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Jegsica Mistak, Senior Fisheries Biologist
DNR Marguette Fisheries Station
484 Cherry Creek Rd
Marquette, MI 49855
906-249-1611 ext. 308
FAX 906-249-3190
<> 3E> LS >L> B> DL K> K>

>>> "Puzen, Shawn C" <SCPuzen@wpsr.com> 06/19/2006 3:52 PM >>>

hello All-

Based upon the meeting on Tuesday, June 13, 2006, UPPCO has revised the
SMP Goals and Objectives. The revisions were made according to the
wording agreed upon in the meeting. UPPCO also added an Introduction
statement to the beginning of the document to summarize the points UPPCO
brought to your attention during the meeting about the reasons it is
pursuing this effort and the proposed schedule,.

Thank you for your participation in the meeting on Tuesday and please
let me know if you have any gquestions....

Thanks,
- <<SMP Goals and Objectives Revised.pdf>>

Shawn C. Puzen

Environmental Consultant

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation
(920) 433-1094

scpuzenfwpsr.com

This email and any of its attachments may contain proprietary
information, which is privileged, confidential, or subject to copyright
belcnging to WPSR. This e-mail is intended sclely for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, distribution, copying, or action taken in relation to the
contents of and attachments to this e-mail is strictly prohibited and
may be unlawful. If you have received this e-mail in error, please
notify the sender immediately and permanently delete the original and
any copy of this e-mail and any attachment. Thank You.
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July 28, 2006
Mr. Rusty Atherton
PO Box 33
Au Train Ml 49806-0033
Dear Rusty:
Enclosed is e copy of the environmental assessments for AuTrain, Boney Falls, and
Cataract. These ere being sent to all focus group members, altemates, and the resource
egencies today.
Although the report will be evailable on UPPCO’'s Web slie, we're sending you an
individuel copy to save you time end effort. Your copy and the copy on the Web site are
complete and unabridged except for some informetion on endangered species that had
to be redacted, because federal law doesn't ellow it to be disclosed to the public. The
redacted information will be provided to the relevant government agencies for their use
- in the consultation process.

We look forward to seeing you at the Tuesday, August 8, open house being held at
Tailwinds at K. |. Sawyer. Displays will be set up et 6:00 PM (Eastern) for review prior to
the presentations, which will begin at 6:30. An open question-and-answer period will
follow the presentations, and at 7;30 we'll edioum end return to the displeys for one-on-
one conversetions, individual questions, end a closer look at the visual matenals. Any
questions not addressed in the allotted Q&A time can be submitted on cards and will
be addressed on UPPCQO's Web site.

The presentations will cover the results of the environmental studies conducted on
widlife and aquatic habitat, loon nesting, recreational resources, end eesthetic
resources. We won't be in a position to discuss the Shoreline Manegement Plan (SMP)
at these sessions. The SMP will be the subject of e future public open house and will be
formuleted from the study results, the agency consultetion process and public comment.

UPPCO General Manager
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On July 28 2006, the preceding cover letter and associated attachments were sent to the

following recipients:

Mr. Rusty Atherton
PO Box 33
Au Train MI 48806-0033

Mr. Doug Bovin
100 W. Munising Ave
Munising MI 49862

Mr. Todd Brock
N6518 Alger Heights Road
Munising Mi 45862

Mr. Tom Curry
N2693 M-67
Limestone Ml 49816

Mr. Bill Brisson
N2693 State Road M-67
Limestone MI 49816

Mr. Jim Dellies
PO Box 150
Gwinn MI 49841

Ms. Bonnie Hartzell
PO Box 98
Gw:nn M| 49841

Mr. Tom Elegeert
5698 25" Road

Gladstone Ml 49837

Mr. Archie Hendrick
N61 39 Elmer Johnson Rd
Skandia, MI 48885

Mr. Jim Keebaugh
104 Provider
Gwinn Ml 48841

Mr. Dave Koski
PO Box 143
Chatham MI 49816

Mr. Rod Larson
ES5351 Park Street
AuTrain MI 48806

Mr. Joe Maki
609 N. 8" Street
Gladstone M| 49837

Mr. Greg Stevenson
PO Box 173
Perkins Ml 49872

Mr. William Malmsten
22300 County Road CL
Ishpeming Ml 45849

Mr. Joe McDonnell
3113 13" Lane
Berk River M1 49897

Mr. David Allen
318 E. Prospect
Marquette Mi 49855

Ms. Vickie Micheeu

Delta County Area Chamber of Commerce
230 East Ludington Street

Escanaba MI 49829

Mr. Greg Nominelli

Lake Superior Community Partnership
501 South Front Street

Marquette MI 48855

Ms. Lois Ellis

Lake Superior Community Partnership
501 South Front Street

Marquette MI 49855

Mr. Gerald Plourde
3892 East River 24.9 Lane
Cornell Ml 49818

Mr. Doug Scheuneman. Sr.
423 East Varnum
Munising MI 49862

Mr. Amold Sirtola
1456 W. Maple Ridge 37" Road
Rock M1 49880

Mrs. Carol Verbunker
PO Box 192
Munising M| 48862

Mrs. Kay LeVeque
PO Box 405
Munising Ml 48862

Mr. Gerald Corkin
108 Woodland Drive
Negaunee M! 49866

P-10856-000
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N
July 28, 2006
Mr. Bill Besonen
6893 E One Mile Road
Trout Creek M| 49967
Deer Bill
Enclosed is a copy of the environmental essessments for Bond Falls, Victoria, and
Prickett Dam. These ere being sent to all focus group members, alternates and the
resource agencies today.
Although the report will be evailable on UPPCO's Web site, we're sending you en
individual copy to save you time and effort. Your copy and the copy on the Web site are
complete and unabridged except for some information on endangered species that had
to be redacted, because federal law doesn’t allow it to be disclosed to the public. The
redacted information will be provided to the relevant government egencies for their use
L in the consultation process.

We look forward to seeing you at the Monday, August 7, open house et the Ewen-Trout
Creek School. Displeys will be set up at 6:00 PM (Eastern) for revlew prior t0 the
prasentations, which will begin at 6:30 in the cafetorium. An open gquestion-and-answer
period will follow the presentetions, and at 7:30 we'll adjourn end return to the displays
for one-on-one conversations, individual questions, and e closer ook et the visual
meteriels. Any questions not addressed in the allotted Q&A time can be submitted on
cards and will be addressed on UPPCO's Web site.

The presentations will cover the results of the environmental studies conducted on
wildlife and aquetic habitat, loon nesting, recreational resources, end aesthetic
resources. We won't be in a position to discuss the Shoreline Management Plan (SMP)
et these sessions, because the SMP will be formulated from the study results, the
egency consultation process, end public comment. That will be the subject of a future
public open house.

Sinceraly,

Kb Vo€

UPPCO General Manager
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On July 28, 2006, the preceding letter and associated attachments was sent to the

following recipients:

Mr. Tom Church
PO Box 778
Watersmeet Ml 45965

Mr. Robert Zelinski
E23423 Hwy. 2 West
Watersmeet Ml 49969

Mrs. Fay Groitzsch
8281 US Hwy 45-S
Bruce Crossing Ml 48912

Mr. Gale Eilola
Route 1 - Box 28A
Pelkie Ml 49958

Mr. Roger Haapala
P.O. Box 87
Rockland Ml 49960

Mr. Dawayne Hollz
11554 U.S. 45
Bruce Crossing Ml 49912

Ms. Victoria James
Smurfit-Stone Container
One Supenor Way
Ontonagon M| 49953

Mr. David Bishop
19726 State Hwy. M38
Ontonagon MI 49953

Mr. Dean Juntunen
11425 Aspen Lane
Mass City Ml 49948

Mr. Dan Loosemore
Route 1 - Box 372
Baraga M| 49908

Ms. Pam Malnar
PO Box 216
Bruce Crossing Ml 48812

Mr. Bill Marlor
Village of Baraga
100 Hemlock Street
Baraga Ml 49508

Mr. John Pelkola
P.O. Box 60
Trout Creek Ml 48967

Mr. Jed Platske
6052 U.S. 45 South
Bruce Crossing MI 49912

Mrs. Linda Rein
420 Pennsylvania Avenue
Ontonagon MI 48953

Mr. James Rein
420 Pennsylvania Avenue
Ontonagon MI 48953

Mr. Fred Sliger
9968 Calderwood Road
Trout Creek Ml 49967

Mr. Jeff Sturgell
100 Hemlock Street
Baraga M| 49908

Ms. Christa Walck
1010 East Fifth Avenue
Houghton MI 49931

Mrs. Nancy Warren
P O Box 102
Ewen Ml 49925

Mr. Al Warren
P O Box 102
Ewen M| 48925

Ms. Sherry Zoars
P.0O. Box 701
Watersmeet M| 49969

P-10856-000
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Mr. Ted Scldan
17559 Cemetery Rd
Pelkie Ml 49958

Mrs. Amy Isaacson
Route 1, Box 98-A
Baraga MI 49908

Mr. Ed Fuhgenschuh
Route 12, Box 213
Pelkie Ml 49958

Mr. Peter Heidemann
205 North Cedar
Ewen Ml 49925

Mr. Evan MacDonald
801 North Lincoln Drive — Suite 201A
Hancock MI 49930

Mr. Eric Forsberg

Houghton County Controller
401 East Houghton Avenue
Houghton M| 49931

Mr. Jack Lehto

b c/o Cttawa Sportsmen’s Club
PO Box 475
Baraga M| 49908
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Press Release — August Public Meetings — 28 July 2006 2

UPPCO SCHEDULES OPEN HOUSES TO PRESENT RESULTS OF
ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES FOR HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT LANDS

HOUGHTON MI - Upper Peninsula Powcr Company (UPPCQ), a subsidiary of WPS
Resources Corporation (NYSE:WPS), will host open houses at two locations to provide
information regarding the results of its environmental studies for hydroelectric project lands.
The studies will form the basis for UPPCO’s project lands Shoreline Managemcnt Plans,
which will be developed following a public comment period on the environmental studies.
The actual non-project uses of project land (public and private docks, walkways, paths, ctc.)
are not yet formulated and therefore will not be a topic for discussion at the Open House
meetings.

The meetings will also focus on the methodology used in preparing the environmental studies
as suggcsted by resource agencies such as the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Michigan DNR,
and others.

The first Opcn House, which will focus on the studies at Bond Falls, Victoria, and Prickett,
will be held on Monday, August 7, from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM (Eastern) in the cafetorium at
the Ewen-Trout Creek School in Ewen MI. The second meeting on the AuTrain, Boney Falls,
and Cataract studies will be held on Tuesday, August 8, from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM (Eastcrn)
a1 Tailwinds Bar & Grill at K. [. Sawycr.

Topics to be discussed

“We’ll discuss the rcsults of the environmental studics that werc conducted on wildlifc and
aquatic habitat, loon habitat, recreational resources, and acsthetic resources,” said Shawn
Puzen, Environmental Consultant. “We know pcople are equally intercsted in the
development plans and potential proposals for docks and other shoreline uscs. However,
we’rc not in a position to discuss thosc issues yet. Those plans won’t be developed until all
the comments on the environmental studies are in so they can be considcred in the plans.
We’ll schedule more public meetings after the shorelinc uscs are proposcd,” he concluded.

At the August 7 and 8 meetings, and through August 28, UPPCQ will accept written public
comments concerning the results of the environmental studies. Each commcnt submitted will
be addressed in UPPCO’s future proposal to FERC.

Interested parties are cncouraged to visit UPPCO’s Web site at www.uppco.com (under the
sold land link,) to review the scopes of the environmental studies, the results of the studies,
and minutcs of previous public meetings and focus group meetings.

Meeting Format

As previously mentioned, both open houses will begin at 6:00 PM (Eastcrn). The first half

hour will allow attendces to review displays, maps, and other graphic information and
become familiar with the scope of the studies. Presentations will bcgin at 6:30, followed by

12/29/2006



Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-10856-000

Press Release — August Public Meetings — 28 July 2006 3

an open question and answcr period. At 7:30, the presentation period will adjourn to allow
time to visit the tables for onc-on-one discussions, individual questions, and a closer look at
visual matcnals. Any questions not addressed in the allotted time can be submitted on cards
and will be addressed on UPPCO's Web site

Public Comment on environmental studies
UPPCO will accept writtcn comment at cither of the two public mectings or by mail to:

UPPCO Environmcntal Studics
c/o Janet Wolfc

PO Box 130

Houghton M1 49931

Comments should addrcss specific issues addressed by the cenvironmental studics and be
postmarked by August 28, 2006.

12/29-2006
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i Upper Peninsula Power Company
I (o subsidiary of WEPS Resources Corpurat:on

] PO, Box 19001

P Green Bay, W1 34307 900)

July 2¢. 2006

{Recipiont Address)

Dear {Recipient):

Dratt Environmenial Assessment Repors

Enclosad is a copy of the draft environmental assessment reports gathered by Upper Peninsula
Power Company (UPPCQO} as information for the development of a Shorcline Management Plan for
ihe Borid Falls (Bond Falls and Victoria), Prickett, Cataract, Au Train. and Escanaba (Boney Falls)
Hydroelectric Projects.

A copy of these reports 1s being provided for comment to all members of the relevant agency yroup
Copies of the reports will also be provided for comments to the members of the focus groups. The
public vl also be able 1o access the reports via the UPPCO website. The public and focus gioup
versions of the reports will not orovide the nesting locations of sensitive species (bald eagles. wood
turtles, and loons).

Please provide your comments by the end of the day. August 28. 2006, If UPPCO does nctiecenve
comments by the end of the day. August 28, 2008, it will assume you do not have any comments.

Should you have any other questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call me at (920) £33-

e~

Shawn C. Puzen
Enviror mental Consultant
Telephone. (920)433-1094

Sincerely,

7

Syx
fnc.

ot Mr. Bill Campbelt. E PRO Consulting (no enc.) Mr Doug Clark, Foley & Lardner (w7 anc
Mr. Dave Dominie, E PRRO Consulting (no enc ) Mr. John Fsiep. FERC {cover only)
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This letter was sent to the following recipients:

Ms. Angela Tornes
National "ark Service

626 East Wisconsin Avenue
Suite 100

Milwaukee, W1 33202

Ms. Pamela Stevenson
Assistant Attorney General
ENRA

P.O). Box 30755

Lansmng, M1 A890Y

Mr. James Schramn
Ex O MRIIC
I".O. Box 828
Pentwater, M1 49419

Mr. Norman Nass

LSDA Forest Service - Ottawa National Forest
Region 9, Watersmeet Ranger Distriet

E24036 Old US 2 Last

Watersmeet, M| 49969

Ms, Jessien Mistak

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Marquette State Fish Latchery and Station
488 Cherry Creek Road

Marguette, MI 19835

Mr. Gene Menseh

Keweenaw B3ay Indian Community
Keweenaw Bay Trihal Center

107 Beartown Road

Baraga, M1 49508

s, Ann MeCammon Solns

Greal lakes Indian Fish & Wildhfe Comnnssion
PO Box 9

Odanah, W] 54861

Ms. Darla Lenz

UUSDA Forest Service - Ottawa National Forest
Region 9. Ontonagen Ranger District

1209 Rockland Road

Ontonagon, MI 49933

Mr. Mike Lanasa
Ecosystems Tean Leader
Hiawatha Natonal Forest
2727 Lancoln Rd
Fscanaba, MI49829

Ms. | esley Kordella

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
8RR First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

Ms. Cary Gustalson

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
Crvstal Falls Faeld Olliee

1420 US Hwy 2

Crestal Falls, M1 49920-9626

Mr. Kirk Piehler

USDA Forest Service
2727 North Lincoln Road
Fscanaba, M1 A9K29

Mr. Chris Freiberger

Michigan Department of Natural Resources
Stevens T Mason Building

PO Box 30028

Lansing, M1 48909-7528

Mr. Mark FFedora
USDA Forest Service
Ottawa National Forest
1:6248 US Highway 2
Ironwood, M119938

Ms. Christie Deloria-Sheffield
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1924 Industrial Parkway
Marquette, MI 49855

Mr. Bill Decpliouse
MRIIC

1210 E Fifth Avenue
Houghton, M1 49931

P-10856-000
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Presentation of Environmental Studies — Failwinds Restaurant, KI Sawyer, ML

E-Pro Presentation

In February and Marcb, resource agencics provided a hist of reccommended studies they'd like to
see on these impounds. Three basic categories were developed: recreation, aestbetics and
wildlile/aquatic babitat. Loon babitats were singled out as a separate study because ol their
sensitive nature. These categories were based on recommendations of agencies.

