Section 4.2.2, pages 94-96), the habitat available for 
salmonids would be limited during periods of low river flow regardless of facility requirements.  Even during 
periods of historic low flow, it appears that remaining instream habitat is adequate to support migration and 
chinook have been observed spawning successfully in 30 cfs and bull trout and steelhead can successfully migrate 
through 0.6 feet of water – conditions that would easily be maintained within the diversion reach, even during 
periods of extreme low flow (Zollman and Sankovich as cited in FishPro/HDR 2004a). 
 
The Imnaha Final Rearing Facility is no longer proposed for construction.  See response 012-02.  After removal 
of the Acrow panel bridge, river banks would be revegetated where the bridge abutments were located and where 
any construction-related disturbance was evident. 
 
 
012-06 
 The current chinook production program in the Imnaha River is authorized by NOAA Fisheries under 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) Section 10 Permit No. 1128.  Details for risk management are not included in the 
scope of this EIS because this chinook production program is not a new undertaking.  This EIS appropriately 
considers the anticipated effects associated with the modification of existing and proposed fish production 
facilities. 
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During the ESA Section 10 permit process, and prior to receiving Permit No. 1128, the production program 
received scientific scrutiny through NOAA Fisheries’ peer and public review process.  NOAA Fisheries 
determined that the direct take of these listed fish for hatchery broodstock, and the release of their progeny, would 
be beneficial to the Imnaha population (Delarm, NOAA Fisheries, personal communication, as cited in Ashe et al. 
2000).  Project performance standards were developed by hatchery co-managers and reviewed by the Northwest 
Power Planning and Conservation Council’s Independent Scientific Review Panel and finalized as the Monitoring 
and Evaluation Plan for Northeast Oregon Hatchery Imnaha and Grande Ronde Subbasin Spring Chinook Salmon 
(Hesse and Harbeck 2004).  Monitoring and evaluation elements of this plan would be applied to the production 
program and some may occur at the proposed facilities, and so they are incorporated by reference as supporting 
documentation for this EIS and Biological Assessment. 
 
 
012-07 
 Comment acknowledged; as of the writing of this letter, the Forest Service believes that proposed 
facilities would not invade the areas of the Lostine or Grande Ronde Rivers designated under the Wild and Scenic 
Rivers Act and the Forest Service has not identified any effects to the scenery, recreation, or wildlife within the 
designated river reaches, but the Forest Service believes that potential effects to fisheries may remain.  See Forest 
Service letter 020 and comments and responses 020-33 to 020-50 for further discussion on the topic of invade or 
unreasonably diminish standard of analysis for actions outside designated Wild and Scenic River corridors. 
 
 
012-08 
 Since the Draft EIS was published in May 2003, numerous exchanges have occurred in writing, by e-
mail, and on the telephone between the Forest Service, BPA, and hatchery co-managers (the Nez Perce Tribe 
particularly).  In August 2003, BPA, the Nez Perce Tribe, and other agencies met with Forest Service 
representatives to tour the project sites and discuss Wild and Scenic River values.  The Forest Service then 
compiled letter 020 which includes a preliminary WSRA report as further comment on the Draft EIS.  An 
expanded group met at the Forest Service offices in Enterprise, Oregon, on November 17, 2003, for a more 
detailed exchange of information intended to address the perceived issues, uncertainties, and additional analysis 
needs identified in the preliminary WSRA report.  The Forest Service is expected to issue a final WSRA Section 
7(a) determination on this project upon review of this Final EIS, the Biological Assessment, and all other 
supplemental information made available prior to BPA issuing a Record of Decision whether to proceed with 
project final design and implementation. 
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013-01 
 Comment acknowledged; as a long-time resident very familiar with the proposed Lostine River sites, your 
interest in and efforts to comment on the proposed project is appreciated. 
 
