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WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 7, 2009
JUNEAU, ALASKA
1:00 P_M.

INTRODUCTION

MR. ADAMSON: We"re ready to begin.
My name is Joe Adamson. I"m with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission in Washington, D.C. With me
iIs Matt Cutlip with FERC as well. 1°m the team
leader for this proceeding, which is the Takatz Lake
Hydroelectric Project, Project No. 13234-001.

The purpose of this meeting is to
scope out the iIssues associated with this proposed
project, the Takatz Lake project, for the City and
Borough of Sitka. And what 1*d like to do now is
jJust kind of go around the circle and just state
who you are and maybe your affiliation, just to
know who i1s around the table.

And then 1711 say a few more
comments, and then the city will do a presentation,
and then we"ll go through each of the issues iIn the
Scoping Document and provide an opportunity at that
time for you all to make comments, issue by issue.

And then 1711 kind of go over a review of where
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we"re at with issues in the document for filing
comment with the Commission, and then we"ll close
the proceeding.

Any questions before we begin?
Why don"t we start to the right.

MS. KANOUSE: I am Kate Kanouse,
and 1 work for Fish and Game. 1"m with the Division
of Habitat.

MR. BIRK: Roger Birk. [I"m with
the Forest Service here iIn the regional office.

MR. ENRIQUEZ: Richard Enriquez,
Fish and Wildlife Service, conservation planning
assistance, biologist.

MR. JOHNSON: Shawn Johnson,
in-stream float coordinator for Fish and Game,
Southeast Alaska.

MR. CRENSHAW: I"m Ron Crenshaw,
property owner at Baranof Warm Springs.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: 1"m Sarah
Lundstedt. 1 live out in Warm Springs.

MR. GRUENING: Clark Gruening,
property owner in Warm Springs.

MR. BREWTON: Christopher Brewton,
utility Director, City and Borough of Sitka.

MR. PREWITT: Mike Prewitt, a FERC
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consultant, City and Borough of Sitka.

MR. HUGHES: Andy Hughes, Alaska
DOT, Southeast Region Planning.

MR. BUSSARD: Dan Bussard, DNR,
Division of Mining, Land, and Water.

MS. RUSSELL: Anjulie Russell, City

and Borough of Sitka.

PURPOSES OF SCOPING

MR. ADAMSON: I just want to go
over what the purpose of this meeting is. Our
responsibility, that is, the Commission, the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, is responsible for
licensing all privately owned or municipally owned
hydroelectric projects in the country through the
Federal Power Act.

The Applicant has been approved to
use what we call an Alternative Licensing Process,
which is a collaborative process where they work
with the resource agencies and the public to
develop their final license application, which they
have put on their schedule to file with the
Commission by August 31st, 2011.

The purpose of this scoping
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meeting Is to scope out the issues and the possible
studies needed to support the city”"s
Applicant-prepared EA, which they"ll file with the
Commission as part of their final license
application. We also use this proceeding, this
scoping meeting, the Commission®s scoping meeting,
to scope out the issues that we will use In our
environmental assessment, or EIS, i1f 1t"s found to
be warranted, as the basis for our decision for
this licensing process to either accept the
license, grant them a license, or to deny them a
license.

I want to go over and describe for
you the scoping process, so if you go into your
Scoping Document, and go to pages 8 and 9, i1t lists
our process. I71l1 go through this verbatim.

The purpose of scoping, as 1%ve
stated, Is to scope out what issues we believe this
project may have as an impact or benefit to the
resource. We use this proceeding to invite the
participation of the federal government agencies
that may be present -- | think the Forest Service
iIs here -- and any state agencies, or NGOs,
non-governmental organizations, and even the public

themselves.
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We determine the issues, depth of
analysis, significance of iIssues to be addressed in
the EA, i1dentify how the project would or would not
contribute to cumulative effects, identify
reasonable alternatives to the proposed action,
solicit from participants available information
that you may have that you would want to put on the
record so we can have that as part of the
proceeding, determine the resource areas and
potential issues that do not require detailed
analysis during review of the project.

And also, then, 2.2 on page 9,
through this ALP there will be -- "ALP"™ means
Alternative Licensing Process. |If you hear that
acronym, that"s what it"s referring to. During the
public scoping process, the study plan meetings
will be -- the city will be working with the
resource agencies and the public to come up with
their study plans, which they"ll be working on this
fall and winter to get them prepared for the study
season coming this spring and summer of 2010.

You provide response and comments
to their EA process as part of their application
development, iIn response to the Commission®s Ready

for Environmental Analysis notice, and after
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issuance of the Commission®s EA when we solicit
written comments on the EA.

Go to the bottom of page 10. 1
just want to let you know that this proceeding is
actually, from the Commission"s perspective, being
recorded by our court reporter, who, with
Ace-Federal Reporting, is transcribing the entire
proceeding, and transcripts will be available
within a week to ten days. You can purchase those
directly from Ace, or you can wait till when they
provide it to the Commission. We then put i1t on
our e-library system, which you can access directly
and print off a copy. But that all takes about two
weeks after this day in order to get full
transcripts.

There will also be a public
meeting tomorrow in Sitka in the evening, and
you"ll have those transcripts available to you as
well.

Interested parties who choose not
to speak or who are unable to attend the scoping
meeting may provide written comments and
information to the Commission as described in

Section 6.
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INFORMATION REQUESTED

MR. ADAMSON: So let"s go to
Section 6, which is on page 22. So we, as the
Commission, are asking for the federal, state, and
local resource agencies, Indian tribes, NGOs, and
the public to forward to the Commission any
information that will assist us, the Federal Energy
Commission, in an accurate and thorough analysis of
this project.

Types of information we"re
requesting include quantitative data;
identification of information from any other EA or
EIS that may have been developed in this region
that may be a benefit to this proceeding; existing
information and any data that would help to
describe the past and present actions and effects
of this project; information that would help
characterize the existing environmental conditions
and habitat; identification of any federal, state,
or local resource plans, and there is a section iIn
the back where we have -- 1711 go over that briefly
now. Go to section -- well, 111 hold off.

We do have federal plans and state

plans currently filed with the Commission that we

10
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have as comprehensive plans that we use as a
resource. So any additions to those, we would
request that you file those with the Commission so
they"d be on the record for us to use as part of
our analysis.