Reereation - Tbe first objective was to find out the quantity and types of existing rcereation at
the impoundments. First, existing information was reviewed, primarily through existing licenses
and the documents that went into the developments of the licenses.

Site visits by boat were then conducted, going around the perimeter ol a lake: where 1here
appeared to be arcas of recrcation, the environmental consultants got out and nvestigated those
sites. Using a standard survey lorm, about 5 pages long, they recorded characteristies of 1he sites
such as amenities, measurements and crosion. T'he site’s location was also recorded on a global
positioning system (GPS). The sites were also characterized as being formal or inlormal - Tormal
meaning the site was actively being managed and there were amenities provided such as toilets.
picnic tables, fire pits, ele.

Informal sites are not actively managed but are frequently visited by people and have paths or
trails wom leading to 1he site. Al sites. formal and informal, were put on a map.

There is a representative photo and a narrative that describes wbat cacb stte is like in the reports.

On all sites, there are formal recreation sites. UPPCO has campsites at Boney Falls and
i Au Train. Bond Falls has extensive recreation, as does Cataract. Also, there are several informal
sites at cach impoundment. All are depicted on the map and explained in detail in the report.

For the studies. the environmentalists also determined a hoating carrying capacity for cach site.
This cxercise was done to determine the appropriate number of watercralt acceptable on cach
impoundment. If an impoundment was 1o be used Tor water skis, jet skis, ete., that's going have
difTerent results than one that would if people used watercralt like canoes and kayaks. They tried
10 determine the usable surface area of 1he impoundment, taking the size of impoundment and
suhtracting out a 100-200 foot bufter as safety vone around lake. They then goi a usabfe lake
surlace area, divided by a boating density factor that was determined by types al boats used.
Places where larger boats would be used would have larger usable surface 1ypes.

Aesthetics — The agencics wanted to understand what arcas are considered ta bave high aesthetic
value, why and who values 1hese areas. People have a clear visual preference wilh regards to
landscape. Water and dramatie reliel, or a combination of the two, make an area acsthetieally
pleasing, The study utilized research that exists and did a quantitative assessment of what the
acsthetic values are of cach impoundment.
Impoundments were divided into subunits, about a 1/2-milc to | mile large. This was the criteria
Tor the analysis:

Relief/typography — This refers to cbange in visible relief, dramatic relief (which is a
change w/in a 172 mile) and ridgeline layering (how many dillerent ridgclines can you sce?).

123 (UG
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Physical Features - This includes islands. coves, rocks, fedges and beaches. The more
there are of those m a site, the higher the ranking. There s also the component of mystery as in
wanting to keep going to sce what's around the bend.

Vegetation Diversity 151t contferons, decidnons. a combimation ol the two, super story
trees. tees leaning out on water  these are all important aesthetic vadues. Wetlands are another
thing people hke to look at as well as scasonal color.

Special Features - Tlns relers to a place where yvou can view wialdlile  eagles, deer.
moose. raptors. cte. this adds to the Jandscape.

Cultural or Historical Features - An example ol this is an old cabin in the woods with histon
that draw people in.

Natural Character  All ol the impoundments have this, This basically means the Tand
is rather undeveloped. There can be some development there 161t is well done. But il there 1s
residerttial, reereational or industrial development that is poorly done, those are detractors.
PPcople don’t like to see that and those were given negative pomts.

The sites were divided mto subimits these are the ratings for the impoundments on the castern
end. (1 ¢ didn™t give ratings for the ones on the western) The point system used can be tound in
the reports.

Au Frain — A sizable site, 1t was divided imto seven subunits: A couple ol snbimints rated
high and the rest were mediom none were rated fow ! This sie s a reasomably attractive ene.
Once reson Au Tram has more points s because it got peints for reliet, while the others have
signficantly less rehiet. Also Au Train has more vegetation diversity,

Cataract  Also divided nito seven subunits, most ol them rated medimm widh a tea
lows,

Boneyv Falls - All the subunits on this impoundment rated Tow. One prinvry reason for
s wars atthongh it has mice natural character. 1t s very tlat witl a undform shoreline. This
docsn” mean itsn 't visually attractive, s usta rankig.

Gary s Presentation
For this study, a tewm ol envivommental consoltants was formed. inclndimg Kimg & MoGrerora
Michigmn-based consulting firm.

The goal was 1o produce a natural resource base mapsa wemplate to nse Later on w potentialls
deternune and avord impacts to these resources, Prior to the stidy, they consulted resotnres
ageneies o develop a protocol and disciss wineli resourees were ol interest to them and
genera v determine the extent ol the Tevel of the mappimg etlort.

l May, hiehicopter surveys for cagle nests, great blue heron and ospres were condneted. A
prelimimary base map with imtormation on these species was produced They then went ons to
these areas to myestigate, Also, i June, boat survevs were done to obsers e the terrestrial areas 1in
the impoundments, Large and small habitat components important to cortann speeics were
mapped, as well as sensinve habitats, hke wetlands and submerged aquatie vegetation beds.

The results in the mpoundiments were very consistent with what was tonnd i others, e s ol

snhbmerged aquatic vegetation, cmeraent agiatic vegetation, shrnb wetlhmds were tvpicalls
located marcas ol low enerey, such as bavs, not exposced to winds, They nkpped coarser areas,

L2 e
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coarse woody debris, deadwood, ete. and fonnd in the coarser areas with bigh encrgy. there were
more wave wakes and wind energy, and in lower energy areas more wetlands.

According to the study, there is Loon activity at Au Train, but it is unknown if tbere was any
nesting activity. The Loon activity was sporadic, there was some foraging but they weren't
acting as if tbey were defending territory. There were also babitat Tor Sandhitl Cranes at Au
Train; the environment consuhtants observed foraging habitat, staging and roosting babitats as
well. At all impoundments, there was a variety of waterfowl. At Cataract, there were more water
fowl, dipping ducks anct diving ducks because there is more nnderwater vegetation there.

Terrestrial Habitat  Woodland raptor calls were done using an M3 player. At Au
Train, they got two responses from Red- Sbouldered 1tawks, there is likely a nest i the arca, hut
tbey were not able to determine if it is within project lands. They also did calls tor barn owls, but
only heard one in the distance. They also heard one Osprey at Cataract but saw no nests. They
also looked for old growth, but didn’t Tind any of that — they found some okd trees, but none that
exhibited old growth ceo-system cbaracternistics.

In general, tbe habitats are typical 1o tbe upper Midwest. Again, the maps that were produced are
templates that are going to be used to potentially determine how to avoid and minimize negative
impacts. It was nccessary to find out what’s there so it can be protected.

Questions

Q: When you were doing your studies with the wetlunds and waters and siuff does the

npography of the shorclines in vour studies have any impact onwhat you would suggest for
S docks or anvthing of that nature hecause of erosion and compaction?

E-Pro’s job was not to evaluate or assess any type of development. This was simply a starting

point with which tbose decisions can be later made. Areas ol crosion around the various

impoundments were noted and depicted on the maps.

Q: How much time did you spend surveving the land versus time you spent modeling? And are
there any other plans for spending more time in other seasons when certain wildlife might be
more present?

Between all the tickl crews, t-Pro spent approxnmately 26 ficld days out there hetween May and
June. I-Pro Telt it captured a good base map and a good template to move lorward.

Q: Why didn 't E-Pro contact more local people, users of the impoundments like fishcrmen,
Innters, campers, and paddiers? § would like to see you talk to a lot more local users of these
lands and ask thenr why thev value it and have that in your study.

1:-Pro did contact and got their input on. that included tbe Ottawa national lorest, tisheries and
biologists at MDNR. UP Fishcrics supervisor at MDNR, Ecosystem team leader at Hiawatba
National Forest, the campground managers at bond falls who also are tamiliar with the others
and us lorests service station manager. Admittedly, E-Pro did not talk to everybody who was out
on the impoundment on a regular basis.

1220 2006
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Piblic Mechng > Aug 2006 S

Q. Have vou had developed aon: parameters or come to am conclusions to deal witl water level
fhictuations on the reservow. specificatlyv referring the A Frain impoundment whicl I om
interested in?

Only nummally, E-Pro did look at icenses and what are the sater level regmmes that are dictated
in the Heenses. Where there was stigmilicant vartation E-Pro did note what the potential impacis
of that might be within the reahin of the studies conducted.

Q: Who put the economic informarion on raxes on the back tables? Is it open for discussion at
this mecting?

L:PPCO put the information on the back tables as an update 10 mfonmanon previously reguested
by interested parties. The discussion at this mecting 1s amned at the environmental studies. The
ceononic data witl be discussed at a Tuture mecting.

Q- Dii the sty take mito consideration species, genne and now-came. that arve present in these
imponndments in the fali-time? Migratory species?

Yes. I-Prooat the items of mterest the agencies requested meluding sitable foragimg habitat tor
diving and dipping ducks as wetl as staging habitat for sund i cranes and several other species,

O Cordd voutell us a it But about the loon popudation as their so affected by the public
fnteraction and how vow see that effecting theiv nesting and thei foedinge habits on those
waterwars i that avea? e all those areas?

E-Pro can’t retease or tatk about any specttic toons since they are a sensitive species and it s
irresponsible to put that information w these reports. That information s available from the
resourie agencies. nterms ot the nesting, it determimedif there was nesting hahitat at the
impoundments, parnicularly one ol the impoundments tocused on wias An Tram,

O Wit are vour plans or condlusions for the voose refuce ot the south end of the An Tran
reservenr? Did vou st tiis and studh what possible futiee plans voremighe have”

-Pro documented nuisance species and one of the species that we considered musanee species
m conshtntion with the agencies wis Canada goose. 14-Pre docimnented the occnrrence of geese
relative numbers bt that was the extent ot onr stidy

Comm znts
I this meeting asn 't to alk about development. pleiase don™t pnt intormation abont development
on the sk tahles unless von're coing w open it up to eversone to tatk abont.”

“Siee this has been brought up and it was m the back, the handont ahout these tax assessments
and hoa thev I go np. Fon gomg 1o have aquestion on that, Reading trom page 1ot 1 the
toHowme is an assessment of taxes collected 2005 dollars of non project Tand Boney Falls Tand
sold and to be sold by UPPCO the estimates assume the 1ots are sold and the homes constracted
and the Tots are going to take several vears without water aceess and docking rights, the estimates
will drop S0-75 pereent. Well, Fouess the first guestton m iy mmd s if the price UPPCO gets
from Niterra's drops 30-75 percent il they don™t get the docking righis.”

“Fwan od to Tollow np o an observiation about the redactrons within the docnment. Fae boen
verv involved in making conniens oa all kids of docnments imchuding government docinnen:s

LT Taan
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Public Mecling 8 Aug. 2006 6

and this type ol treatiment of the subject manner that was done. lirst we protested not revealing
site specilic location, hut there’s a lot of information that is contained withm those statements
and there should he plenty ol that that is appropriate lTor the public to know. Otherwise you know
we're restrained from having all the information we need to be ahle to comment Tully to you
folks ahout our coneerns on these impoundments and how their used. So that’s an ohscrvation, |
think you can treat it hetter and at Icast divulge some ol the information. | certainly respect your
need to keep confidential location and things hut at the same time when you put that there and
redact all that stulf out, we know the animal is present so some of the, like you wrote, ts certainly
digestihle by the public.”

1229 2(0H
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Bond FFalls Landowners
420 Pennsylvania Avenue
Ontonagon, M1 49953
{906) 884-2903
August 27,2006

UPPCO Lnvironimental Studies
¢/o Janet Wolf
PO Box 130 1loughton, M1 49931

Dcar Ms. Wolf:
Re: P-1864, P-2402

The 13ond Falls Landowners have many concerns regarding the recent assessments done on the six U.P.
Flowages affected by the UPPCO/WPS/Naterra 1.and Sales.

We have studied the assessments for Victoria, Prickett and Bond Flowages done by E-Pro Iingineering &
Environmental Consulting and have the following comments and concerns:

We question the real purpose of the study as it appears to be nothing more than an attempt to justify the
proposed campgronnd reorganization plans, the proposed residential development and pans for private
shorcline structures like PRIVATI DOCKS for the express use of the new lot owners.

When we atl purchased our propertics, we realized that we were NO'T purchasing “lakefront” or
“shorcling™ properties, and hence we have had no “exclusive rights of use” to the shoreline, as the If ERC
1.:cense dictates that it is to be managed tor the benefit of the public. Anything happening on the project
lands is supposed to “protect and enhance the scenic, recreational, and environmental values of the
project™, and be for the benefit of the publie.

Given that the stndy was conducted during such a short period of time, during only o several week period in
the late spring/ early summer, we believe it is inadequate and does not represent an accurate picture of these
flowages. At this early time in the season, many species of flora and fauna were not emcrgent at that time.
These studies certainly cannot qnalify in any sense of the Imagination as u comprehensive EIS of any kind.
Snch a short “snap-shot” cannot pessibly be complete as it does not take into account any yearly or
seasonal variations and we believe many wildlile species were over looked, missed altogether, miscounted,
and ignored .

The invasive species known as Rusty Crayfish was not cven noted in summary for Bond Falls FFlowage. As
Bond 1alls L.andowners we have documented the presence of Rusty Crayfish with the resource agencics,
and we have noted their presence at Bond for at least the last 20 years. This desiructive species is very
prominent and we question how E-Pro could overlook or discount something so obvious and important.

This make ns question what else has been overlooked, omitied, miscounted, discounted or ignored.

We question the methodology used in the study, and whether it can be actually considered “valid” as actual
“scientific data” vs. what appears to be no more than “subjective observations” from a guick boat ride and
walk around to iry and document how PUBLIC USE has been so detrimental and caused so much
“erosion” on the Rowage. Interesting that the E-Pro assessinent credits very little to the fluctuating water
levels caused by the inherent way that UPPCO/WPS manages this hydro project.

We belicve more weight shoukl have been given to the historical fact that UPPCO/WPS fluctuates the
water levels greatly and we question why the E-Pro surveys for the most part overlook and mmimize this
fact,

P-10856-000
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A visual observation of eertain sites and then a subjective assimption such s the probable canses of
erosion is not very sciertifie and tells you nothing about how many people actually use cach siie.
Interesting.y ¢nongh none of tie rotes in the survey eluded to deer or other wildlife and the pathways they
make to the water whick can also canse “compaction™ and “erosicn” or “sedimnentation” of the sites.