 
013-02 
 Section 3.9.3.3 of the Draft EIS discusses the expected consequences of the Proposed Action on visual 
quality near the Lostine River Hatchery, including the intake structure upstream of the Lostine River Road bridge.  
The intake structure would be visible to northbound travelers on the Lostine River Road for a few seconds at the 
river crossing.  Southbound travelers may catch a glimpse of the intake structure, but for the most part, it would 
be screened by existing vegetation.  These proposed structures are located approximately 1 mile below 
(downstream of) the portion of the Lostine River designated as a Wild and Scenic River. 
 
To locate the intake structure farther upstream (if a technically feasible site could be found), would involve 
obtaining the land or easements, rights-of-way, or other rights of access from all landowners along the pipeline 
route.  As stated in the Draft EIS (Section 2.3), Section 1.8 of the Final EIS, and the NEOH Master Plan (Ashe et 
al. 2000), several other potential sites for hatchery facilities in both the Imnaha and Grande Ronde Subbasins were 
evaluated, but dropped from further consideration due to a variety of reasons, including inadequate water supply 
or quality, lack of available space, inadequate power supply, and/or unavailability for acquisition.  One suitable 
site was identified on the Lostine River, downstream of the currently proposed Lostine River Hatchery site.  This 
site, at the Strathearn Ranch (Grande Ronde Subbasin site 22, Draft EIS, Table 1-1), met the project requirements, 
but the owner ultimately decided not to make the property available.  Sites on the west side of the Lostine River 
were also investigated, and one other feasible site was discovered.  This west-side site was dropped from further 
consideration because it would require substantially more site development; have a potentially greater impact to 
adjacent landowners; and result in more disruption and potential impact to the natural environment (McMillen 
2003, personal communication). 
 
 
013-03 
 Figure 3.9-6 in the Draft EIS shows the existing view from Lostine River Road and a visual simulation of 
the proposed facilities in the same location.  Section 3.9.3.2 of the Draft EIS explains that several of the new 
facilities would be screened from public view by the existing vegetation along the roadway and that passing 
motorists would only have a brief view when traveling northbound.  Given the current facilities in the area, the 
proposed changes and additions are not expected to substantially alter the area’s existing visual quality. 
 
 
013-04 

The current proposal includes using native plants to revegetate and enhance the visual appearance of all 
project sites (see Draft EIS Sections 3.4.3 and 3.9.3).  Although incorporation of bioengineering into bank and 
flood protection measures may be structurally feasible (McMillen 2004, personal communication), final project 
design (including the levee and other bank and flood protection measures) would be subject to consultation and 
permitting requirements of several resource agencies.  At a minimum, the levee would be designed, constructed 
and, where possible, vegetated to blend in with the existing environment.   
 
 
013-05 
 Sections 3.2 through 3.17 of the Draft EIS describe the anticipated impacts to the natural and built 
environment as a result of the proposed project, including construction, operation, and cumulative effects of 
visual quality (Section 3.9) and noise (Section 3.13).  All project lighting would be shielded and directed 
downward. 
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The proposed project includes use of best management practices, activities, and other measures to avoid 
prolonged incidents of loud or excessive noise during construction and operation.  During construction, noise-
generating activities at sites near residences would be controlled by limiting the hours of construction.  Measures 
to avoid loud or excessive noise during facility operations would include muffling and/or enclosing pumps, 
generators, and other potentially noise equipment within buildings, and locating new facilities as far away as 
feasible from nearby residences. 
 
 
013-06 

 The proposed spillway for the Lostine Adult Collection facility would function much like the exiting sills, 
in that flow would back up behind the structure and spill evenly across the channel.  Downstream flow would 
continue in the main river channel and would be unchanged at the irrigation ditch headgate (McMillen 2004, 
personal communication). 
 
 
013-07 
 Comment acknowledged; the design of the Lostine River Hatchery, and other proposed facilities, include 
shielding facility lights, planting native vegetation, and using building materials of colors and types to blend with 
existing structures to minimize visual impacts, while serving to help the conservation and recovery of an 
important salmon species. 
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