So any additional information or
comments on this Scoping Document 1 and any
additional study requests should be submitted in
writing to the Commission no later than December 8,
2009. All documents should be clearly identified
as Takatz Lake Hydroelectric Project No. 13234-001
on the first page. And there i1s the address:
Kimberly D. Bose, 888 First Street Northeast, Room
1A, Washington, D.C. 20426. That"s 1Tt you mail
them. You would mail eight copies to the
Commission.

There is also a process where you
can actually e-fTile electronically, and these are
identified here in this paragraph underneath
"Kimberly D. Bose.” It talks about how to do that.
There is an online support e-mail address you can
contact, a phone number you can contact to learn
how to electronically file anything you would like
to file with the Commission.

You can also register online to be
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notified via e-mail of new filings and issuances
related to this or other pending projects. For
assistance, you can contact FERC online support.

We have what we call e-subscription, where anything
that i1s filed with the Commission related to the
Takatz Lake project, you would get an e-mail and a
link to get ahold of that document. Then you could
print it off at your computer site and have that
resource available to you.

There is also a quick comment
option where you can -- at the bottom of page 23,
they talk about how to make a quick comment with
the Commission. You just would need to provide an
e-mail address as part of that.

IT you need to contact me
directly, 1 have my e-mail address there:
Joseph.Adamson@FERC.gov, or Joseph Adamson at my
work number: (202) 502-8085.

EA PREPARATION SCHEDULE

MR. ADAMSON: Let"s quickly go over
the EA preparation schedule. At this time, we plan
on doing a Draft Environmental Assessment that we"ll

send out for comment and then create a final EA,
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Environmental Assessment. So a draft and final are
associated with this proceeding.

Major milestones: The scoping
meeting iIs October 2009, which is now. License
application filed August 31, 2011. We
anticipate -- it everything is filed correctly and
no deficiencies, or additional information iIs not
needed -- we would be ready for Environmental
Analysis notice issued November of 2011. This is
all conditional that we have all the information we
need to create an Environmental Assessment, and we
plan on having a Draft EA issued in May of 2012,
comments July 2012, and the Final EA issued
September of 2012. And then we"d be ready to make
our decision.

This schedule assumes that
everything, all the information we need to make our

decision, i1s available.

FERC OFFICIAL MAILING LIST

MR. ADAMSON: Let"s go to Section
10, page 26. This was addressed at the beginning,
before the meeting. If you want to be a part of the

mailing list for this proceeding, for the Takatz

13
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Lake Hydroelectric Project licensing proceeding, Yyou
would contact Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary, and you"d
request to be added to the mailing list for the
Takatz Lake project. You would have to identify
Project No. 13234-001. Keep in mind that once
you"re added to the mailing list, forever iIn the
existence of time into the future, anything that
gets Tiled with the Commission related to this
project you™"ll get mailed to you. So that"s if you
ask to be part of the mailing list.

Now, If you don"t want things
mailed to you in the future, you would have to
recontact the Commission in writing and say,
"Please now take me off the mailing list.” So just
keep that in mind. If you get put on the mailing
list, it"s forever. You will get anything about
the project.

And then there are iInstructions
there on the bottom of page 27 of how to
e-subscribe to the proceeding.

Any questions? [1"ve kind of gone
through what the scoping is about, how to make
comment with the Commission. [I"ve spoken about how
to get on the mailing list, and I"ve spoken about

how to get e-subscribed to the mailing list, and

14
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I"ve also mentioned the court reporter.

Also before us iIs -- the City of
Sitka has -- this is being videotaped for their
purposes. This information will not be a part of
the Commission®™s record, but only what the court
reporter provides.

At this time I1°d like to give to
the city their opportunity to present their
project. And then after they have finished, then
we"ll go over the issues associated with the

project.

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

(Beginning of PowerPoint presentation.)

MR. BREWTON: [I"m Christopher
Brewton, Utility Director, City and Borough of
Sitka.

We" 1l talk about the need for the
project, and then we"ll get into the specific
details of the project. So we"ll start off with
why there i1s such a critical need for this project.

Our existing hydro capacity iIn
Sitka is exhausted. We are well into about 120,000

megawatt hours and rising. Our existing hydro
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capacity i1s 90,000 megawatt hours on a dry year,
and about 124,000 megawatt hours on a wet year. So
we are essentially out of hydro.

We are working on the Blue Lake
Expansion Project, which will add about 28 percent
capacity to our system. That"s the good news. The
bad news is, based on our load growth, that
capacity will be utilized upon completion of that
project, which right now we anticipate around 2014.
So we are still facing the issue of relying on
supplemental diesel generation and all the bad
habits that come with that. Okay.

This slide i1s a little bit busy,
but this is really important for everyone to
understand what we"re talking about here. The
dotted line i1s a low-water year. The solid line is
a normal-water year. This curve, blue curve going
to red, i1s our load growth, and this signifies when
the Blue Lake expansion is done. This curve is the
filling of the lake, and then this is the capacity
of Blue Lake with the expansion. It"s raising the
dam 83 feet, adding a new powerhouse and three
turbines.

So this i1s based on a 2.1 percent

load growth. And you"ll see that shortly after
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this project i1s done, we"ve passed -- utilized that
capacity and are into diesel. This gap between
this line and this line here signifies supplemental
diesel generation we"ve got to burn before this
project is even on line. Right now we are
estimating about 5 million gallons. So this is
based on a 2.1 percent load growth.

Our actual load growth in the city
has been over 5 percent for the past three years,
which 1s phenomenal. And the historical average
from 1973 to 2008 is over 3.8 percent. So we think
that this is a very realistic number as far as load
growth. Any questions on this slide? Okay.

We"l1l get into the project. So
the proposed project is to build a dam at Takatz
Lake, a tunnel through the mountain, a penstock
into the powerhouse on Takatz Bay, an overhead
transmission line around to this part here, a
submarine cable around the point, Into Warm Springs
Bay, into the lake, and coming up on this side,
with an overhead transmission line through this
valley to this point here, where we"re looking at a
tunnel through the toughest part of the mountain
there, and then overhead transmission tying into

our existing transmission line over on the Sitka
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side.

So this project would actually
utilize overhead submarine and some underground
transmission for the project. We would build It to
115 or 138 kV, whatever the regional transmission
voltage finally settles out to be, but we"ve
operated at 69 kV for the short term.