A nwre scientilic assessment would bave included a look at the campground log records ol the acu:ai
psage. It is our observation 1hat most campers are consciertious and cause very little impact,

Lets sce some, “real”, "acthentie™ dita, not your qualitative analysis whkich emount to nothing mere than
subjective persanal opinicus on the part of the L-Pro surveyors. With :he methadology used, there wae i
great chance things could be riissed and’or omitted with the claim thal “We weren't looking for that.” We
derrand 10 see quantitative scientific datal

Wlien we questioned the methodology used regarding “Aesthetic Values™ with UPPCO and 1:-Pro a1
PUBLIC MEETINGS, we were told that neither of you had ANY plans to actially survey or poll ¢r
question any of the *ACTUAL USLERS” of these flowages, 10 sce which atrributes they value!

Ity ou REALLY wented 10 krow wha nses and values these flowages and why, you conld have very eisily
reszarcaed your data and sirveyed campers, visitors to the State Park snd the Falls, and even visitors who
ustd the day-use area especially on busy weekends and holidiys like this past July 4, when the tlowage was
al peak use with hundreds and hnndreds of users present Tor yoir o pall. Why did yvou not do this?

1t wppears 1hat no data was used from campground logs regarding campgrotnd usage by site. This weuld
have given a mere accurity idea of who uses these campsites, which sies are the nost popikar iand whe,
anel which ones subseqne:tly zet the most use aud have the inost  acsthetic valne™ to the public.

W believe your data is flawed, incomplete and unscientific,

W believe the assessments Tor these lowages should include the envirormental impacts ol the proposed
resicential developmenss and propased plans for “nen-projeci use ol project Jands™ which does netappea:
to e compliant with the FIERC Licerse. We nrge FIERC to foree UPPCCG 0 foilow the seetion 5.4
handhook process and iniliate a new and comprehensive environnicntal impact stady that accounts for
sepsonal vanations in the flora and fauna, recreational uses. iesthet:c values and the iimpact of the propsseas
roi-project use ot project lavds.

Thank ven for tae opaoertanitv 1o comment.
Shocerely,

Linda S, Rein

Representing ever 36 Bond Fatls Aren Tandowaers

Copy @
Fitad electronicaly to the Fedes! Energy Regulatory Commission
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Fpper Pemnsula Public Access Coalition
PO Box 102
Fwen, M1 49923
WWA UPPHC.CoIn
Y06 GXX-2IX92
Auvgust 27, 2006

UPPCO Environmental Studies
o Janet Wolte

PO Box 130

[Tfonghton, M1 -1993]

e n Nis Wolte:
Re P-is6d4, P-2402

The: Upper Peninsiuta Pubhic Access Coatition is a volunteer organization that was tonmed
January 2006, 1n response to the proposcd sate oF 7300 acres of UPPCO Louds
surroundmg six Upper Penmsula flowages to Naterra Land, a development company,

Our primary concern is the impact of UPPCO s proposcd non project uses ot the projedt
s, Todate, we have gathered over FS00 signatures regquesting that the Federal Enerey
Resulatory Commission order the preparation of a new and comprehensive
cnvironmental impact study

W have read the environmental assessments for the Bond, Victora and Prickent
impoundments that were conducted by E-PRO Engimeerimg & Envirconmentat Consaluiag
anc have several concemns:

e From the obvious omissions and clericat errars, it seems clear the reports were
completed in haste. For example, the Middie Branch ol the Ontonagon River, o
premier trout streans and part of the Federally designated Wald and Sceme River
Svsten was retereed was Chterior Creek™.

o Awatertall poputar tor s reercationat and acstheue yulnes, was missed entirely b
the E-PROY ecam. When questuoned about the Enhire to document the presence of
spottedt knapweed. honeyvsickbe and rusty cravhish. non nanve imvisive speeies
known to exist ut Bond Flowage, the [-PRO representative stated 1t was because

these Specicos dre too common.

Acvording to the UPPCO document dated -H ER 06 7Scope of Serviees™. the Agencies
reqaested that EPPCO map and identity “aesthetic resources farcas to be considered o
hav e high value k™ and desertbe “why these areas huve Tigh aesthete value and whao
valaes the acsthetic resources™  Fhis was a stated objective ot the study. Yot [1-PRO
never spoke o one actual usery Bisherman, hunter, camper., paddler, bird watcher.
preacker, tourtst o wseertan fiest hand: “Who values these resources and why?”
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The assessments, completed in just a matter of days, captured only a snapshot overview
ol some of the natural features and resources of the project tands and waters of the
impoundments.

UPPCO recently sent letters to nterior Township residents speculating about increased
tax revenues to the township and county if their proposed non-project uses of project
tands are approved. This data was also distrihuted at the puhlic mectings giving the
impression these increased revenues woutd he net gains, without allowing puhlic
questions or discussion ol inercased cost of services. We believe this is inappropriate and
an attempt to mislead the publie.

UPPCO is attempting to solicit local support tor private doeks, piers and trails on the
project lands, without addressing the negative impacts of these uses on the project lands.
Not only aesthetics but fishing. waterfowl hunting, hiking, hirdwaiching, animat tracking,
camping and other forms of reereation will he impacted hy non-projeet uses of project
lands. None of this was addressed by these studies.

We helieve the assessments for these impoundments shoutd inchude the environmental
impacts of the proposed action and altematives. We urge FERC to foree UPPCO to
follow the section 5.4 handbook process and itiate a new and comprehensive
environmental impact study — one that ineorporates seasonal hahits of birds and witdlite.
recreationat uses, acsthetic vatues and the impacts of the proposed non-project use of the
projeet lands.

e Thank you tor the opportunity to comment.
Stneerely,
Nancy Warren
Upper Peninsula Puhbie Aceess Coahition

Copy o
Filed elcetronically with FERC
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Attachment 36
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NATIONEL
PARK

SERVICE

Michigan Hydro
o Relicensing Coalition

August 28, 2006

Shawn Puzen

Upper Peninsula Power Company
P.O. Box 19001

Green Bay, W1 54307-9002

RE: Resonrce agency comments on draft environmental bascline assessments for non-project
use ol project lands (FERC Project Numbers 1864, 10854, 2506, 2402, and 10836)

- Decar Mr. Pusen:

Please Tind enclosed combined comments Irom the Michigan Department ol Natural Resources.
U.S. Forest Service (Hiawatha and Ottawa National Forests), National Park Service, LS. Iish
and Wildlite Service, Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition and Keweenaw Bay Indian
Community (Resource Agencies) on the envirommental baseline assessments conducted by k-
PRO Engincering and Environmental Consulting. These stuxhes were conducted to map and
assess important natural resource features on several Federal Energy Regulatory Commisston
(FIIRC) hydroclectric basins (FERC Project Nos, 1864, 10854, 2506, 1402, and 10856).

These comments are provided by the Resource Agencics in consultation with Upper Peninsula
Power Company (UPPCO) as part ol the FERC Shoreline Management Planning process. The
overarching goal ol the agencies in this process is to assure that any non-project use oI project
lands docs not compromisc the integrity ol the licenses in place.

We have reviewed the draft studies for recreation. wildlife, loon and acsthetic resources and have
enclosed our comments on the studics for each basin. The Resource Agencies are not involved
in every project, therefore, we are providing Table 1 (attached) to clanfy which ageneies are
involved at cach basimn.



Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-10856-000

General Comments

We recommend that UPPCO not identify these studres as “*Environmental Assessments.”
Invirommental Assessment (1FA) has a specttic meaning under the National Envirommentai
Policy Act (NEPA). These assessments do not meet the requirements ot an B as defined under
NEPA. In general, an BA mcludes briet discussions of the tollowing: the need Tor the proposal.
an annysis of alternatives, environmental impacts of the alternatves, and a listing of agencics
and persons consulted. FERC will likely be completing an EA as part ol reviewing and
approving a Shoreline Management Plan (SMP). In order 1o reduce contusion regarding the
purpose of the studies by E-PRO, we suggest that the studies be referred to as “Eivironmetal
Buseline Assessments.”

The stidy results do provide an overview ol some of the resonrees of cach flowarge and
surronnding project land. This mformation has improved our nnderstanding of the location and
cxtent of important environmental features at cach basing The information, however, is limuted in
scape ex it was gathered during a briet period during May and June 2006, The rehability ot the
data cellected 1s also questionable since standard protocols, as siggested by the resouree
agencics, were not utilized tor some resources (raptors, snbstrate mapping, cte.) Other resourees,
such as old growth. hemlock, and oak stands were not identified and theretore the studies are noi
asctul nidentifying these important habitat featares. These caveats will need to be considered
as the ST s developed.

We appreaiate the opportumnty to provide these comments. v e have any gnestions abou: thes
matter, please confact any ot the signatories below at the phone nimbers provided.

Sineerely.

s Mok

Jessica Mistak

Scmor Fisheries Biologist

Michigan Departnent of Natral Resourees
(U060 Z39-1611 ext. 30K

Alovrwar €. Aladds

NOFNLG INSS

Distric: Runger

LS. Torest Service: Otawa Nanonal Forest
{O00) PSR-d33] ext 14

8 2K 2006 9:50 AN -
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-~ M\k&. LAV\ as o~

Mike Lanasa

Ecosystems Team Leader

U.S. Forest Service: Fiawatha National Forest
(906) 789-3379

Christic M. Deloria

Fish and Wildlifc Biologist

L..S. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice; Upper Peninsula Sub-Office
(906) 226-1240

Wibleom 57 il e

William Decephouse
d Michigan FHvdroe Relicensing Coalition
(906) 482-6607

B B

(Giene Mcensch

Fish and Wildlife Biologist

Keweenaw Bay Indian Community, Natural Resources Department
(906) 524-5757 ext 12

Angela M. Tomnes
Regional hydropower coordinator
National Park Service

‘e

8282006 9:50 AM
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I'nclosures

C'¢. Joun Estep

8 2R 2006 950 AN 4
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o
Combined Agency Comments
On
Environmental Baseline Studies
for
Bond Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, Boney Falls, and
AuTrain basins.
Unless otherwise noted the comments below apply to all hasins. “Agencies™ are Michigan
Department of Natural Resourees, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, U.S. Forest Scrvice (Ottawa and
Hiawatha National Forests), Michigan 11ydro Relicensing Coalition, National Park Scrvice, and
Keweenaw Bay indian Community.
Study Overview
Impoundments
e f'or many of these impoundments the reservoir target elevation or minimum clevations
varics. B3ecause of this we propose the minimim pond clevation that could he
experienced during the boating season he utilized to conservatively cstimate surface area
hd and shoreline. | . ) ) - )
Basin Name Recommended Elevation
Bond Falls 1469 9 NGVD (minimum c¢levation
_ during hoating scason) )
Victorta | 905 feet Mcan Sea l.¢vel __]
Cataract 1 1,173.5 Mcan Sea Level ,
| Boney Falls . 906.17 USGS Datum ) |
AuTrain L 772 h tocal datum
Recreation Resources
Introduction
e Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition/River Alliance of Wisconsin (MITRC:RAW) and
National Park Service should he included in the hst of agencies and NGO’s
Fxisting Recreation Facilities
¢ At the basins many informal recreation sites were identificd; most hasins had a much
higher numher of informal reereation sttes compared to formal recreation sites. Please
clarify whether UPPCO plans to keep the informal sites open for puhlic use or if these
sites will be closed.
"

R 2K72006 950 AM 5

P-10856-000
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The Recrcation Pran does not discuss any nearby formal or informat trails. These
teatures shoutd be inclided and mapped.

o {AutTwin, Boney Falls, Pricketty The Recreation Plan docs not disenss any bank fishig
sites. Fhese Teatres shoulbd be included and mapped.

s Forall of the sites a retative measure of compaction was provided. tlow wus compaction
measured or observed?!

o there are many other torms ol recreation on these flowages that do notimvolve direet use
of recreation sites identificd and inventoried. Fishing, waterfow hunting, hiking,
birdwatching, canocing kavaking, and other forms of recreation occur on and aronnd
these flowsges. Fhese activities could be impacted by non-project use of project lands.
‘The impact ol non-project use ot project kand on these recreational activities mnst be
analyzed.

e (Bond Falls) Site R-1 15 descenibed as o Formal boat launching, piemicking. camping. and
hank 1ishing sitc. There is one nearby campsite (No. 113, but no pienicking or bank
lshing tacilities are wvailuble here. Additionally, two tormal boat Liunching sites are
noted. The second site (R-183 15 histed on page 2-19 as anmtormal site, Please clarily
whether these sites are tormal or informal.

o (Bond tatls) the 15 mfonnal recreation facilities on Map 2-1 and deserption e
conlusing. For 9 ol'these sites (R-E 30 9 1001 120130 E5 and 19) you specifically
note no crosion” at the site. However, under 2.2.3 Arcas Not Condueive o
Recreational Development. vou state that “fickd erews observed eroded bunks m |2
chtterent arcas around the lake.”™ Do these 15 arcas include the recreation sttes™ Please
map these sites so that the Jocation ot the reereation sites and crosron sites are shown
together,

o (Bond Fallsy Descriptions ol the informal sites note that the <ite “appers 1o be
assoctated”™, may be associated ™, or Tis assoctated™ with a formal campsise. Thow was
the relationship hetween campsite and mformal arcas determined” T our obseryazions,
niny of the intformal sites are closely ussociated with fonmal cionpsites.

o (Prickett) The Michgan Recreational Boating Intormation System directory tavatluble
from Michigan gov dnr website) hists Prickett Dam Backwaters stie as having a parking
arca for 15 car rater nits. Please correct this intormation Tor site R-2 on page 2-5 i

ntke the necessary caleulation corrections i section 235 Lake Lise Rate on page 2-»

o A description of average recrcational nse of the camperounds, as well as purpose o1
campgronnd visit, should be mchded.

¢ Include a deserption of how the existing reercational use may be altected by proposad
non-projedt use of project kand

& 28 2006 9:50 AM (
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Addinonal Recreation Observations
o 1t sbould be noted that Micbigan Department ol Natural Resources stalt bave observed
increased use of the basins during waterfowl bunting scason (Sceptember through
November) and during deer hunting scason (October through December). This increased
use is not captured in the sbort ime frame ol visits in May and June.

o Pleasc note the days of the week and duration of visits to the impoundments.  Boating
obscrvations may have missed users wbo were out in the carly moming or evening. Also
weekend days may have more usage and may not have been captured during the study.

e A description on how proposed non-project uses of project land will impact recreation.
including hunting. shouid be included.

e A thorougb description of reereational use by anglers, bunters, and trappers should be
mcluded.

s Passive recreational use, such as mushroom and berry picking or bird watching, should
be descnibed.

Arcas not Conducive to Recreation Development,

e The use of the phrase “nawral wave action™ is misleading, since the eftects of wave
action on these tlowages is magnified by the artificial manipulation of water fevels,
whicb does not allow vegetation to become established in shoreline areas, thus making,
many arcas more pronc to erosion from wave action than they would normally be on a
natural lake.

o A discussion of site conditions not conducive 1o the development of dock structures and
marinas including shallow water arcas that {imit ingress and egress 1o the shore, wetlands,
and other sensitive arcas sbould be included. 1n addition, a map of sboreline site
conditions not conducive to the development ol dock structures or marinas sbould be
included. According to Wagner (1991)'. sbaflow arcas of akes (e.g., less than S leet) are
most tikely to exhibit negative impacts associated with boating. these impacts include
sediment re-suspension. reduced water quality, and reduced habitat for aquatic and
terrestrial species.

e (Prickett, Victoria) Please provide a detailed topographic map to help visualize the steep
bank arcas around the reservolr.

¢ (Bond Falls) For the various sites described, the causes for any crosion observed are
stated (buman nse, natural wave action, ete). This is samewbat speculative, and 1t would
be more appropriate to refer to the Bond Falls Erosion Control Plan (and subscquent
contractor report) lor information on probabie causes of crosion at cach site.

