----- Original Message-----

Sent: Wednesday, Novenber 20, 2002 3:19 PM
To: Kerry Berg; jhines@wppc.org

Subj ect: native fisheries inpacts/Sierra Cl ub

This note concerns the Council's mainstem proposed anmendnent s/ prograns.

Dear Kerry Berg and John Hines:

We, too, appreciate the open dialogue on these and the many ot her inportant
i ssues that we face together

However, | believe since we're still in draft formhere regarding the
proposed nmi nstem amendnents that it may be premature to assume that we
di sagree. After all, as of yet, it appears that no one on the Council has

their own hands directly on this science that docunents these negative

i mpacts to native fisheries. Therefore, we thank you for your bel ow offer
and we | ook forward to the opportunity to review the science fromyour folks
that y'all continue to refer to.

Furthernore, fromwhere we currently sit, the science that we have revi ewed
fromthe USFWS (and state agencies) under consultation with the Corps, is
very clear. Aside from burbot, increased flows seenm ngly benefit nunerous
resi dent species in both MI and ID, including bull trout, kokanee, white
sturgeon, sal non, steel head, and in sone cases several species of trout and
ot her resident species.

Yes, the | SAB and ot her federal agencies have said nore research is needed.
And yes | recall sone anecdotal info. about certain resident fish being
stranded in shallow water by flucuating flows associated with power peaking,
but other than these and a couple of other fairly vague references, we can't
find any science that supports MI and ID s "questions"” and proposed spring
and sumer operational changes regarding flow related issues. In fact, NMDFWP
does nention sonme potential inpacts associated with unnatural flows, but
they certainly don't recomend elimnating spring and sumer flow targets.

| also don't see any nention in this docunment that canme out of the Corps
Seattle District that would nake me feel any different about these flow

i ssues--Novenber 14, 2002: The draft environnental assessnent on potentia
interiminplenentati on of VARQ is available for conment under the Docunents
and Links section. UPPER COLUMBI A ALTERNATI VE FLOOD CONTROL AND FI SH

OPERATI ONS ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACT STATEMENT (EI'S) at:

http://ww. nws. usace. arny. m | / Publ i cMenu/ Menu. cf n?si t ename=VARQ&pagenane=VAR

Q

As | nentioned at the hearing, given what science is on the table at this
point, what is clear is that the Council, so far, is ignhoring the science
provi ded by the | SAB, other agencies, and by many state and triba

bi ol ogi sts regarding their stated support for the benefits that flow has for
mgrating fish. W thought that the Council is required to give deference to
state and tribal biologists, not to nention to best avail able science.

At least in this instance, it's also clear to us that reducing flows is NOT
hel pful to resident fish; therefore, we are truly talking "boat ranp

bi ol ogy" because |'m sure the fol ks nbst upset by increased flows are the
resi dent boaters and busi ness owners on Lake Koocanusa. While there m ght



just be sone legitimate inpacts to certain resident fish and in certain

pl aces and while there may be significant concerns regardi ng boats and dock
access, we feel those issues should be addressed with real solutions and

di scussi ons/ proposal s about elimnating flow sinply don't give us that.

Regar ds, Chase

Chase C. Davi s--Regional Rep.
SI ERRA CLUB--1nland NW O fice
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