This 1s kind of an overview of
where the project is. The inundation zone, after
we build the dam, is here. There would be a dock
built In this vicinity here, with a gravel access
road built to the dam itself. And then there is
the transmission -- or the tunnel and penstock and
transmission line around to the corner. And there
is a little saddle dam that would have to be here.
There is actually a valley that peels off and goes
back into here, so we have to put a small saddle
dam there as well.

The natural lake elevation is
about 905 feet. 1It"s a glacial lake, and it would
go to probably an elevation of about 1,042 to
1,100, somewhere in that range.

So the basic project, the
reservoir storage -- and you can see that there.

It almost doubles the capacity of the lake. The
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surface area almost doubles. The dam, the primary
concrete dam, is 200 feet, and the saddle dam is
approximately 30 feet. The length of the dam,
based on -- you"ll see a photograph here shortly --
IS not going to have to be very much. 1It"s
actually a pretty good location for a hydro project
as far as the dam itself.

The power tunnel, 2,800 feet,

6 1/2 by 7 unlined tunnel, 1,000 feet of penstock,
and the operating head for the plant i1s about 1,000
Teet.

The powerhouse i1s an unmanned
powerhouse with two Francis servers, 13.8
megawatts. There will be a 27.6 megawatt capacity,
average of 166 cfs discharge from the tailrace,
SCADA control from Blue Lake, and then there will
be a dock and access road to the dam.

The transmission line -- about 21
miles altogether for the entire project. And then
there will be a small distribution station serving
the Baranof Warm Springs area for all the
customers, potential customers, over there.

Here is a quick view of the lake.
The actual outfall is right down here. This area

is where the saddle dam area i1s, and the lake kind

19
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of veers off to the right and to the valley that
way. As you can see, it"s fairly steep, fTairly

limited vegetation, and a really nice reservoir

type for a hydro facility.

This is the outfall where the main
dam would be, roughly in this area. This is the
power supply for the existing USGS stream gauge
that i1s installed there now. The saddle dam is off
to the right here, as you"ll see iIn the next
photograph. Okay. That"s the area right here. So
this would be about a 30-foot tall saddle dam
across that area. Okay.

And then the powerhouse location
would be roughly here. The outfall of the river is
actually here, so the tunnel and power -- the power
tunnel and penstock actually goes up in this
direction to the lake.

Okay. This gives you an idea of
what the transmission corridor would look like into
the valley. The intent Is to come up somewhere in
this range here, and this would be roughly where
the tunnel would enter and go over to the other
side of that ridge there. Okay. 1 think that"s
it. |1 don"t have too many slides.

(End of PowerPoint presentation.)
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MR. ADAMSON: Any questions about
the project that"s being proposed before we move
into the issues?

MR. CRENSHAW: Chris, could you
describe the --

MR. ADAMSON: Before you begin —-

MR. CRENSHAW: Ron Crenshaw.

MR. ADAMSON: -- you"d need to
mention your name. And then --

MR. CRENSHAW: Could you describe
the tunnel from -- between Blue Lake and Baranof
Lake, the dimensions, the construction technique
that you“re considering?

MR. BREWTON: I don"t really have
that kind of specific detail at this point, but it
would be a typical unlined horseshoe-shaped tunnel.
It"s what"s traditionally used for hydro-type
projects, similar to the same thing we have in Blue
Lake and Green Lake. So --

MR. CRENSHAW: What would the
dimensions be?

MR. BREWTON: It would be 6 1/2 by
7 feet.

MR. CRENSHAW: Okay. The same as

the one over at Takatz for the penstock?

21
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MR. BREWTON: Correct.
MR. ADAMSON: State your name

and --

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Yes. |I"m sorry.
My name is Sarah Lundstedt. |1 have two questions.
One, I didn"t see on there a detailed description of

the substation and over in the power lines you"re
planning for Warm Springs. And could you describe
more about the access road that you are proposing?

MR. BREWTON: Okay. Maybe we
should put that back up there. 1 should have backed
up a little bit.

The design for this project is
based on work that was done in 1968 by the Alaska
Power Administration, so this iIs -- the basic idea
of the project was derived from that original
study, original work. They looked at this project
as far back as the 1940s, but a plan was developed
in 1968.

And again, we don"t have any
specific engineering detail at this point. This is
just the beginning stages, but the dock would be in
this area, and a gravel access road would go along
this way. And you can see -- yellow is not a very

good choice, is 1t? And this would follow the

22
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creek bed. There is a significant barrier fall
right there, so we"d have to veer off from the
creek little bit. But essentially it gets up to
the dam so you can do maintenance and take care of
the facility up there.

And as far as the transmission, we
typically follow -- 1"m not sure what you"re
looking for.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Yes. Forgive me.
I think I wasn®"t clear enough. 1 was talking about
in Warm Springs. You covered this in pretty good
detail, but you didn"t cover anything in Warm
Springs.

MR. BREWTON: Okay. 1"11 go back
to this one -- go back to the next one, Angie, the
other drawing.

Yes. The proposal at this
point —- 1t would be a submarine cable all the way
into here, to the end of the lake. We would want
to put a small distribution substation in there to
be able to serve the folks that live there.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: And where exactly
are you proposing the distribution substation?

MR. BREWTON: We haven®t gotten to

that level of detail yet.

23
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MS. LUNDSTEDT: Okay.

MR. BREWTON: But there is some
city-owned property that"s in there that would
probably be one of the locations we"d look at.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Okay. And then you
also -- from reading the Scoping Document, you
proposed an access road -- if 1"m correct, an access
road from where the submarine cable comes out of
Baranof Lake to --

MR. BREWTON: To where the tunnel
location i1s?

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Yes.

MR. BREWTON: Right. There would
have to be some kind of construction road built, if
you will, to facilitate all the heavy equipment that
would be required to drill that tunnel. But the
intent at this point is to just use that as a
construction access road. It would not be a
permanent structure. And I don"t know if it would
be, at this point, easier to come from this
direction or come from that direction, but the
equipment that is required to drill a tunnel of that
size 1s going to require some kind of access. 1
don®"t think we can do i1t by helicopter.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: So you"re talking
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about a substantial road that could support heavy
equipment?