"Wagner, K. ). 1991 Assessing impacts of motorized walercraft on lakes: Issies and perceptions. Pages 77-93 i
Proceedimgs of a Nutional Corference on Enliancimg the States™ Lake Mumagement Programs., Northeastern o
Planning Commission

K2R:2006 950 AM 7
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Boatin: Carrving Capacity

o Anmportant step i deternunimg aceeptable boating densitics and desired types of water-
based recreational use is facking: developing a “desired condition™ Tor the reservoirs,
The desired condition details the sctting and type ol recreation experiences desired.
There are accepted mcthods for developing the desired condition, snch as Water
Reercation Opportunity Spectrum (WROS). WROS helps determine the niche ol'a
particular water body m the region. Without determinimg the desired condition,
caleulating possible nunnbers of boats on a water body lacks wicanmg and context. Anv
number (or range ol numbers) that s arnved at. and anv specitic watercralt type, iway or
may not fit with the desired condition. The Forest Service can provide inore informuition
onthie use o WROS Tor developimg a desired condition tor particular basins,

o L'ser perceptions ol acceptable boating density in sinular settings are nussing Irom the
disenssion {this is part of WROS process described above).

o A discussion on the type ol watereralt commonly used on the impoundiment needs 2o be
included.

o The density estimates do not ke mte account potential for imereased pubhic use of the
hasin and associated facilities over the term ol the FERC license.

e The "Recreational Resources™ map does not include constranns 1o recreational

development (e.g.. docks and marinas) such as shallow water arcas, arcas ol aquati
vegeration, and wetluands,

Usable Lake Surtace Arca
o Please clunly the elevation of "l pond™. We snggest the mimmunm pond clevanon
during the open water boating scason be utilized to provide a conservative estinute See
connnent under TStidy Overviesw: Tmpoundiments™ abosve

o (Aulraing The southern portion, or approxnnately 15, ol the basin s considered a
wildhite refuge and s closed for over 2 months o the vear. This needs to be aken quo
account when ciuleulating the uscable fake surface wrea.

Boating: Density
e Since this section s hused Largely upon Boating Carrving Capacity as determined y the

previons sechion. and sinee there are serious guestions about the methodology nsed L
estimate Boatig Carrving Capacity (see comments above). the range of boat minmlrs
arrinved at and the type ol watereralt, has no meaning or context. Agaim. a “desiec
condition”, detatling the setting and tvpes of desired recreanonal expeniences, needs to by
deternuned belore makimyg calculanons ol aceeptable hoating densities and types o2
watererali.
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e User pereeptions of acceptable boating density at the flowages, or in similar scitings are
missing from the discussion. No interviews were conducted with boaters on this tlowage
to help determine acceptahle boating densitics.

e Information on the type of watcreraft actuatly used on the impoundments should have
been provided., rather than speculating as 10 what types of hoats:motors represent the
“most hkely™ users.

e The studics relerenced (in tahle 2-1 for Bond Falls) may not he relevant to the discussion,
depending on user perceptions in those areas and their history. Using an average ol the
ligures obtained from these studics, is probably overly simplistic and not appropriate for
determinimg appropriate hoater densitics for this tlowagc.

e Please include a note in the study that the Resource Agencics and UPPCO, while team
evaluating impacts to project resources, witl need to agree in the Shorehine Management
Plan upon an aceeptable boating density standard.

e Please note that lishing hoats (and hoats usced Tor waterfow!] hunting) olten have motors
greater than 25 HP.

s (Prickett) The analysis should take into account the presence of stumps and floating snags
in this flowage, which are abundant and which are one of the major “defining
characteristics™ ol this flowage (p. 5-7). These stumps and snags are one ol the main
features that attract fishermen to the Nowage, and fishing is the donmmant recreational use
at this time (p. 5-10}%

Conclusions
e (Prickett) The presence ol stamps and floating snags, and the ways these features shape
the current recreational use of Prickett Flowage, needs to he included in the analysis,
This would togically be part of the WRQOS asscssment discussed above.

Wildlife and Aquatic Habitat
Study Ohjectives
e ‘the main objectives of the Wildlife and Aquatic FHabitat study should be ctariticd to

rellect the objectives listed in the Scope of Scrvices: 1) gather all readily obtainable,
existing information on wildlile and aquatic hahitat/species associated with the suhject
impoundments and project lands, 2) conduct Ticld work to verity the presence and
condition ol existing data, 3) map and document (on a hroad-scale) new occurrences ol
hahitat and species of interest ohserved during the ficld work eftort, and 4) usc these data
to develop natural resource constraint maps/databases for cach impoundment.

e In addition to possible nesting platforms, potential nesting sites should also he included in
the list ol study ohjectives.

o Gray wolf and gray wolf habitat should be inctuded in the hist of study items.
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Nearshore Aquatic Habita
o Fishenes assessments were either facking or were mcorrect. Information on the current
status ol the fish community should be mcluded.

e The presence and distribution of httoral fisheries habitar such as graved kenses, woody
structure, and agquatic vegetation is described in general terms within the assessments.
The assessments indhicate that habitat condhitions were documented using GiS-based licld
maps and GPS, however the data displaved within the assessments was not site specific.
Further detail of specihe habitat types with GPS mapping aspects wall be necessary if any
hahitat atteratron proposals are entertained. The data displayed within the assessments
lacks spectlicity that would altow for deternmining the impact any proposals seeking
shoreline atterations, dock construction, or woody habitat manipulation.

e (Bond Falls) Please provide amap showing the location for the photo in Figare 3-1.
o {Aulrain) Please clanty mtent of the third sentence in the Hst paragraph under 3200

Ba:d Lagle, Great Blue Heron, ind Osprey Nesting
e Include mtormanion on the tvpical altitnde above ground level ar which the helicopter
was Rown, as well as the separation between transcets.

e (Bond Falls) The information obrained (re. existence of sintable bald cagle nest irees on
the large peninsula atong the castern shore) 1s new inlormation and needs to be
constdered in reference o the new campgroand unit planned for that penmsuala.

e (Bond Fals) A dhscnssion of whether any natural xintable osprey trees currently exist in
or aroumd the lowage s nussing,

e (Pricketoy 1is unclear what erterta were used to evahuate nesting habitat potential for
graat blue heron, The Erge wetland complex at the sowzh end ol the Nowage waonld
appear to provide good habitat i general tor lierons (and herons were observed there).
var the statement 1s made (p. 3-3) that there 1s o lack of suitable natnral nesting halnta
for great blue heron.™ Terons are colonial nesters and witl nttlize a wide range of wee
species and tree sizes tor then nests (Athas of Breeding Birds of Michigan, 1991) <o 1S
unctear why there s a lack ol nesting habitat.

o (Vactoria) 10 concluded that no sintable natural nesting habitat was observed™ tor
asprevs, please detine surtahle osprey nesting habiran,

Watertow! and Sandinlf Crane

e According 1o the Michigan Audubon Socicty 7. cranes are not dependent on usnig
trachinonal bogs with sphagnum and leatherleal tor nesting and often use smadler wethands

hap s nackaigamudubon e boakerssnetnary caue i
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with a greater variety of vegetative cover types. Therefore it is not correet to conclude
that there is no crane nesting habitat on project lands around the flowage.

Although evidence of waterfowl and sandhil] erane nesting was limited during the
assessments, the large number of goslings, ducklings, and juvenile sandhill eranes
indicate that ncarby nesting locations are present.

These surveys were condueted at the wrong time of year to accurately reflect migratory
wildhte usage.

(Prickett) The very hrief period of ohservation for wildlife on this flowage (2 days in
June) must be considered when reviewing the data ohtained. For example, we have
ohserved several different species of waterfowl on Prickett flowage over the years
(including mallards, hlack ducks, wood ducks, etc.), yet the hrief visit revealed only one
waterfow] species: common merganser. We would consider the information provided i
this report ancedotal.

(AuTrain) Please elarify the intent of the last sentence of the last paragraph under 3.2.3.

Wetlands and Sigmticant Upland Hahitats

Documentation of the prominent plant species in each wetland cover type and
documentation of the hvdrological condition ot the wetlands including extent ot
inundation and general water depths is missing,.

(Bond Falls) On 3-7 it states that sandhar willow along the shoreline is typically tlooded.
providing exeellent hahitat for wildlife. This may be true in May, hut by July, this habitat
is gone, as water levels are generally much lower and tar below this vegetation.

(Bond Falls) On p. 3-9 it states that ... no other unique or significant upland habitat was
observed at Bond Falls”. “T'his is somewhat misleading, since surveys were not conducted
for some upland habitat types recommended by the agencies (stands with old growth
characteristics or stands with hemlock/white pine component).

(Prickett) The sizeahle cedar/yellow hirehshemlock wetland and the stand of mature
bemloek is an important forest component that was noted in the study. Were these arcas
identificd from a boat or ¢xamined on shore?

(Victoria} There is no discussion of Signiticant tUpland [lahitats. Were any project lands
surveyed for significant upland habitats?

Wood Turtles

(Bond Falls) There appears 1o he an error in this section; Interior Creek does not empty
into Bond Flowage, hut rather into the M. Branch of the Ontonagon River. some distance
south of the flowage. The location for the wouod turtle ohservation should presumably he
where the M. Branch flows into the imponndment.
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e (13ond Falls) We are tamilar with the area around where the M. Branch flows into the
impoundment, and the area with the most potential for wood turtle nesting 15 on the
steeper sandy banks along the cast side of this narrow bav, not the west side, as fabeled in
the tigure. The angle of slope, sparsity of vegetation, and greater exposure to the sun on
the cast side of this bav would likely be preferred by wood turtles for nesting.

e (Victoria) Please clanty whether the south or southeast fucing slopes that weredenntied
as possible wood turtle nesting habitat were checked on-the-ground for evidence ot use
by nestimg wood wirtles or just observed from a distance,

Woadlind Raptor Nesting
o 1Lis not clear what distance interval was nsed o sample for woodland raptors, and how
much of this survey was conducted while on land, versus trom a boat. Also, please
provide time of day the woodland raptor survevs were conducted.

o The scarch protocol 1o detect woodkind raptors and their nests is insufticient and poorly
umed to acenrately determine therr presence (raptor surveys should occur between Apnil
15 and 30y, Additional raptor survevs should be conducted, as wetl as surveys of raptor
nests i absence of foliage, to aceurately deterimine raptor presence.

Wild Rice Suneys and Possible Restoration
o Although grazing by Canada geese can impact wild rice beds, US. Forest Service
(LST'S) has restored wild nice beds on other water bochies within the Ottaswa Natonal
Forest where geese are relatiy ely abundant. The USES has not had to employ gecse
cxchision methods i those areas. Theretore, we suggest replacimg the word “hkelv™ wirh
Tpossible.”

Presence of Nuisance Species
e I'he conclusion that orange hawkweed is widely distribnted vet relatively imeommon 15
contusimg md needs claritication.

o Reod canary gruss i< tvpicalhy constdered a non-native invasive spectes in this area. Why

1> 1t not considered a nmsance species in this study?

e {tis notelear whether any samphing was done to detect agiatic nivasive plant specics
such as Burastan waternnlforll and curtv-leat pondsseed. These and other nnvasive plane
species could casily be nissed 1t the onhy surveys performed were obsersational. rather
than using a weedtrake or stilar deviee o sample vegetanon.

o Irasancorreci 1o rowinely clussiby Canada geese as nusinee species. Although they are
capable of beconing o nuisance 1 urban suburban settimgs. they are not considered a
nuisanee at these prajects,

(Bond Fallsy Spotted knapweed oceurs m many focattons on progect lands around Bond
Flowage. imcluding the campgronnd arcas. boat Tancdhings. ¢te Non-native honevsickle
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also occurs on project ands in the arca. Yct, there is no mention of cither of these
nuisance specics in the report.

(Bond Jalls) Rusty craylish, an invasive animal species, arc known to be very abundant
within Bond Flowage, yet there is no mention of them in the report, Was any sampling
Tor rusty crayfish, spiny water-tlea or other invasive animals conducted?

Shoreline Erosion and Steep Slopes

A discussion of the general length oF the crosion sites as welt as the potential causces 1s
NMISSINGE,

I should he mentioned that some crosion does occur naturally and this type of crosion is
of fess concern than erosion caused by project operations or usc.

A description of the scale used to deline crosion as major. minor, or moderate should be
included.

Include a description of where eroded material 1s heing deposited.

(Bond Falls) On 3-12 it states that “most of the active crosion did not appear to be a result
of wave action or ice floes™. This statement is rather speculative, with no connection 1o
data gathered during this study. It also contradicts some carhier statements (Sec. 2.2.1)
that wave action appeared to be a contributing factor in erosion ohserved at recreation

SIlCS.

Gray Wolf Consultation

We agree that wolves can be found throughout the Upper Peninsula. We would expect
that wolves periodically use the arcas around the basin for Toraging and pup rearing.
Because of this we believe that wolves should he considered in developing the SMP. As
previously discussed. the review and approvat of the SMP by FERC wilt requive scetion 7
consultation with the t.8. Fish and Wildlife Service.

(AuTrain, Boncey Falls) A discussion of the gray wolt is missing,

Other Cominents

A discussion of rare, threatened, and endangered specics 1s imssing.

It should he noted that the agencies had suggested that more detailed information should
be ohtained on vegetation within the project ands (specifically stands with old growth
characteristics, stands with mesic conifers, stands with red oak}, hut this information was
not ohtained during the study.

1t shoukd be noted that recommended agency protocol For cotlection of aquatic habitat
data. and conducting rapior surveys, was not utilized. This unfortunately makes the data
obtained of lesser quatity for assessing impacts from non-project use of lands and waters
on these resources.
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Please make a note under the list of "Other Wildhile Species Ohservations™ that this is not
an all inclusive hist. Many wialdlife and fish species commonly observed on project Tands
or waters (c.g.. Nashville warbler, Northern oriole, blackburnian warbler, song sparrow,
veery, rose-breasted grosbeak ) are missing.

o (Pnickett) The "Other Wildlife Species Observation™ list appears to be in the wrong
scction (currently in the Gray Wolt Consultation section).

e Please provide, i addition to the detatled maps. a habitat constraints map showing an
overview of the entire basin.

e Onthe "Species Observations and Habitat Components.” please color-code the specios
observations so that it 1s casier to identily important arcas for different suites of
aorganmisms, For instance bald cagle observations in one color, waterlTowl observations
another color, cte.

o (AuTrain) Trampeter swans are expanding their range and have been documented I
MDNR biologists at the AuTram Basin. MDNR staft believe that trumpeter swan nesting
potential at the basin bas inereased and will be realized witlin the next few vears,

Qualitative Assessment of Potential Impacts of Stump
Removal (Prickett Basin)

s This sechion attempts o assess environmental impacts of implementing a proposal o
remove stumps at Prickett. We suggest the environmentil eftects analysis provided m
this document is not sufficient tor NEPAL The analyvsis would need to e more
comprehenseve looking at all proposed non-project uses of project kinds and the direct.
indirect, and cumulative impacts ol these actions on all aftected resonrees,

e The month of July would be considered part of the fish spaswming or bird nesting brood
rearing scasons for several fish or bird species that usihze the snags and submerged wood.
August and carly Seprember would he considered stagmy and migration period for many

bird spectes,

Iake Surgeon
o Two possible ways that downstream sturgeon could he nipacted by imovement ot
sediment are discassad. A conclusion 1s reached that hittle or no ctlect 10 sturgeoen s ould
result if ngh water flows move sediment downstream of spawnmng beds. A maore
thorough analyses is necessary to determine the potential impacts of stump remosal on
downstream sturgeon Please provide documentation or data to vertfv ihe conelusron

o Scveril other Bish species TRelv spawn i the Sturgeon River downstream of the Prichent

basim. Annalysis of impacts of downstream sediment movement resulting trom stump
removal should address these species as well,
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Bird Nesting Hahitat
e The conclusion reached in this section. .. "Removal of the trees outside the nesting and
rearing season likely would not result in direct impacts to individuals of these threc
specics,” is misleading. Snags were heavily used hy these species for nesting and other
activities and contributed significantly to their local production. Please clanify how
removal of flooded snags outside of the nesting and rearing season will not result in
impacts to kingbirds, tree swallows, and common grackles.

hmpoundment Fisheries

e On page 3-15 it states *..it is also possthle that the flooded snags provide an excessive
amount of cover and spawning habitat. ‘This could result in an overabundance ol fish,
teading to stunted game fish populations. Removat of some tlooded snags could help o
alleviate stunting prohlems.” “the statement that the fishes of Prickett Impoundment are
stunted is inaceurate and the assumption that removing woody structure would alleviate
stunting is also inaccurate. Michigan DNR tisheries survey data from 1954 - 1999 has
clearly documented a quality sport fishery within the Prickett tmpoundment. Only one
survey effort in 1962 found bluegills that were considered stunted. Fisheries surveys
since that period have documented a healthy fishery composition with many predators
(northern pike, walleye, and largemouth hass) and Torage species (bluegill, ycHow perch.
hrack crappie, white sucker, and golden shiners). Data from a May 1999 survey
documented a mean growth index Tor watleye to be +2.4 inches above State average.
The report’s speculation that removal of Nooded snags could alleviate stunting ts
unsuhstantiated hy fact. A literature review hus Tailed to Find scientilic studies that
support removal of woody debris to enhanee fish populations. We rccommend this
paragraph he removed trom the hinal report.

e I addition to providing cover for bait fish, Nooded snags provide a suhstrate for aquatic
invertehrates. Invertehrates are a major ceosystem component and source of food for fish
and other animals. Because of the large amount of flooded wood in Prickett basing, the
contribution ot this wood to the total availahle habitat for invertehrates 1s significant.