MR. BREWTON: It would have to be
able to support necessary equipment. 1 don"t know
how you define "'substantial,' but it has to be able
to get the necessary equipment in there. And that
would be the standard we"d build to. Does that
answer your question?

Unfortunately, we don"t have any
engineering details at this point as far as
specifics. That"s later iIn the project. This is
just the basic i1dea of what we"re going to do.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: 1 think the other
question that 1 don"t think you really got to, and 1
understand you don*t know, but as far as location of
a substation and location of overland power lines —-

eminent domain issues? Have you explored that at

all?

MR. BREWTON: No.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Okay.

MR. ADAMSON: State your name.

MR. GRUENING: Through the chair,
my name is Clark Gruening. 1°m a property owner at

Baranof Warm Springs.

I*"m curious. From this diagram
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here, are you saying that the submarine cable is
going to somehow go under the falls and into the
lake? How is the cable going to exit the saltwater
into the fresh water?

MR. BREWTON: Through the interface
here?

MR. GRUENING: Yeah. Right at the
head of the bay.

MR. BREWTON: Yeah. There"s a
couple options. This is —- like I said, we don"t
have any specific detail, but, you know, we could
actually -- you could do a directional bore under
there and pull In the cable that way. You could
actually maybe get off the water and do an
underground burial around that area, around this
area. So there"s a couple of options you can do to
get the cable out of there.

MR. GRUENING: Have you done any
review on the other resources that might be impacted
by such a construction, including the geothermal
springs there?

MR. BREWTON: No. We haven™t
gotten into any kind of specific details. 1 think
that 1s —-

MR. ADAMSON: We should wait until

26
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we go through the issues, and then you can --

MR. GRUENING: I was just trying to
get where we are in terms of --

MR. ADAMSON: We"re just going over
what the project description is and then clarifying
questions.

MR. CUTLIP: You"ll have plenty of
opportunity to comment. |If you believe that to be
an issue, then by all brings it up. You“ve brought
it up now, and we"ll talk about i1t in more detail
here iIn just a few minutes.

MR. ADAMSON: Right. Any other
questions about how the project is described?

MR. BREWTON: Thank you.

MR. ADAMSON: We"re going to go
into page 15 of the document, and Matt iIs going to
speak about the cumulative effects section and begin
the resource issues. Typically we"ll go through
issue by issue, such as geological resources, read
them out, then ask clarifying questions after that,
and then you can add or we can subtract from what"s
there. So you can provide -- after he"s finished
speaking, you can raise your comments at that point.

Okay?



© 0 N o o b~ W N PP

N RN NN NN R B R B R R R R R
a A W N B O © 00 N O OO b~ W N O

28

SCOPE OF CUMULATIVE EFFECTS

MR. CUTLIP: So, with that, we"ll
begin our discussion of the issues. 1°m going to
cover cumulative effects. |11l also cover geology
and soils, water quantity and quality, aquatics, and
threatened and endangered species. 1 am a fisheries
biologist. 1[1°11 be doing the fisheries and aquatic
resources analysis iIn the EA.

So based on information in the PAD
and our preliminary analysis, we"ve not yet
identified any resources that would be cumulatively
affected by the project. However, we are open to
discussion on this issue and would appreciate any
comments that you might have about the potentially
cumulative effect on the resources iIn the area.

So, that said, does anybody have
anything that they"d like to weigh In on at this
time? Obviously, we"ll also take written comments
up to the December deadline on this and all the
other issues as well, but --

MR. CRENSHAW: Yeah. Ron Crenshaw.
I think Clark touched on this. We"re very concerned
about the geothermal resources in the bay, and there

should probably be a major heading for those. There
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are nine identified springs in the bay which are the
source for the mineral baths and other uses.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. So when you“re
talking about the geothermal resources, are there
any other actions in the -- well, let me back up a
little bit and describe what exactly a cumulative
effect is.

According to the Council on
Environmental Quality"s regulations for
implementing NEPA, a "cumulative effect" is
described as an "effect on the environment that
results from the incremental effect of the action
when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions, regardless of what
agency or person undertakes such other actions."

So when we talk about geothermal
resources, are you talking about a site-specific
effect of the project on the geothermal resources,
or are you talking about --

MR. CRENSHAW: 1 think the location
and the complexity of the geothermal resources and
the actions to construct either an above-ground --
like drilling, blasting, these things that could
alter those -- you know, the source of the

geothermal.
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MR. CUTLIP: And I understand that.
I just wondered 1T maybe that isn"t more of a
site-specific effect, the effect of the project on
that resource, as opposed to a whole bunch of
actions i1n concert with this project that would
affect geothermal resources. Are there other
geothermal energy developments in the area? Is
there other drilling going on that would potentially
affect that resource, or is it just the effect of
the project on the geothermal resource?

MR. CRENSHAW: Well, there are a
number of proposals, that this could trigger
additional development that would impact. So this
is part of a potential cumulation of actions.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. And what 1
would appreciate -- 1 guess what 1 would ask for,
then, is any evidence or proof or discussion of what
those other actions might be.

MR. CRENSHAW: They are all in the
record. 1 mean, Andy has got information on the

proposed ferry dock, the road. Fish and Game has

probably got documentation on the proposed -- or at
least previously proposed -- fish hatchery and use
of —- you know, and construction associated with

that that could affect. There i1s a geothermal
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spring in the middle of the falls between the lake
and --

MR. CUTLIP: And that"s fine. This
is all very new information to me, okay? So I had
no tdea that any of that stuff was going on iIn the
proposed project area.

MR. CRENSHAW: So this is only one
action of several potential actions.

MR. CUTLIP: Yeah. |1 was unaware
of any of that other potential development. So is
there any way you could maybe file a written comment
about some of these things, or does anybody else iIn
the room have any information on the other stuff
going on out there?

Were you aware of any of that?

MR. BREWTON: I did see an
application for a -- from a private party for a
salmon hatchery and some hydro development. That
was just filed last week. It was just noticed last
week.

MR. ADAMSON: With who?

MR. BREWTON: It was noticed from
FERC. It was --

MR. ADAMSON: It was a federal --

MR. BREWTON: Right.
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MR. ADAMSON: -- listed with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.

MR. BREWTON: It was for a
Jurisdictional determination for that project.

MR. CUTLIP: So it wasn"t filed in
the record for this ALP?

MR. BREWTON: No.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. It was some
other action?

MR. BREWTON: It was just noticed
last week In the paper. That was the first I heard
about i1t.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Well, 1 will
look into this more and see what else is going on
out there. It sounds like there are some other
development actions proposed. So if they, you know,
have the potential to cumulatively affect geothermal
resources, that"s something we"re definitely going
to have to look at In the EA.

MR. CRENSHAW: Andy, you have
documents, don"t you, on some of DOT"s proposals
that potentially could affect that area?

MR. ADAMSON: State your name,
please.

MR. HUGHES: Andy Hughes, Alaska
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DOT.

The department has a regional
transportation plan. The last one was updated in
2004. In the current transportation plan is a
number of proposed road connections, one of them
being a road connection between Warm Springs Bay
and Sitka.

In fact, several years ago, we had
initiated an environmental impact statement and
scoping process. We took i1t through the scoping
process, and the information we developed is
available to anyone working on this effort -- well,
and the public at large.

That environmental effort has been
discontinued at this point, and the department is
in the process of updating its regional
transportation plan. We"re a ways off iIn getting
to that process, but we are in the process of
revising it.

We also have iIn process an
application for a Section 4407 easement for
planning and design work as necessary in the future
towards development of a hydro connection between
Warm Springs and Sitka.

Our proposed road alignment and
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tunnel are coincidental with this project. And the
section -- the basis for the easement application,
Section 4407, refers to a section iIn the Safety --
the new Surface Transportation Act, the last one
which just was passed by Congress about five years
ago, which provides for the issuance of easements
between the department and the Forest Service on a
mutually as-i1dentified basis on a map that was
enacted into law.

And so, while at this point we
don*"t have any immediate plans for developing any
highway connection between -- or along this
corridor, 1t has remained one of the transportation
resources identified in our transportation plan,
and development of a hydro facility or transmission
line will probably have to be, no doubt,
coordinated with our long-term plans.

MR. CUTLIP: So it sounds like, iIn

addition to geothermal resources, If there iIs, In

fact, some road infrastructure and development, that

may reasonably occur, and we can take a look at
those documents that you referenced.

Is there an easy way to get those
documents, the transportation plan?

MR. HUGHES: As far as the
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transportation plan, it"s available by request. You
can also access 1t off of our website.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Is that Alaska
DOT?

MR. HUGHES: Alaska DOT. Go to our
website, go to "Regional Plans,' and the "'Southeast
Alaska Transportation Plan™ will get you there.

MR. CUTLIP: It sounds like there
iIs the potential, also, then -- and, obviously, we
can take comments on this -- for there to be some
potential other actions that could affect other
resources besides geothermal. Road construction
typically can have impacts on terrestrial resources
and other things. So it sounds like something we
need to take a look at as we move forward with the
Scoping Document 2.

MR. HUGHES: 1 might add that the
Section 4407 easement is a provision for a
transportation/utility easement. So the easement
covers both the needs for highway as well as the
power transmission line.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Are there any
other comments about cumulative effects?

MR. GRUENING: Clark Gruening. |

notice under the -- there was a heading here,
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"Aquatic Resources,™ although when i1t talks about
Warm Springs Bay, i1t seems to only relegate that to
the effects of a transmission line. Well, 1t says
Tish resources includes Warm Springs Bay. And 1
think there are resources available, both Fish and
Game -- i1n terms of the unique cutthroat population
in Baranof Lake and other resources that I think
should be brought into your review of this project.

MR. CUTLIP: It looks like that
would be covered -- when we refer to Baranof Lake
and Warm Springs Bay, as far as I can tell, it
appeared to me that the only direct effect of the
project would relate to the transmission line 1in
that geographical area.

To me, 1 didn"t see how, like,
changes to Takatz Lake or the -- you know, the
actual physical construction of the powerhouse and
then operation of the powerhouse would -- how that
could affect those resources down around the corner
in Warm Springs Bay and Baranof Lake. So we were
looking at fisheries effects to those areas,
Baranof Lake, but mostly from construction of the
power line, transmission line.

MR. GRUENING: Well, I would

suggest that you might want to include the
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cumulative effect of building a road along with that
transmission line. 1It"s not clear yet at this stage
in the project whether there will be a road and what
size i1t will be and whether it will, in fact,
connect to a surface transportation road, either
through tunnel or otherwise. So 1 think i1t is —-
you know, you have to look at the transmission
construction and the installation and maintenance of
a submarine cable and overhead lines as having other
consequences besides just their construction.

MR. CUTLIP: So you“re saying the
cumulative effect on aquatic resources in Baranof
Lake and Warm Springs Bay --

MR. GRUENING: Yes.

MR. CUTLIP: -- from this project,
as well as other potential actions?

MR. GRUENING: From the front of
the bay --

MR. CUTLIP: 1 understand what
you“"re saying now.

MR. GRUENING: -- yeah, to the head
of the lake.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay.

MR. GRUENING: And the Baranof

River, which, incidentally, is that area where the
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road would be maintained. The Baranof River is that
point west of the head of the lake that runs up the
valley before it would enter into the tunnel.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Yes?

MR. CRENSHAW: Yeah. One more
point. Ron Crenshaw.

On page 16, where it"s talking
about, you know, all of those -- 4.2.1, 4.2.2 —- it
refers to Takatz Creek, Takatz Bay, and the effects
of the project construction are also effects on
Baranof Warm Springs Bay and Baranof Lake, and
those should be i1dentified, I think, as well.

MR. ADAMSON: Is that a cumulative
effect?

MR. CRENSHAW: Uh-huh. Well,
it’s —— if you"re talking about water quantity and
quality, you®"re also talking about Warm Springs
environs.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Just to
clarify, those are the site-specific effects? So
we"re still talking about cumulative effects at this
point. And then once we get Into --

MR. ADAMSON: Top of the document.

MR. CUTLIP: Once we get into the

discussion of just site-specific effects of the
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project -- which I understand what you®"re saying. |
think I understand what you"re saying -- we can add
to this list when we get down there.

MR. CRENSHAW: So in 4.2.2, "Water
Quality,” it says, "Effects of project
construction.” So you“"re talking about just the
dam?

MR. ADAMSON: We haven"t -- we"re
not talking about that yet.

MR. CUTLIP: We"re not quite there
yet.

MR. CRENSHAW: Where are we?