The potentiat eftect of renoving this wood on the agqualic ccosystem is not adequately
analyzed in tlus document.

e Please detine “dri-ki.”

e We suggest re-wording the concluding statement to: “Removal of flooded snags would
eliminate a significant souree of fish habitat from the impoundment.”

Common Loons (Victoria, Bond, Au Train, Prickett)
e W agree that “human disturhance is well known to affect loon nesting and productivity”
(p. 4.2). which is why the agencies included “shoreline arcas with minimal road access™
within our definition of potential loon nesting hahitat. Despite this, there was no attempt
made during this study to map and describe shoreline areas with limited road access.
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which would have provided additional valimable mformation with which 1o assess loon
habitat smitabrhty.,

e the short time frame of the surveys (12 day in somce imstinces) is inadequate to eyvaluate
loon use of the flowagyes,

o (AuTram) In general we would like to pomt out the high amonnt of Toon activity on the
hasin. We recommend that LPPCO pursuc an amendment to the AnTrain FERC lieense
for the protection and enhancement ot the common Toon population,

Methodology
e Inaddition to possible nesting platforms, potential nesting sites shonld also be included in
the list of study objectives.

» Accordmg to the Scope of Services, acrral reconnmssance was to oceur in May. Please
explam how only conducting a boat survey in md-June may have impacted the results.

o Lxplon how conducting foon snrveys m mid-June could have nnpacted the results. The
optimal tme for loon survey is the last two weeks of Mav and carly Jime.

Presence of Loons
s {Bond talls) The month of Interior Creck (p. 3-4) shonld be the mouth of the M. Branch
Outonagon River.

s (Bond Falls) It is possible that other adult Toons observed during the stady had attenpied
1o nest betore the surveyors swere there, and faifed for one or more (unknowny reasons.
Also, the FERC ficense includes conditions which shonld enhance potential for loon
nesting over time; this would need to be considered i any environmental assessiment tha
analyzes the potential impact of non-project nse of project kids and waters on loons.
This s supported by the statement on 4-50 1t toons) are resident. and are using speaitic
terrntortes. then protection of these arcas many encourage their sneeess™

Famitme Factors
o A discusson ol water Tevels maintaimed by UPPCO durmg the time of foon nesting
would he beneticial in determiming potentiad snevess,

s (Bond Falls)y The statement .t was determimed that there are no Hmiting factors
which attect foons™ nse ot the impoundment for uesting™ 15 not supportable. considering
the very limited scope and duration of the stndy . A wide variets of fiactors such s
reservorr water fevel lnctmation, buman disturbance. torage quahty and gnantity, ¢ .
could have eamiy cone into play as fiactors limtmg loons™ nse of the impouadment, bt
these wonld have not heen detected ona visit 1o the Howage of onc day,

o (Victorias Bond Fadlsc Aw Traim, Prickett, y The assumption that loons cannet be assumid

to breed or will do so in the toture because only 3074 of thie nghly suitble reedivge Lrkes
are cnrrentdy bemng used in the northern two-thirds o the Stae 1= flvwved tor two reasons.
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1) The assumption could just as easily be made that loons can he assumed o nest at these
flowages now or in the Tuture; and 2) The use of the reference is misleading since the
term “northern two-thirds of the State™ relers to the northern Lower Peninsula and not the
Upper Peninsula. The actual point ol the reference is that too Tew loons exist in the NLP
to utilize all available hahitats. We suggest that this entire discussion be removed from
the documents.

e (Prickett, Victoria) A Scechi Disk incasurement of 1.85 m (6.07 1) is noted as not heing
optimal for loons and approaches the point at which foraging is hindered. Please provide
literature supporting this statement. USFS experience on the Ottawa National Forest is
that water clarity in this region is rarely a limiting Tactor lor loon foraging. it the lake has
an adequate forage hase.

e (Victoria) It is speculative to conclude that water level changes in the flowage are
“somcwhat moot™ in their effects on loons. A thorough, comprehensive study would he
needed to support such a conclusion.

Conclusions
e Conglusions reached alter short duration ficld ohservations, such as turbidity heing a
limiting factor for loon foraging, water level fluctuations not impacting loon nesting. or
even the presence or ahsence ol hreeding pairs during the entire breeding season, are
speeulative. Concluding statements in the study should identify the relative uncertainty
of the data and that more thorough investigations are neeessary to fully understand loon
use or possible use of a basin.

¢ Include inlormation on prior loon nesting from the Michigan Natural Features Inventory
and the Michigan l.oon Preservation Association.

e (Bond Falls, Aulrain) We agree with the conclusions ol the assessment to continue
ohscervations and study of the common loons at Bond falls and Au'train hasins. These
studies will allow for protection of preferred hahitat, identilication of any limiting factors,
and form 1he basis for recommending any enhaneement measures necessary Lo insure
future nesting suceess.

Aesthetic Resources

¢ Although the surveyors did talk with some land managers in the arca regarding which
attrihutes are considered to be visually special, it does not appear that any such interviews
were conducted with typical users of these Nowages and adjacent projeet Tands (hoaters.
fishermen, hikers, birdwatchers, picnickers, hunters, ete.). This would be valuahle
information to include (see below). These interviews should include questions related to
the current status of the project as well as the proposed development.
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Methodology
o Londer the first bullerin Task 1, please deseribe what “other relevant places™ wore
reviewed tor information on scenic lake assessments.

Criteria
e The scoring entena for Relatve Rehiet are not meanmgtul tor this arca, owing to the
relatively low relief of the Jakes being studied. We recommend changing the scale 1o
more appropriately retlect the arcas baing assessed. Also, this factor should be given Tess
weight in the scoring iable.

e |n general. the scoring svstem used to develop total acsthetic quality scores for the
difterent sub-nnits 1s Mawed. By breakig most enteria down into various sub-
components, and rating cach of them separately, much more weight 1s given to some sub-
components than they warrant, especially with regard to lakes i this region ol the
country. tor example, physical featires are broken down into six sub-components, cach
af whichis rated with a score of from 0-15. Reliefl Vegetation Diversity, and Special
Features are also cach broken doswn into three sub-components, and each given a score.
By contrast, Pegree of Natirralisin, which was the lake characteristic most valued by
every manager interviewed (po S-4)0 s weighted the same as any of the 15 sub-
components above, gaiving i1 very hittle importanee overall, Theretore, the total acsihernie
gquality scores tor cach sub-unit in Fable 5-2 are very misleading. smee they give much
more emphasis to physical features, rehel and other qualines than they do o Degres of
Naturalism. We helieve 1har the scoring system should be revamped to give the
appropriate weighting to lake attributes that are the most or least important i thes regron
(tor example: Degree of Naturalism may be most important, and Reliet may he leas:
important). Interviews wath actual users of the owages (in addition to the managers
already interviewed) should be done first to help gather mtormation upon which to hase
this revised wewghung of the eriteria

o the scormg enitenia for Natural Cluracter does not include 0. although this number was
used i Tuble 5-2

o Please explamn how the mdividual resouree management protessionals were selected o
provide mput on valued quatities when considering inland lakes.

o (Pricketty An attribute that may deserve greater weighting at Prickett are the tlooded
snags (which are i snb-component within the Special FFeatures category). This wor Id b
supported by a statenent on p. 327 that “{looded snags and submerged stimps - arz one

af the detinmg characiensties™ of Prickett impoundment

Overall Visual Character and Setting
e Please clanty where Lake Gogebie, Mountan Lake, and Lake of the Clouds are locased

o Please clanfy what 15 meant by “drisv-down regimen.”
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e (Aulrain) The last sentence ol the sceond paragrapb (under 5.2) sbould be correeted to

e
read “is managed by the Michigan Department of Natural Resources as a wildlile
rcluge.”
Types and Numbers of Users
e This section is missing inTormation on the types and numbers of public users at the
basins; rather. it only includes the types of reercational use available. According to the
Scope of Services, the assessment should include information on wbo uses the project
and why they value it
e {Bond Ialls) Please include a eitation for the following portion ol tbe last sentence wbich
refers to the waterfall(s): “most who come to see tbem don’t stay for other activitics.”
e (Boney Falls) Clarily the meaning of “the otber side™ under 4.3.1.
User Expectations
e This section should include actual expectations of individuals who use the project, rather
than expectations of general recreationists. We suggest that this information tben be used
to identify the objectives to be attained for the acsthetic resources ol the project lands
surrounding each tflowage.
e (Prickett) Please correct the intormation to indicate that 13 car/trailer units are provided
at the public acceess site.
e .
lighest Vatue Arcas
e Include the highest possible score in the discussion.
e Map S-1is very hard to understand. We recommend removing the colors as they appear
10 be a reference o individual scores in cach sub-unit. These scores are presented m
table 3-2.
Public Viewpoints
e Since a primary use of these impoundments is by boaters and lisbermen, and since ... "all
parts of the lake are visually sensitive to people who are boating, inlormally camping, or
using sborcland arcas™ (p. 5-18), this scction on publie viewpoints provides little value to
the aesthetics assessment.
“—
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P ol Common Coast Research & Consenation
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28 Auguost. 2006

Shawn Puzen

LPPCO

PO Bax 19001

Grreen Bav, W1 54307-9002

Dear Mr. Puzen:

W appreciate the apportunity o provide comments on the dralt Assessiment of the Recreanion,
Wildhle, Loon, Aesthetic, Resources for Victoria (FERC Project # 1864). Bond (FERC Project =
1264y, Ao Train (FERC Project #108320), and Prickett (FERC Project 5 2402 Impoundmeis,
Our orgamzation, Common Coast Rescarch and Conservation, is a non-profit company dedicated
to the <tudy and protection ol common {oons throughout Michigan's Upper Pemimsuta. Our
hologisis wark closely with public agencies, corporanions, and the privite sector inan cftort o
increass understanding of this State-threatened species. Our experience with loons spans over
fifteen vears, and includes the monitorimg ol color-marked individuals at three principal sites m
Michigan™s Upper Pemnsula: Seney Natronal Wildlite Reluge, Ottavwa National Forest, ard 1sle
Rovale Natonal Park. We oller our expertise to vou as UPPCO evaluates and implemient«

mueasnies te enhance loon usage ol its Upper Peninsula reservoirs

We are pleasad that vonr consnltants found sutable nesting habitat onall of the sursev ad
reservears, and observed loons (ineluding a breeding pair on Bond Fallsy oo all impoundmenis
save for Prckett. Inogeneral, we agree wath the hist ol foon nesthing vequirements provided o the
dratt assessment, but recommend that vou add mercury exposure as i potential linnting Lactor
Elevatod Tevels of this ighlv-toxie heavy inetal have been documented i loons trom the reeion,
andd har ¢ been shiown to be stemiticint v imitnenced by the tvpe of fluctuatme water Tescls
commin o managed impoundnients.

One proniment aspeet of the assessmient with which swe do not aaree s the emphasis placed ppon
turbidity as s limrting factor tor foon usage on the reservorrs whore terrtorial loons were ne:
documented (Victoria and Prickett). We leel that the reterences provided i the report do aor
snpport the conclusions of the consnltant m thrs regard. and should therelore be reconsiderad i
the report turbidity s relerenced onder “Water Qualitn ™ in the Tellowing nianier:
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"Loons are visual hunters; therclore, clear water is crucial for etficient
foraging. A Michigan study (CGostomski and Evers 1998) documented that ime
spent for foraging adults in turhid water was significantly greater than

in clear water. Barr (1996) documented that secchi disk readings of 1.5m

or less alter loon foraging behavior. A study of total suspended solids in

Sency National Wildlite Refuge, Michigan, documented a preference by
breeding loon pairs for lakes that have less than 28 Nepbcelometrie

Turbidity Units {(NTU). while lakes over that level were not used for

nesting purposes (Evers 2004)."

The Evers 2004 paper cited ahove employed unpuhlished data Irom a study of water
quality parameters at Scney National Wildlife Refuge (EJ. Collier 2003). The wrhidity
“threshold™ provided as a limit to loon nesting in this study was based upon a sample of
only three unoccupied refuge pools (“lakes™) during a single hreeding season (1995). 1t
should also he noted that these three pools provided the highest turhidity values recorded
on the refuge during an ¢nsuing cight-year sampling period. Owing to tbis extremely
limited sample size, and to the subsequently lower turhidity values which have not
altowed for further assessment, we do not helieve that the cited reference lends valid
support to the report’s argument concerning possihle complications trom excess turbidity.

Citing another Michigan study (Gostomski and Evers 1998), the excerpted paragraph
states that “time spent for foraging adults in wrbid water was significantly [emaphsis

ad added] greater than in clear water”. We do not agree with this interpretation. Gostomski
and Evers themnselves state in their paper that time-hudget comparisons hetween 1sle
Royale (¢lear watcer) and Seney (turhid water) loons “could only he speculative™ hecausce
of diffcrences in sample sizes which precluded statistical comparisons. Furthernmore, the
authors provide no actual data on water quality (Sency pools are described as ~uencrally
stained due to the imputs of tannins™), and merely speeulate that the possihle ditferences
in foraging rates between the sites may originate from visihle difterences in water clanty
and prey base.

‘Ihe tinal reference within the report pertaining to turhidity  Barr (1986) - docs provide
data in support of a visibility-related parameter operating as a potential limiting factor tor
loon occupancy: Lakes with Secchi disc water clarity of less than 1.5 meters had lower
occupancy levels (31-35%) than their more transparent counterparts (78-93%). While
Victoria's clarity (0.9 m) falls helow this tbreshold. Prickett’s value (1.85m) does not; the
report’s contention that the latter is approaching “the point at which toraging is hindered”
therefore seems both accurate (Barr’s limit refers to occupancy, not toraging capacity)
and unjustifiahly alarmist. Additionally. in the same paper Barr found an association
hetween fluctuating high water levels and inereased wrhidity. In view of tbis finding we
disagree with the conclusion in the assessinent report that “given the degree of turhidity
ohserved on Victoria, and the resultant extreme likelihood that loons will not nest here,
water level regimes and their potential effects on nesting loons are somewhat moot.”
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In 1ght of these revelations, we suggest that LPPCO’s consultants establish a tar more
robust and delensible assemblage of peer-reviewed studies belore melnding turbidity as o
possible mitigating factor tor loon occupancy on reservoirs such as Vactoria and Prickett.
We would also suggest mcluding a discussion ot how turbidity levels might be expected
to change m response to the updated water management regulations contained within the

new license agreement.

Bevond the report’s treatment ol water clarity, we also were given pause by this repeated
quotation in support of the hikehhood that there may not be enough loons to occupy
reservoirs in Michigan: “The Michigan DNR states that only 50 percent of *highly
suiable” breeding lukes ¢for common loons) are currentdy heing used inthe northern 2 3
ot the State of Michigan (Michigan DNR, 2006)7. As this reterence derives from a state
wehsite that provides only genceraf information on loons — with no attached data on
specific regional populations. nor any detinition ol what constitutes a “highhy suitable”
breeding lake it seems inappropriate to the standards of a technical report. The
Michigan DNR’s own T.oon Recovery Plan (1992) highlighted the dramatic disparity i1
occupaney rates between ditferent regions of northern Michigan. and identified the
westemn L pper Peninsida (where three of the tour surveved reservores reside) as an arca
of comparatively high loon densities. Our own extensive sirvey work throughout the
Ottawa National torest sugeests that occupaney rates on lakes and reservoirs with viable
nestng habitat runs far higher than 50%: we would recommiend that UPPCO consultan:s
access the Ottawa National Forest’s loon occupancy database in GIES format  which was
devcloped in partnership with Common Coast Rescarchi & Conservanon 1o determine
mos¢ aecurately ocenpancy rates m the arcas surrounding the Bonds Falls, Victona ad
Prickett impoundments

We hope that you find these mitial connmaents uselul

Sinwerely

Josph Kaplan
Dusctor
Common Coast Rescarclhy & Conservation

Cc -
FERC
LS WS
LSS
MITNR
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-----Original Message-----

From: tishingal@cbarter.net [mailto:lishingata-cbarter.net|
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2006 1:11 AM

To: Wolle, Janet

Subject: Bond Flowage Land Sale

Dear Ms. Wolle,

The environmental assessments regarding the Bond & Victoria Flowage sales leave much
to be desired. This is far too important & valuable a habitat & natural resource to fail to
do a complete & comprebensive impact study. The argument tbat there are no
development plans at this time doesn't scem too vahid. considering that Naterra l.and Co.
bas unveiled plans to do just that, 424 lots at Bond Falls, witb 35 individual piers & 40
multi-slip piers. 1 lve on one of the Madison lakes, & 1 get a very sick tecting when |
imagine that happening to a pristine, unspoiled tlowage like the Bond. There sbould be
NO piers, NO lights. & very lite impact on this arca. The people who purchase property
on these bodies of water should understand what is at stake. & sbould be the type of
people who will be bappy to beach their small boats as the campers do. These waters are
not suitable for large, noisy, polluting watercraft, & that sbould not be permitted nor
expected. This area can be developed, yes, but it MUST be done responsibly & correctly
with as little disturbance & human impact as possible. Thank you for your attention. 1.
Borcherding MceFarland, WIL
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----- Onginal Message-----

From: scott hickman [mailto:suboscinei hotmail.com}
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2006 11:01 AM

To: Puzen, Shawn

Cc: christic delonia@2fws.gov; travishbiwmichigan.gov
Subject: CCBasin

1 all,

I've been continuing to track shorebird migration through Alger County and have found
that Cleveland ClLiffs Basin continues to support far more shorebirds than any other site.
The high counts of cach species encountered last week are listed below for your records.
The visit on August 22nd was made with Skye Hass. I'm afraid that F didn't pay much
attention to watertowl, but include a couple of specics which | did note. "Hope you are
all enjoying a fine end to your summer.  Scott

High counts for the basin (Aug 20 - 27) include:

Wood Duck - over 50 August 26
Blue-winged Teal - Stayed at about the sume as on 22nd, 2007 more? Well over 300
"sandpipers” (plovers, tringines, & calidridines) on the 20th Black-betlied Plover - T Aug
22 Semipalmated Plover - over 60 Aug 20 Killdeer - over 30 Aug 25 Spotted Sandpiper -
over 2 on the 20 Solitary Sandpiper - over 10 Aug 20, 22 Greater Yellowlegs - 2 on Ang
20 Lesser Yellowlegs - 26 Aug 27 Semipalmated Sandpiper - over 60 Aug 20 Least

haad Sandpiper - over 100 Aug 20 Baird's Sandpiper - 5 Aug, 22 Pectoral Sindpiper - over 70
Aug 22, more, but not counted Aug 20 Buff-breasted Sandpiper - 2 Aug 22 (plus one
same day AuTrain) Wilson's Snipe - 6 Aug 27 Caspian Tem - 8 Aug 22 Trumpeter Swan
-3 Aug 22 & 27

Other than that, 1 N. 1arrier on the 27th as well as Peregnine Faleon
(1) on the 26th and 27th.
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=~ Douglas R. Comett
P.O. Box 122
Marquctte, M1 49855
douganorthwoodswitd.org
ph. 906-226-6649
August 28, 2006
UPPCO Environmentalt Studics
¢/o Janet Wolfe
POy Box 130
Houghton, M} 49931
Dear Ms Wolle:
| ain writing as an alternative committee memher representing the Upper Peninsuta
Puhlic Access Coalition for the castern UP group. | have reviewed the environmental
studies for all 6 flowages under review. 1 .am particularly concerned that only a few days
ol lickd studies have heen conducted lor cach area. As a hiologist | have reviewed many
cnvironmental assessments and impact statements and helieve the work done so far by k-
PRO is too limited in scope to properly assess the resources that could be impacted by
development of the shorehine that Naterra plans for project lands and waters.

o By limiting the studies to projeet fands, the likely effects, and comulative elfects. of

developmient of non-project lands is not being taken into consideration. Naterra is
planning to, and perhaps have even started. togging and road-building. Considering the
fact that huikding dozens of miles of roads at cach project, and logging most
merchantahle timher (this is the modus operandi of Naterra of all their other
developments in the UP and northern Wisconsin) will affeet project fands and the waters
contained in these impoundments. These actions can cause tong-term deleterious effects
tor decades to come, alfeeting hoth project and non-project fands.

By trying to limit the scope of comments Lo just project tands is ludicrous considering all
the resources that can polentially he impacted. Raptors that might be Tound in the project
arca, espectally sensitive speeics like the Northem Goshawk and Red-shouldered Hawk,
would likely have nesting hahitat outside the project arca and move back and forth
hetween project and non-project land. How can 1hese resources be assessed properly
without looking at hoth land categories?

The assessments, hastity completed in just a matter of days, captured only a snapshot
overview of some of the natural features and resources of the project fands and waters of
the impoundments.  Many speeies require much more time just to focate. As mentioned
ahove. Northern Goshawk can require many hours to 1ind, if proper rescarch protocol i1s
observed. E-PRO said they did their raptor surveys using a helicopter. How can
meaninglul data be ohtained when such a disturbing method is employed? Raptors are
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cspectally sensitive to disturbance. | am unaware ol any good data bemyg obtamed
through such an intrusive method. With that in mind. [ request that BE-PROY provide pecr-
reviewed rescarch that substantiates this methad ol dhata cotlecuon,

Adiitionally, E-PRO chose to redact entire sections of the reports, crting that sensitive
species” formation nught he revealed to those secking to cotleet or harm i other ways
rare, sensitive and endangered species. While Tunderstand that site-specihic intormation
15 1ot good to release, there stilh s the need 1o present information that can assure the
public that sensitive species are being proteeted. -PROY S treatment of this was
completely unprofessiomal and might lead the pnbhc to beliove that there 1s something to
hide.

UPPCO recently released information speculating mereased tax revenues to townships if
vour proposed non-project uses of project lands are approved. This data was also

dis mibuted at the public mectings giving the impression these icreased revenues woul.|
be et gains. However, vou failed to alow anv publie questions or discussion of
mercased cost of services. This is unethical and inappropriate, considering the studies
vorr comnmssioned might influence the scale of development and result i a reduction in
the number of lots the developer can buikd o Flus nught also lead one to believe that
vouare fitting vour studies into a pre-determined framework that has no flexibility 1w Fe
altered.

[ helicye vou should be consulting with the Federal FEnergy Regulatory Conmmission aned
wo K to prepare a new and comprehensive environmental nnpact studv that will consider
ALL resources.

Fhank you tor the opportunity to commens.

Sieerely.

Danglas R Comeu
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----- Ongmal Message-----

From: Steve and Nancy fmaibtorasiminaig cecorsp.eon|

Seni: Monday, Angust 28, 2006 843 PM

To Wolfe, Janet

(e magahersalasiefere fodins; asiminaa ecotsp.com

Suhject: PUBLIC COMMENT ON "ASSESSMENTY REPORTS FORUPPCO-
OPERATED FLOWAGES.

August 28, 2006

LPPCO Environmental Stuadies
¢ o Limet Wolle

10 Box 130

Hloughton ME 49931
Twoleddwpsr.com

PUBLIC COMMENT ON “ASSESSMENT OF FHE RECREATION, WHLDLIFE.
LOON, AND AESTHETIC RESOURCES” REPORTS FOR BOND FALLS AND
VICTOREA {(FERC Project 11864), BONEY FALLS (P2R06), CATARACT (P10OKS 4,
AL TRAIN (PHOBS6). AND PRICKEFTT (P2402) FEOWAGES.

Dear lanet Wolte,

1 would like to comment on the Upper Penimsula Power Company - WPS Resonrees
ervironmental assessment reports for the above 6 Howages, alb ot which are operated 14
UPPCO and regulated by FERC. As most of my experience has to do with floristic
surveys (mehiding rare plant surveys) Fwitb primanly comment on the "Wildhte and
Agaatic Flabitat" scetion (Section 3) of cach report,

Untortmmately Fmnst say that Fhave read a sigmticint namber ot environmental
assassmients by both public agencies and private consnltants over the years, and that these
cockic-cutter reports for UPPCO are probahly the most superfteial and poorly done ot alt
ot then. Indeed they use a signiticant portion of ther meager “results” sections to reper:
the presence of sand, rock outerops, conrse woody debris (old

logs) and other teatures that all flowages would be expected to have: They make arbitrarn
shinements amd draw baseless conclusions with ittle or no data to back them up. And
perhaps most importantly, they don't adeqnately address the potental impacis than the
planned massive residential developments wilk have on the aatural, recreational, imd
acstheuie yuatines of these flowages.

The assessment reports all state that wetlund types were classitied i accordinee with
“Cowardin etal. (F379)" This source is not included m the references for any of the
reports, however, Fhus it becomes ditticult tor interesied readers withont aceess to
nniversity library to rrack down this sonree. or to ascertain whether the iethodology -
appropriate for classifyine the wetknds Fonnd around these flowages.
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‘the reports all purport to have included adequate surveys for rare plants and animals on
these flowages. The most widely accepted method for assessing the floristic quality ol'a
site is 1o conduet surveys 3 times during the growing scason - in carly spring (typically
May) to find spring ephemerals and carly-flowering plants, in midsummer (July) for
certain sedges and other plants flowering at that time, and in late summer (late August-
Septemher) to Tind late-flowering plants including many aster family species. When ume
or resources are limited, organizations somctimes eut corners hy having an carly survey
{May or

June) and a late survey (August-Sceptemher). Unfortunately UPPCO's consultants have
taken this corners-cutting process o a new low, by surveying cach arca only once - Irom
June 15-19 for Bond Falls (p. 3-2), June 22-23 lor Victoria Flowage, 6 days hetween May
26 and June 22 Tor Prickett, cte. These visits were too carly in the scason to reliably
detect rare aquatic plants such as Vasey's pondweed (Potamogeton vaseyi) and Farwell's
water milloil (Myriophyllum larwellii), both listed as Michigan "threatened”). They are
also 100 carly to he elfective in finding major invasives such as Eurasian water milfoil
(Myriophyllum

spicatum) and purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), all oI’ which generally much casier
to Iind later in the year. Furthermore, the plant inventory lists (for example, "Vallisneria,
Potamogeton, Polygonum, Najas, Ceratophyllum, Utricutania, Elodea, and native
Myriophyllum" Tor Bond Falls, p. 3-3) could apply to ncarly every lake over I acre in
size in the UP. Similarly the Prickett report (p 3-4) lists "Potamogeton, Elodea, native
Myriophyllum, Vallisneria, and Polygonum”, the Victoria report (p 3-3) list
("Potamogeton, Elodea, native Myriophyllum, and

- Polygonuni.”) and so on. [Apparently the consultants were not interested in emergent or
shoreline vegetation at all, such as that appearing in abundance in their photo of "SAV™
(suhmergent aquatic vegetation) on page 3-5 ol'their Bond Falls report, page 3-4 of the
Victoria report, cte.] These lists are ridiculously inadequate Tor deserihing the aguatie
plant communitics ol each of these Nowages.

Several ol the reports have entire scetions hlacked out. Most environmental assessments
al least let the public know what rare species may have been searched for and whether
any were found, hlacking out only locationally-related inlormation. But the GPPCO
reports black out cssentially all the information they might have on rare species n these
Nowages (but sce discussion on the merlin below), giving the public no way 1o judge
whether rare specics were Tound and what impacts UPPCO's and Naterra's development
plans may have on these species.

Naterra's plans to place numerous homes around these flowages (474 housces around
Bond Falls Flowage alone, as 1 understand it) will likely lead to significant cutrophication
of these reservoirs duc to ingreased erosion Itom paths and shoreline use, as well as
removal ol natural vegcetation, installation and fertilization ol lawns within the
watersheds, and leaking septic tanks within their respective watersheds. This degradation
of water quality in turn can he expected to lead to a decrease in diversity of native plants
and animals in the flowages.
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The reports clamm to assess the presence and impacts of “nuisanee™ species, bat never
detines what these specics are, In fact the “nuisance specices” found in cach tlowage
seems to be arbitrarily chosen. For example, on P 3-12: of the Bond 1-alls report, they
umiiaterally declare reed canarygrass (Pbalarts arundimacea) i non-invasive speeies:
“Arthough not considered a nuisance plant species for purposes of this study. reed canary
grass was widespread and common along the sborehines and within most of the wethunds
of the Bond Falls wnpoundment.” This highly aggressive invader of natural wethnds and
other habrtats 1s not native to the Great Lakes region, and s considered a major mvasive
by cvery state and federal agency m the region,

The use of a helicopter 1o conduct acrial surveys for nesting and non-nesting bald cagles,
ospreys. and great blue herons and the presence of potential nesting sites seems hike
quuestionable practice to me. Whike this method may have certain advantages i terms off
expediency, 1t has the potential to be highly disrnptive to these birds precisely durmg the
time that the are nesting, when they are most sensitive to disturbance. The public s
frequently reminded (and rightly so) by the Michigan DNR and otbers of the risks
mvolved m disturbing these birds at therr nests, yet the consultants had no quahins abouwt
flving over their nests and perchmg and Toraging sttes wath hehicopters at this e,
BBevond a hist of bird species that happened to be encounterered during their briet snrveys
(which, by the way, included nothing on use of these arcas by nugrating birds) and some
simple and obvious textbook statements about the favored habitats of a few of them, hintle
usefid quantitative mformation about the importance of habnats arvound these Nowages 1o
these birds is given.