MR. ADAMSON: We"re still at the
top of the page.

MR. CUTLIP: We"re still talking
cumulative effects, which are not -- there®s no
resources clearly defined right now in the Scoping
Document, because as we went into this in the
Scoping Document, we said that we didn"t see any
cumulative effects. But that"s what we"re talking
about right now. So these site-specific effects --
4.2.1, 4.2.2, on down -- we"ll be getting to that.

MR. ADAMSON: About two minutes
from now.

MR. CRENSHAW: Yeah. The jargon is
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throwing me a little bit.

MR. CUTLIP: That"s okay. The
cumulative effects can be confusing.

MR. CRENSHAW: So, yes. I guess I
don*"t --

MR. CUTLIP: We="Il be getting to
that.

MR. CRENSHAW: Because the road is
part of the cumulative effects, and transmission
line, as much as the dam and penstock.

MR. CUTLIP: True, but we"ve
already i1dentified that there will be actions in
addition to this project that could affect aquatic
resources, geothermal resources, and terrestrial
resources, correct? And so even though it doesn"t
say that in this document, we"ve already had those
comments iIn the record. I"m recording notes on
that. When we modify this document, you®"re going to
see a cumulative effects discussion that"s going to
be a lot bigger than what"s iIn here right now.
We"l1l be talking about those things.

MR. CRENSHAW: Okay. Hopefully,
that will cover my concerns.

MR. CUTLIP: We should catch it,

because it"s going to catch potential effects of the
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project together with possibly a road or utility
infrastructure improvements in the area, a private
fish hatchery, any other actions collectively on
aquatic resources. And we"ll be hitting Baranof
Lake, River, Warm Springs Bay, all the way up.

MR. CRENSHAW: This triggers a
related —- I think 1t"s a related question. We"re
looking at a document that has only one alternative
alignment.

MR. CUTLIP: Uh-huh.

MR. CRENSHAW: Were there previous
studies that had multiple alternative alignments
that filtered the bad ones out and came to the
preferred alternative?

MR. CUTLIP: I guess that would be
a project proposal question for Chris.

MR. BREWTON: Yeah. The only stuff
I"ve seen simply had this as the project. 1 didn"t
see anything that had multiple alternatives or any
other alternatives. This was pretty much what 1 saw
as the APA project.

MR. CRENSHAW: Well, how does a
project of this magnitude get to only a single
alternative without filtering out -- It seems to me

like the normal planning process for any highway
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projects, such as the highway -- the road connection
to Haines, in the early planning stage had a whole
series of alternatives. And then through a public
process and all, and this similar process --

MR. CUTLIP: So, I guess to address
your question or comment, that"s what the scoping is
all about. We are taking comments on the scope of
the issues. We"re also taking comments on the scope
of the proposal and all the alternatives, potential
alternatives.

So they have presented their
preferred alternative. However, part of this
process is, we receive comments from the public and
the agencies on elements of the proposal that could
potentially be in conflict with other uses or
resource issues. So iIf there is something -- so If
they want to build their transmission line across
your property line, that would be an issue.

So, by all means, comment and say,
"We think this i1s going to affect our property
values. It might also affect the aesthetic
character of the project. We think that they
should move the transmission line 10 miles south
and go through this pass instead,”™ or -- you know,

those are the kind of -- it"s kind of an open
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dialogue right now where we"re talking about what
they proposed and also what maybe some reasonable
alternatives are it you are unhappy with their
proposal.

This 1s the first time that you
get the opportunity to formally comment and have
your comments filed with the Commission. So, |
mean, we"re starting -- it is different than a
highway planning project. The FERC licensing
process is an entirely different process. This 1is
the Tirst step.

MR. CRENSHAW: So you don"t care --
the FERC process doesn"t really care how the
Applicant arrived at the question for you, to
yourself?

MR. CUTLIP: We are not a planning
agency; we"re a regulatory agency, and we act off
what is before us.

MR. CRENSHAW: Okay.

MR. CUTLIP: But we don"t go out
and plan and choose reasonable alternatives on our
own.

MR. CRENSHAW: Okay. So --

MR. CUTLIP: That"s up to the

Applicant, the public, and agencies to come to reach
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agreements on a proposal or a preferred alternative.

MR. CRENSHAW: Now, this may have
gone on before. So if I have a beef with not having
an opportunity to look at alternatives and comment,
then 1 should take that up with the City and Borough
of Sitka, not with you?

MR. CUTLIP: Well, no. By all
means, file comments with us as well. That"s what
this 1s about.

MR. CRENSHAW: All right. Thanks.

MR. CUTLIP: And we can evaluate
multiple alternatives in the EA. These originals
are a little tricky because a lot of times a project
i1s constantly evolving between when they first
propose something and what actually comes before us
in the license application.

So this is sort of a first stab.

We can take your comments now. We can update the
project proposal in the Scoping Document 2, if we
decide to issue a Scoping Document 2, which we
likely will. Based on just the initial comments
I"ve heard so far, we"re going to have to update
the cumulative effects analysis section.

So this 1s your first crack at it.

After the Scoping Document 2 goes out, the next
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opportunity to comment would be during the
study/planning phase, 1t you choose to be involved
with that.

After the data i1s collected, the
studies are done, and they are ready to propose,
their next step will be their proposal and their
draft license application and preliminary Draft
Environmental Assessment, which is basically our
first crack at the EA that FERC will ultimately be
issuing. And you"ll have a chance to comment on
the PDEA and the draft application. So whatever
they propose there, you®ll have a chance to comment
on.

They will eventually file the
final license application. You can file comments
on that after we issue our Ready for Environmental
Analysis notice. And then you"ll also have another
opportunity after that when we issue our Draft EA.
There is a comment period on the Draft EA.

So there i1s a lot of -- so this is
sort of the planning stages that we"re in right
now.

MR. ADAMSON: It"s iIn your best
interest to contact the city and work with them,

because it is a collaborative process. The
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Alternative Licensing Process allows you to work
with them as one of the parties interested iIn
helping them design their studies.

MR. ENRIQUEZ: Richard Enriquez,
Fish and Wildlife Service.

Again, just for clarification on
the cumulative effects, for each alternative that
is developed or that"s proposed or that"s on the
table, for each one of those, each one has to be
evaluated. The cumulative effects have to be
evaluated for each one of the alternatives that are
out there. That"s In NPEA, so just to be aware of
that, that each of the -- you know, the
alternatives, kind of what you"re asking.