In the Bond Falls report (page 3-F). the consitltants mention the presence of merling
{Falco columbarius) near the Howage. they even give the locations ot these sightings, on
ma P-3-5. The saine is true for the Victona report, where a merlin "acting aggressiveh”
{an indrcation that the consultants were near 11s nest) s mentioned on page 3-8 with the
location plotted on map P-3-40 A smular encounter with an aggressive merhin s

me tioned m the Catavact report {page 3-6 and maps 2-3-3 and P-3-4) Despite the
corsulnt's purported concern abor endangered species on these flowages, they seem
unaware that the merlin s listed as "threatened™ m Machigan (MNIT 1909),

The poor quality ol these assessments must be obvious 1o even the most casual reader
the Bond 1alls repart oven stntes that (page 3-3) "Bond Falls iscorelanively lirge
mnpoundment with extensive open-water arcas and associated wind fetehes, A< result,
the majonty of nearshore aguatie habitat at A Tram generally consisted of coarse sands.
Sardy arcas were nbiquitous throughout the impoundment.” And on page 3-7 of the sanwe
report: "INo sandbill cranes or suitable sandInbl crane nesting habitat arcas wore obsernvaed
at Bond Falls_ In the Upper Pennsuka sandhill Cranes nest most commonhy i sphagniam
bors (Tacha ctal, 1992), o habitat that 1s not present at An Train Basin” This sort ot
carclessness indicates that the consultants did not v 1o thoroughby desernibe the imigne
tearures and environmenial characteristics ot cach flowage. but simphy used a holerplate.
il in-the-blank Torm. not cven bothering at times to change the name of the Howawe
supposedly being assessed.
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Whetlier the consultants doing these "assessments” were unlamiliar with the geography
2 ECOLTIP

and natural habitats of the arca, were not given enough time to do the needed surveys, or
were simply incompetent (or some combination of all three}, these reports are wholly
inadequate Tor assessing the impacts of the large-scale residential developments planned
Tor these flowages. They arc an insult to local residents and others who care about these
arcas and should he thrown out, and full Environmental Impact Statements done lor cach
ol these arcas hy a qualified and impartial organization.
Thank you for considering my comments.
Steve Garske
PO Box 4
Marenisco, Ml
49947-0004
asiminal@iccoisp.com
Ce¢: Magalic Roman Salas, Sceretary

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

(1Hard copy also sent USPS)
References consulted include:
[MNE1] Michigan Natural Features Inventory. 1999. Michigan's Special Animals.
hitp:-wehdansue. myu.edu mntidata animal_list.pdf (August 2006).

4

[IF'ERC] Federal ncrgy Regulatory Commission. December 2001, Dratt Environmental
Impact Statement for Hydropower Licensing. Bond Falls Project. FERC Projeet No.
| 864-005.
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PLBLIC COMMENTS FROM TROUT CREEK
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August 7" Trout Creek Pubic Meeting

"Onee again, UPPCO shows total disregard for the people of the U, Your ohjective in
the acsthetie value of the impoundment was "why these arcas have high aesthetic value
and who values them and why," yet the only people you ask ahout this was a couple ol
park rangers and two campers. Your total failure to contact any local people on this
subjeet conlirms my thoughts on your extreme greed. 111 were you I'd leave the U.P. out
of your name. Maybe Wis. Power Company would he better” - Bruce Crossing, M1,

"The land (3ond) has been with us Tor 50+ years. The people that choose to recreate also
understand this. Those that purchased property on Bond should have known this, Good
joh on Enviro Studies. Project should proceed!” - Trout Creck, M1

"Acsthetics - Most important item is the protection of the wild appearance of the
shoreline and picrs will detract from that wild appearances. Study should melude the
aesthetics related to water quality, Clean water exists today hut proposed use hikely will
reduce water quality.” - Watersimeet, MI.

"It is not appropriate to use acres per boat hecause much of the reservoir surlace has
suhmerged stumps which makes many acres unsuited to hoats - remove stumpage acres
Irom calcutations. Wildlile studies need to account for future changes in the old growth
hutfer and project lands - will he different 100 years Trom now.” - Watersmeet, M1
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WERBSITE ADDITION AU TRAIN TOWNSHIP SCENARIO



AUTRAIN TOWNSHIP
$48,457,500 (Fair Market Value) x 50% = $24,228,750 (Taxable Value)

Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#:

subject to change.

s 229 |l0ts

= Water Access
=  Docking rights

Assumptions

= Average Lot Price - $91,600
= Average Home Cost - $120,000

Since no final development plan has been created, lot numbers, sizes, prices, etc. are

Without water access and docking rights, the estimates will likely drop by 50-75%, and the

development will likely take much longer to complete.

P-10856-000

[

The following is an estimate of taxes to be collected (in 2005 dollars) on the non-project AuTrain
land sold and to be sold by UPPCO. The estimate assumes that all the lots are sold and homes
are constructed on the lots, which may take several years. It also assumes water access.

Summer Taxes

| _Description Millage ~_Amount Used For

State Education Tax 6.0000 $ 14537250 ;

| County Operate 1.7503 $ 4240758 '
TOTAL $ 187,780.08 I
_ __Winter Taxes _ _ )

_ Description Millage Amount Used For
"School Voted | 17.8295 $ 431,986.50 ,
' MARESA Allocate 02123 $ 514376 ?
'MARESA Voted 1.8084 $ 43.815.27

County Allocate _3.5007 $ 84,817.59
County Ambulance 0.9845 $ 2385320
County Aging Voted 0.2408 $ 5834.28

MSU Voted 0.2360 $  5717.99 ]

Township Operate 0.7879 $ 19,089.83
| Twp Solid Waste 1.0000 S 24,22875 !

Twp Fire 2.9337 $ 71.079.88
| TOTAL $ 715567.05
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AUTRAIN TAX INFORMATION

AD VALORUM* TAXES PAID BY UPPCO ON NON-PROJECT LANDS
(Land sold or to be sold)

AuTrain Township

2005 Summer Taxes ................... $ 2.636.00
2005 Wintaer Taxes....................... $11.459.00
Total 2005 TaXesS......covevvvviernnrens $14,095.00

AD VALORUM* TAXES PAID BY UPPCO ON PROJECT LANDS
(Land that will not be sold and will remain open to the public)

AuTrain Township

2005 Summer Taxes .............. ...$ 1.963.00
2005 Winter Taxes................. ....% 8,083.00
Total 2005 TaxeS.....coocevvvuvevvvnnnn, $10,046.00

UPPCO wll continue to pay taxes on in the future.

" Ad valorem taxes fall under two classes: 301 [Industrial] and 501 [Timber Cutover].
None of UPPCOQ'’s property is in any type of managed forest program that could result in a tax
reduction.

August 2006
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WEBRBSITE ADDITION — LIMESTONE TOWNSHIP SCENARIO
-
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LIMESTONE TOWNSHIP

P-10856-000

$37.322,500 (Fair Market Value) x 50% = 318,661,250 (Taxable Value)

Assumptions

Since no final development plan has been created,
subject to change.

181 lots

Average Lot Price - $86,200
Average Home Cost - $120,000
, Water Access

* Docking rights

lot numbers, sizes, prices, etc. are |

| Without water access and docking rights, the estimates will likely drop by 50-75%. and the

i development will likely take much longer to complete.
|

The following is an estimate of taxes to be collected (in 2005 dollars) on the non-project AuTrain
land sold and to be sold by UPPCO. The estimate assumes that all the lots are sold and homes
are constriicted on the lots, which may take several years. It also assumes water access.

Summer Taxes

Used For

Description ~  Millage [ ~__ Amount
State Education Tax 6.0000 | % 111.96750
. County Operate 17503 .S 3266279
TOTAL | | ... § 14463029
o L ~Winter Taxes
Description ] Millage _____ Amount
" School Voted P 17.4400 $ 32545220
SchoolDebt o 8.1100 $151.342.74
"MARESA Allocate 1 0.2123 $ 3.961.78
'MARESA Voted T 18084 $ 33.747.00
Count! Allocate : 3.5007 % 6532744
“County Ambulance 0.9845 _ $ 18.372.00
“County Aging Voted 0.2408 S 449363
_MSU Voted . 0.2360 S 4.404.06
i Twp Allocate 0.4801 S 8095927
| TOTAL $616,060.12
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LIMESTONE TAX INFORMATION FACTS

AD VALORUM* TAXES PAID BY UPPCO ON NON-PROJECT LANDS
(Land sold or to be sold)
2005 Summer Taxes ..............c..-. $ 886.00
2005 Winter Taxes.........ccce.o..... $3,776.00
Total 2005 TaXeS...ccoovvveereerrvvennes $4,662.00
AD VALORUM* TAXES PAID BY UPPCO ON PROJECT LANDS
(Land that will not be sold and will remain open to the public}
2005 Summer Taxes ............cecv.. $ 311.00
2005 Winter Taxes............ccc....... $ 1,326.00
Total 2005 TaxXes ...coocvevvvvveeerrrenen $ 1,657.00
- UPPCO will continue to pay taxes on in the future.

* Ad valorem taxes fall under two classes: 301 [Industrial] and 501 {Timber Cutover].
None of UPPCO's property is in any type of managed forest program that could result in a tax
reduction.

August 2006
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Focus Group Mecting Agenda - 31 Aug. 2006

Upper Pcninsnla llydroelectric Project:

et August 31, 2006 Fastern Focus Group Mecting Agenda
Focus Group Purpose
The Focus Group is an advisory group. While it is neither a decision making body. nor will you
be asked 1o reach consensus on any issucs, your input is important. We ask that yon:
o Provide leedback on the topie being presented
e Sharc what your learn with others in the community
UPPCO thanks you lor taking the ime to be a part of the process.
6:00 p.m. - 6:02 p.m. Welcome & opening comnients: Susan Finco
6:02 pm. 6:15 pom. Focus group member introductions (Approx. | - 2 minutes
cach)
e Name and organization(s) you are representing
e What arc you hearing in the community / from your
associates?
6:15pm. 618 pm, Overview comments about environmental reports:
e  Susan Finco
618 pm. - 700 pm. Au Train, Boney Falls and Cataract areas
Environmental veports prescntation: 1-/PRO
e David R Domime
e (Cary I:'mond
7:00 p.m. = 7:30 p.m. Focus group meniber comments / (questions
7:30 p.m. Meeting adjourns
UPCOMING MEETING DATES:
¢ ‘Thursday, September 28: Fastern Foeus Group Meeting
e Thursday, October 19 Eastern Focus Group Mccting
Draft SMP Public Open Houses
Tentative dates pending upon availability ¢ conlimmation of site locations
e Tuecsday. Ociober 17: Western Meeting
e  Wednesday, October 1¥: 1tastern Mecting
e

1229 2006

P-10856-000
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Website Addition  Focus Group Meeting Noles  Early September 2

Susan Finco opened up meeting, went over the ground rules and the agenda, reminding everyone

hl this meeting was about the environmental studics recently conducted.
Susan wanted to make comments hefore starting the initial comments. There was some confusion
ahout the studies being draft documents - and the fact that there were some editing and
grammatical errors in the draft versions that were shared. The editing and draft crrors are being
cteaned up - but nothing suhstantive in the draft will change.
Emphasized these are draft documents and there may he some changes before the final document
is 1ssued.
Input provided may resuft in changes betore a final document is issued. UPPCO did receive
helpfuf insights trom open houses that are heing considered for the reports.
One example is that it was pointed out f.ittle Fafls was overlooked as an aesthetic feature. As a
result, Little Falls was visited and the information will he included in the final docunment.
She also mentioned the blacked out, or redacted, lines in the document. Explained this 1s hecause
LUPPCO is not allowed to publicly identify hahitats of rare, sensitive, threatenced or endangered
fish and wildlifc.
This information is given to the state and federal agencies UPPCQ is working with and can be
obtained hy contacting one of the foflowing agencics:
o National Park Service
e USDA forest Service
e US ¥ish & Wildhfe
e Nichigan DNR
- e Michigan DEQ
o Great Lakes indian Fish & Wildlife Commission
e Keweenaw Bay Indian Community
e Michigan Hydro Re-licensing Coalition
e Michigan Attorney Generals office
e {tRC - Federal Energy Repulatory Commission
‘the environmentaf studies themselves focus on items inctuding wifdfife and aguatic hahitat, loon
nesting, reereation resources and aesthetic.
Another example from the Fastern UP is some information provided to us hy focus group
member Dave, who pointed out a recreational aceess site. [t was visited and wiff be meluded
the final report.
Susan reiterated that this meeting was not ahout non-project lands or the development of non-
project land by Naterra, Naterra is in the process of creating its initial design and is proceeding
on a paratlel path with UPPCQ  even though it cannot finalize those ptans untit UPPCO, along
with the agencics, and with FERC approval, decides what is appropriate for the use of project
lands.
The results of the studies atong with the agency consultation process, and public input, will be
used to develop a proposed Shoreline Management Plan - or SMP,
"

1229 2006



Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-10856-000

T

Website Addition  Focus Gronp Meeting Notes Barly Septemba

The SMP will cover non-project land use 1ssucs — and the draft SMP wiall be the subject of future
public open houses and. 1T vou so desire. Tocus group meeting. The draft SMP s annicipated to e
completed sometime 1in October.

Inual Comments

The basin docsn™t have aimy water Teft in it so the campers are gone. Not hearing too much, just
wondering where alf the water is. Said it would be nice to have a sign that said “we're working
on dam. be patient.” 1t°s bad publicity 1l people don’t know what’s happening.

From LSCP representative  members are looking at making money. they see an opportunity to
butld houses, it's a positive thing. They don’t ike taxes bt on other hand. toswnships and
municipalities have more and more mandates. so they get tess inoney and the only way to
contintie 18 to raise mileages or broaden tax base. The opportunity to broaden the tax base 1s
something we support over mercased mileages. Want to make sure we support area lor tourists.
quality of hie. It's not just about moncey and prolit.

Wanted 1o know it people were stlt going 10 be able to Tish at Cataract. Said it 1s a big concern.,

Not hearing anvthing difterent from belore. Said the people he represents are not welcoming of
mtense development ol takeshore and stream areas. Referred to previous comment on tax base,
saying with development comes more expenses  whether there 1s development or no
development, there will be expenses: it 15 not the answer to the cconomic problems ol the TP,

Environmental Presentatinns

David R, Dominie - E/PRO - Recreation and Acsthetics

Back i Febroary and March of this year, the resonree agencies provided an extensive hist ol
recomiaended studies they would fike to see conducted i relation w the develtopment of she iy
impoutdments, Tomght will be regarding Boney Falts, Au Tram and Cataract.

Fhe studies were divided into three categories - reereation, acstheties and wildlite aguaue

habitat In the last category, u speciad section was given to the Loons as a speciic scparate sty
Loons were only mvestigated m Ao Tran. David Dominie presented the reercation and aesthesic
portions ol the study while Gary Emond presented the wikdhiTe agnatic habit and loon portions of
the study.

Recreatinn and Aesthetics

Recreation  the purpose ol the reercation study was to assess the quantity and tvpes ol
fucihitics on the impoundments. They looked at existing information devetoped in relation to the
FERC teensing process.,

Site visits were conducted at cach impoundment, primariy by boat. They photographed cach
site, Tited out a survey form for cach site as well. recording the Tocation, what was at the s ic.
crasion. amenites, iFany, and whether it was o formal or intormal site. Formal meaning acinv el
managed by UPPCQ, the DNR ot another mstitution and havimg amemues snch as toilets,
parking arcas. hoat kanches, pienic tables, ete.