If, for example, the power line or
the corridor moves from one location to another,
the cumulative effects, by doing so, have to be
evaluated on that alternative and on the one -- and
on the preferred alternative. That"s kind of what,
I think, might help us get to the base of his
question here.

MR. CUTLIP: Sure. Absolutely. I
mean, In the environmental document, which at this
point Is going to be an EA, we"ll have a list of the

alternatives. We"ll have a list of all the various
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configurations of the project proposal --

MR. ENRIQUEZ: Right.

MR. CUTLIP: -- if there happen to
be any at that point. It might be refined to one
project proposal. We don"t know at this time,
but --

MR. ENRIQUEZ: Yeah. Right now,
basically, you®"re only looking at two: the
preferred alternative, which is this course, and
then no action.

MR. CUTLIP: Right. And then the
way that we do our NEPA, most of the alternatives to
the proposed action end up being all the various
environmental measures and protection enhancement
measures that get recommended or conditioned or
prescribed by the agency.

So there will be a lot of things
that we"l1l be looking at by the time this gets
to —- ever gets to the NEPA stage of actually
writing an EA.

MR. ADAMSON: Again, the plan with
the city i1s to Tile a final license application with
the Commission by August of 2011. So there is
plenty of time between now and then to have input in

the process and help them with what they propose.
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MR. ENRIQUEZ: Yeah. And 1 guess
I -- having worked on Blue Lake Hydro -- 1 guess
just another one 1°11 throw out there. You know,
here the proposal i1s to raise the level of the dam
200 feet. Blue Lake was -- you know, now It"s in
the process of being -- you know, raising the level
of that lake.

The question here would be -- for
example, just, 1 guess, for discussion purposes, is
that because of the demand or need for more power,
i1s that lake going to be -- the level, would that
eventually be looked at, and, you know, to raise
the level of that lake? Can it be raised? 1 mean,
that would be another -- perhaps another
alternative to look at. And 1 would definitely be
suggesting i1t be done now versus later on i1If that"s
going to be -- if that"s a viable alternative.

MR. CUTLIP: Yeah. Well, at this
point, 1t"s a little premature to go there. You
know, If that"s a reasonable alternative at the time
that we write the EA, we"ll obviously have to
evaluate 1t. But | think 1t"s a little premature at
this point to talk about raising a dam that hasn"t
even been built.

MR. BREWTON: Were you talking
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about this project dam or the Blue Lake dam?

MR. ENRIQUEZ: 1 was talking about
this one, the 200 feet.

MR. BREWTON: Okay. Got you.

MR. ENRIQUEZ: See, I"m thinking
about the alternative. You know, how do we know
eventually they won"t come back with another
alternative and say, "Okay. We want to go
300 feet,” say? That"s my -- that"s my point here.
I"m just trying to, you know, make a point here.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Well, 1 think
it"s time -- unless anybody has any other comments
on cumulative effects, 1"m going to move on to the
actual site-specific resource effects.

MR. ADAMSON: Do you want to
identify what that is, "site-specific’?

MR. PRUETT: Can we change tapes?

MR. ADAMSON: Let"s take a
three-minute break --

MR. CUTLIP: A ten-minute break.

MR. ADAMSON: Okay. Why don"t we
take a ten-minute break, and then we®ll reconvene at
10 after and go over the issues.

With no opposition, we"re taking a

ten-minute break.
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1 2:00 PM
(Off record.)
3 2:10 PM

SCOPE OF RESOURCE ISSUES

MR. ADAMSON: Okay. So let"s
begin. Again, my name is Joe Adamson. I1°m with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. Matt is going
to continue with resource issues, iIssue by iIssue.
You"ll go over geological soils, resources, water
quality and quantity, and aquatic resources. Each
time he fTinishes speaking, 11l provide an
opportunity for comment.

MR. CUTLIP: So I"ve already heard
from at least -- that we"re going to have to
probably add geothermal as a site-specific resource,
so the effects of the project on geothermal
resources.

And when 1 say "site-specific,” |
mean specific to project features. Environmental
effects, you know, right around project features
like the transmission line construction, operation
and maintenance -- that would be a site-specific

effect of just the project on that resource.
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So 1s that reasonable? Do you
want to get into any more detail on geothermal
resources or -- geothermal resources specifically
being the hot springs in the Warm Springs Bay?

MR. CRENSHAW: Yeah. 1 think you
should know where the nine springs are --

MR. CUTLIP: Okay.

MR. CRENSHAW: -- and whatever you
can find out about them.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay.

MR. ADAMSON: Do you have any
information to provide on the nine springs that you
would like to file with the Commission that we could
have as a resource?

MR. CRENSHAW: 1 would refer you to
the Southeast Department of Natural Resources.
They*d probably have the best information. The
Division of -- what i1s it? -- Land and Water?

MR. CUTLIP: Mining, Land, and
Water .

MR. CRENSHAW: Mining, Land, and
Water .

MR. CUTLIP: And those are right in
Warm Springs Bay?

MR. CRENSHAW: Yes.
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MR. CUTLIP: Okay.

MR. CRENSHAW: 1 think it"s only
one of two sites on all of Baranof Island where
there are mineral hot springs that are productive.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. So moving on,
we also identified the "Effect of project
construction and operations on geology and soils,"”
and the "Effects of project construction and
operation on existing mineral claims and mining
areas,” and the "Effects of transmission line
construction on geology and soil resources.” So
that"s pretty much the same thing as the previous

bullet.

MR. ADAMSON: Do we want to combine

those bullets?

MR. CUTLIP: You know, you could
just say what -- I mean, yeah, we can fix that. 1
can fix that. We can either combine it or just
delineate the first one as being the effects of,
like, the dam and powerhouse and access and dock
on —-- iIn other words, those parts of the project
versus the transmission lines, since they kind of
cover two different geographical areas.

So are there any other comments

about those resources: geology, soils, geothermal?
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Anything we missed?

MR. CRENSHAW: Yeah. I don"t know
iT this is Important or not, but there is an
existing hydro facility there, a couple of them.
One iIs dependent upon the falls for -- it"s a —-
what kind of a hydro system is that? Do you know?

MS. LUNDSTEDT: A Harris turbine
system.

MR. CRENSHAW: A Harris turbine
system coming off the falls, and it generates
electricity for at least two hours.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Four.

MR. CRENSHAW: Four houses.

MR. CUTLIP: So these are like
micro-hydro sites --

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Yes.

MR. CUTLIP: -- for local
non-grid -- obviously, since there is --

MR. GRUENING: There®"s two of them
in the bay.

MR. CRENSHAW: And also the source
of potable water for the community comes out of
Baranof Lake.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. I"m trying to

think of how best to characterize that. I™m
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thinking that we would probably want to cover it --
probably cover it under "cumulative effects.”

MR. CRENSHAW: And also Sadie Creek
and Sadie Lake provide hydro and potable water for
the Wilderness Lodge.

MR. CUTLIP: So in Baranof River --
let me see 1T I"m getting this correct. In Baranof
River, there are two existing micro-hydro sites?

MR. CRENSHAW: One.

MR. CUTLIP: One.

MR. CRENSHAW: And then back off
out toward the mouth of the bay, there is another
that comes off -- is that called Sadie Creek?

MR. GRUENING: Sadie Creek from
Sadie Lake.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Well, there is an
existing, but now defunct, but could easily be
rehabilitated other hydro that®s not a micro-hydro
in the falls as well.

MR. CUTLIP: In the Sadie Lake?

MS. LUNDSTEDT: That"s in the
Baranof River.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. But getting
back to the other one, the Sadie Lake --

MR. GRUENING: Just one.
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MR. CUTLIP: And that drains into
Warm Springs --

MR. GRUENING: It drains into the

bay .

MR. CUTLIP: The bay? All right.

MR. ADAMSON: Which bay?

MR. GRUENING: Warm Springs Bay,
the one the submarine cable, 1 guess, 1s In.

So I"m assuming that the option 1is
that there will be -- of not running power lines
across Sadie Creek at this point, 1 guess, i1f I

understand the proposal.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. So in my mind,
those are probably going to be more tied into the
cumulative effects of the project, the fact that

there is other development out there already.

Go ahead.
MS. LUNDSTEDT: 1 acknowledged in
front of you, so you should -- you would know

better. 1t"s just been filed In FERC. There is a
licensing request or permitting request for 14
additional hydros in Baranof River.

MR. CUTLIP: Really?

Is that what you were just talking

about?
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MR. BREWTON: Yes.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. So was It a
permanent permit application, or was it some kind of
declaratory order or action?

MR. PREWITT: Jurisdiction
determination. It was a request for jurisdiction
determination.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. So that"s
probably a combined action. We can take a look at
that. Thanks for bringing that to our attention. 1
didn®"t know anything about 1t. You said 14 sites?

MS. LUNDSTEDT: That"s for, 1
think, Phase 1 of the --

MR. CUTLIP: Is this a private
developer?

MR. BREWTON: Yes.

MS. LUNDSTEDT: 1 think you can get
it through your e-library it you look up "Dale
Young."

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. 1Is he a
landowner iIn the area?

MS. LUNDSTEDT: Yes.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay.

MR. ADAMSON: 1 guess I"m not sure

of the process, but I think they determine
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jurisdictional determination and then file a
preliminary permit and then --

MR. PREWITT: Mike Prewitt. We
just finished one of these out in Dillingham, and
they requested FERC"s review for jurisdictionality.
IT FERC grants the non-jurisdictional request, then
they don"t go to a preliminary permit. FERC is out
of the picture entirely, unlike an exemption, where
FERC still stays around.

On a non-jurisdictional
determination, FERC is out of the picture entirely,
and you proceed entirely according to state and
federal permitting in the state, coastal zone,
Corps of Engineers, et cetera. |If you are
jurisdictional and you want to continue with the
project, then you do file for a preliminary
permit —- or not, iIf you are not worried about
protection.

MR. ADAMSON: This is in the
Tongass National Forest where these jurisdictional
determinations are?

MR. CUTLIP: We don"t know exactly
where they~“re located.

MR. PREWITT: There"s private land,

quite a bit of private land over there, and that
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will probably be one of the major factors in FERC"s
ruling.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. Anything else
you want to add about either cumulative effects --
we"re still kind of talking about that -- or
specifically geology and soils resources, things
like sedimentation, erosion concerns? Anything to
add to what we"re talking about? Also geothermals
were noted.

Okay. 1 think we"re going to move
on to water quantity and quality.

The first issue iIs the "Effects of
project construction on erosion, sedimentation, and
turbidity levels of Takatz Lake, Takatz Creek, and
Takatz Bay." We have the "Effects of accidental
releases of fuels, lubricants, and other wastes
from construction equipment and machinery on Takatz
Lake, Takatz Creek, and Takatz Bay water quality."
And we have "Effects of project operations on
changes to water temperature, dissolved oxygen, and
total dissolved gas levels of Takatz Creek and
Takatz Lake.™

Are there any comments?

MR. CRENSHAW: So if 1 understand

your earlier corrections of my stupid analysis here,
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you wouldn®t need to add Warm Springs Bay or Baranof
Lake to Takatz Lake, Creek, and Bay there because --
something about cumulative effects would cover that?

MR. CUTLIP: Unless you think -- so
the only action that"s related to the project in
those areas i1s transmission line construction,
operation, and maintenance. So i1If you think that
transmission line construction, operation, and
maintenance would affect water quality --

MR. CRENSHAW: Well, 1 think It
would because of the substation, the road, the
siting of the power line, all of those issues, which
could lead to mass wasting potentially, avalanche,
other issues, fuel —-- fuel spills, all of that.

MR. CUTLIP: Sure. And that"s
definitely reasonable, if you think that"s, you
know -- that®"s something we can look at for sure.
So, okay.

MR. CRENSHAW: Yeah.

MR. CUTLIP: So you"re saying
mostly the effects -- let me see if I"ve got this
correct -- effects of transmission line
construction, operation, and maintenance on water
quality of Baranof River, Lake, and Warm Springs

Bay?
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MR. CRENSHAW: Yes.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay.

MR. CRENSHAW: And I*d mention the
substation as well.

MR. CUTLIP: Okay. So let"s say
transmission line and substation --

MR. CRENSHAW: Yes. That would be
a good way to do it.

MR. CUTLIP: -- on water qual