> et
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Website Addition  Focus Group Mecting Notes Early September 4

Informal would be sites that were not ofTicially managed by an institution hut has been
Irequented over the years hy people. Each site is pictured in the report (Iigure 2.1) with a hriefl
narrative.

One other thing that they did was desktop exercise to look at boating carrying capacity. Based on
literature, they tried to get a handle on how many hoats or what hoating density these
impoundments could handle.

First, a usahle lake surlace was determined hy subtracting a 100-200 Toot arca around the shore
as a huffer for salety andior environmental reasons. The usahle lake surface was then divided hy
a boating density.

This came from literature and varicd from cach place. Places where motorhoats could he used
would have more acres than places that would have people powered hoats, like canoes and
kayaks.

Findings of recreation study

Boney Falls  There was an UPPCO campsite with a hoat launch, toilets and parking.
There was also an informal site with a launch.

Cataract ‘Fhere was a hoat lanneh at the dam as well as a fishing area, pier and a pienic
area off Route 35.

There were also a couple inTormal sites ol 35 and then olT an old bypass where people launch
haoats.

Au Train - There was a significant campground, a hoat launch, teilets, capacity lor
vehicles and trailer rigs and also other smaller sites. There were informal sites with a boat launch
and camping.

S “We think we ve covered that thoroughly, hut peaple hrought forward information and we may
have missed some.™

Aesthetics — There was a Tairly specilie scope from the agencies regarding acsthetics.
They wanted to map the arcas that have high aesthetic values and then know who values them
and why.

Rescarch has shown that peopte have a clear visial preference when it comes to acsthenes. they
like to look at water and dramatic reliet and when those two are comhined, the ranking goes up
stgnilicantly.
‘these were looked at and a quantitative assessment was undertaken. Fach impoundment was
suhdivided into subunits hecause cach impoundment has distinet areas with dilTerent
characteristies.
Some of the eriteria used for the aesthetic study:

Relief - long distance views (hills, watershed, ridgelines, dramatic relie)

Physical features - hcaches, rocks, ledges, clills, coves, cte.

Mystery - 1 you aren’t quite sure what's out there or what’s around the hend, it makes
you want to keep going.

Vegetation diversity the number ol types, il there’s conilerous or deciduous ora mix
of hoth, are there special emergent wetlands, super story trees, Tall color, cle.

Special feature  wildlife such as waterfowl, raptors, cagles, wading hirds. moose. deer.

cte.

12 29 206
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Website Addivion  Focus Group Mechng Notes Fasly Septeisber N

Also. 17a place has unusual cultural or istorical Teatures like an old caban that has been micely
maintaned, or historic Teature that 15 associated with the area, that 1s something people look for,
It hrings memory or meaning.

Detractors  Excessive residential, recrcational and'or industrial development that bas
been poorly done and doesn’t go with the arca - people don't like that. Poorly sited Tacilities that
are out ol scale, wrong color. doesn’t hit, the lines are just wrong with what vou see around vou.

Where these situations existed, points were taken off ol the rating.

Au Train  seven subnnits, a couple high. the rest medn.

Cataract - most were medium, a conple were low

Boney — most were low
When something’s rated low, 1t doesn™t mean 10s unattractive, 1t7s Just that relative to other
arcas, 1 didn’urate as high.

Al of thas mlormation is m the report. Some ot it has hwen modilicd.

Gary Emond - Wildlife and Aquatic Habitat.

The purpose ol this part ol the study was 1o conduct a habitat inventory and develop a bascline of
not just the habitats out there but the species ol mterest to the resonree agencies. A listing of
habitats, hoth aguatic and Lind was developed. Tn order to accomplish this, o team of consulimis
was Tormed consisting of wildlite biologasts. They worked with King McGregor. a consuliant
group based in Michigan that has a ot ol expenence in the (1P Basically they worked with
agencics to develop work scopes based on established protocol and sample protocol.

In Moy, hicheopter Thights were conducted, Tookmyg tor suttable and existing hald cagle, osprey
and great blue herrmg habitats<c They watched Loy large pine trees, snags and wetlands and
suitable pereh trees.

Follow g up on that, m hune. they did boat surveys and held surveys, walkig the shorelnie and
examieing the vegetation. Underwater cameras, typography, GPS devices. video cameras and
dhgital zameras were all used i the <tiady A number of types of wetlands and habrats were
noted. he team did not Took For a species unless an ageney specilically asked them to lool tor 1
bt the did note the absence of certam species, What they found was all three wetlands with
aqgua vepetation were tonnd o arcas with shallow tepography because 1t was protected Trom
harsh waves, Fhe soils conducive to that kind of vew are sund. silt. mad. ete. T ligher energy
arcas, they Tound cobble, aravel, coarse woody debris, old dead Hoaring trees, cte. They mapped
Al of that with the dea that von need o know what's out there for habitats to avold impucis on
the Tand and protect it.

Loons  They did not look at Cutaract or Boney Falls hecause the agencies were notnterested i
those arcas. They observed loons at Aw Tram, hut no nests. The loons weren'taching territonl
ke they tvpacally do so it was concluded that they were just Tovaging. The souwthern part is used
extensively by sand hill cranes tor teedimg and roosting at mght. They also observed dfteren:
watertew] species and woodhimd raptors: bards ol prey at all three, Thev didn’t Bind much adons
anv of “he impoundments that was unusual — they were tvpieal arcas of the Midwest and the
northesstern US. From the results ol the sndyv, they developed a templaie ol habitats, knows g
where it s <o that later on any impacts conld be ninnmzed

TN T
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Websile Addition  Focus Group Mecting Noles  Early September 6

el Comments/questions regarding presentations
Susan Finco started oft hy saying they would start with comments regarding the presentation and
then go around again to get people’s perspectives on the aesthetics of the impoundments.
Where is the best fishing?
Gary: We have information that is on the way to us from the DNR. We don’t have any data for
Cataract. hut we sampled Boney and Au Train. We don’t know what the data says, we don’t’
know the typical size of fish species. We do know all 3 impoundinents contain warm water fish,
perch, walleye. pike, cte.
Will this inforpwation be forthcoming at the end of November? Will it be at hand then?
Gary: 1 don’t know how the DNR would fee! about us releasing ficld data. What we will dois
report what's out there, not so much the health of the fishery.
Shawn: Whenever 1 have visited Cataract, I have obscrved people catching fish. it doesn’t
always happen to see people eatching from the shore. We're expecting Cataract would he very
good.
Tuble 4.2 - referring to aesthetics, the degree of naturalism, what are they referving to?
David: The natural sctting, how undisturhed it 1s.
It's showing negative figures for Cataract.
David; If one assumes a lake is natural in character, things that disrupt that nature would get
negative points. You can see power lines at Cataract. The dams were considercd an integral part
of the landscape. If have other areas are incongruent with the setting, the arca gets negative
- points.
Is it explained amvwhere - ean 't see it Is there something other than the power lines (that
would give Cataract negative points)? It is pretty aesthetically pleasing and refatively
wundisturbed except for power lines. It is hard to understand how they arvived at that,
David: We can add a definition of naturalism. An area is assumed natural and anything perceived
not natural gets negative points, 1f you have something that detracts from that natural character,
1L gets neganve points,
Shawn: If you look at section 4.5, it divides natural character into three categornies: low,
moderate, and high. 1 think that’s what you're looking for, for a delimtion ol why 1t’s this or that
score.
Is it entirely because of power lines?
David: I don’t remember exactly... there are houses that come down to the shore. An example ol
a detractor of natural character - we were driving along Shoreline Drive in Marquette and
suddenly there’s hig power plant with large stacks. Aesthetically, itisn’t attractive. That would
dehinitely get negative powts,
Shawn: Table 4-3 goes through each suhunit and desenbes where detractors come from.
I just took a ride and a walk yesterday at the Au Train basin; it's kind of low because of
maintenance. In comments talking ahout aguatic weeds and stuff. .. Being in lower shallow
water. the southern end is nothing hut a large mudflat and weed bed. When that study was done,
there were at least 3 different types of weeds you could see, floating dead mats of weeds. How
"

1239 2006
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Website Addmion  Focus Group Meeting Notes Farly Seprember

much ef an impact does something like that --- when you have that many cdhtt types of aquatic
life i shatlow area. how is that sct up in your study?

Gary: We took straight lines across the hasin. il we get to a point where it gets deep. What we're
able to do is map arcas of submergent aqua vegetation. We mapped emergent vegetation too and
ditterent specics types,

Other auestion [have  amvone who's lived around that area knows thot within that laned 1o he
sold. it has probahh: two to fowr major migration routes for deev. Will thece be any tvpe of
studies done o what kind of impact development woundd have on that?

Gary: That 1s outside of our study.

So no studies done on lands thar would be sold vr developed?

Gary: We didn't do any work outside of FERC project lands.

Dovou folks plan to come hback and study the basins during waterfowl season” Fenow you sew a
fow Canadian geese, but vou're not hitting the vicht time of year.

Gary: This wasn’t a conductive use study. We did a habiat inventory, taking the assumption that
it a habitat is there and is usable; the species 1s there as well. Just because we weren’t there,
doesn’t mean we wouldn't consider the species inbabiting that area.

If vou ve assuming, vou should assume waterfowl hunters are theve. You didv 't st anv
weterfowd huniters.

Garv: That would have been tied to recreation work.

Yowe died fist recreational uscrs, bt you it fist hters.

Greg: We have been working on that.

Gary: At Cataraet and Au Tvnn we were just looking at habitat characteristies: Certan arcas are
very good for migrating watertfowl: we worked that approach with DNR. That was onc o' thar
concerns — can vou deternune what is used by waterfow!? 11 the habitat 15 there, we assunicd they
are there.

O the south oned. did vou Tist rough growse and sharpiails?

Gary: 1Fwe heard drumming or whatnot, it would have been noted.

Shawn Onc of the things this reports designed 1o doas 1o colleet datawe dida thave. Wlen we
eet 1o planning non-project uses, we'll use available data. I we have other mformation abent
walerfew] nse, in making decistoas, whether that exasting data gets into report or not, nwen't
miatter for documenting purpeses.

! see vonr point. but if we conld get owe hands on other iformation you ve using. that woridd i
wseful. We onhe have reporves Tes sood o be beger informed.

Shawn One thing we will be domg indeveloping the SMP i< indicating why decisions weee
made, thut s where other data will come into play.

! fowna the studies it verv nteresting. But evervbody knos s water has fish i it Pt sec aio
ahont migratmg birds,
Gary: We conld certamly beet that up,

N

e i
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You waited till after fishing season started to do studies. Al the people are on the lakes avnd the
wildlife disappears. 1t matters because you gave more points to areas that had more wildlife.
Some places rated lower becanse there were more people, whiel nieans Jess wildlife. Also,
erosion is a hig concern of vours, but if vou plan on putting 400 houses on an impoundment, liow
wounld that help?

Shawn: One of tbe things that we will be required to do is to make sure whatever gets proposed
does not accentuate the crosion problem. As we've said in earlier meetings, once sometbing gets
approved, it doesn’t mean we can walk away and say so what if it’s causing crosion.
Environmental impacts will have to he dealt with. 1f non-project use is affecting shoreline, we
will have to look at that. 1 can give you some examples  if somebody is frequently using a spot
by shoreline, we will have to take measures, stabilizing it or providing alternative access witb a
stairway or sonething. I’s good you brought it up. We do have to take tbat into account.

There are no people there right now using it, but we still have an evosion probleni. The more
people you stick in there, the more erosion you have. As fur as the aesthetics of the place. Boney
Falls is in lust place becanse of rooftops and houses and Auw Train scored a lot higher hecanse
there are no houses. If you stick 400 houses there, what will happen to the aesthetics of the area?
How are you going to deal with thar? Also, no nests were foind for sand hill cranes and blue
herrings hut most of the study was done in a hoat. You probably wou't find nests floating in
water. In order to study 200 feet of land vou would have to go 20 people wide and go around the
basin.
Gary: We did conduct belicopter flights to look for nests; we scoured those impoundments
looking for thosc. Sand hill cranes bave special habitat requirements, wet meadows, bugs, ctc.
There wasn’t any of that type of habitat in tbe project boundary. In Cataract, there was one arca
e that is a possible nesting arca but we couldn’t find anything.

Comments on Acsthetic Values
liveryone was asked. *What do you use the impoundments for and what do you value about them

aesthetically”?

[ like] their relatively: natural conditions. If you want to go canoeing or fishing, it's nice to look
af natire around vou. On mast kikes, yord're looking at sone guy s big house, there's oo many
docks, hoats. These places (the impoundments) ave a nice place to get away from development.
I've been to all three — Cataract 1s the closest one. That's a neat spot; there are lots of nooks and
crannies o go in around there. Other than that power line, it seemed prey natural, fots of
wildlife, didn 't seem like a lot of hoating pressure. The trend is more and more of these lakes are
heing lost. Fence Lake got bought up and closed up. Hate to see the protections not enforced.

1 live less than a quarter mite north of the end of the (Au Train) basin. There are two great things
you can enjoy. You can watk along the river at the north end. across the dam. the fall colors are
unbelievable. A number of people stop 1o take pictures, The other thing is in the fall, you can
take a canoe when there s water and theve s always wildlife - deer, hear, waterfow! . it’s great
to go down on old tower hill, you can watel anvthing you want to see go flying through there.

It's just been natural enough where vou ean go down there and theve s always something to see.

|22 2006
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I valne quict imd darkness. T eo down i A Train at disk rspeciatly doring waterfow!
migrations. | ranne down the shore ond fust sit there  it's the lack of human netivity that nakes

I precions,
Familion with boney falls but never vsed it,

Never heen to Bonev, But Au Frain ond Cataract... there isn 't a nicer spot in the foll. By u
Truin, vou got the hills and the waiter, it's heautiful I don’'t care if L eatrh fish: bouncing aronnd
ont in the boat, vou look around and you ve lost in thy whole world. Once it gets all builr up, a0l
take that awiny,

Aw Train basin there s nohody there, the fishing is excellent, the walleves there are giganiic,
s rerognized in mony national mgazines for s walleve and pike. Phere are no houses, i
fichts ¢t night, 1 go ice fishne at midaight, jnst go sit put there, Incondy one, that's what [ like.

If it comes to aesthetios, when vou make i changr, vou talked nhout number of people using
areas. Whoen Ilived in toncer Mivhigan, in some arvas wowas havd 1o ser the lake. Depends pn the
degree of development.

More question conments on the_Lovironmental Stadies

Regarding the systen they osed to determine a varviying caparite wid nsing a 200-foot bujicr. thy
report showed very foew hoats or no boats in some wreas Fm ot sure how that will affect
UPPCO s plans on filling the Tois . Cntarvact doesi 't have the capacity of efling verr nany
boats ver 3N lots are projerted.

What eitect wonld a low carmvine capacity bave on plans 1o develop that area”?

David: The carrving capacity was done to give a sense of the appropriate number of boats, On
Cataract, that’s not the kimd ot place 1o have jet skies and speedboats on, Person powered boats
would be okav That was justin there o give examples, it's not defimine,

Right 1 o, we re worrving clont the nomber of docks on these basins {f anvone wanted 1o do
festlenv ap cherk on o Fromy basing now wordd be a good thme becamse there s nowvater ot
thoere, s shadlow as it is oo s the tune 1o ser the impact of docks: Yo can really see thei
hottom. Anotivr guestion. Phe east sude of hasin is ypuite balhe - f bomes ore put i that arca las
(Y codasideration heen givie o water (/Ifrll'f{\' e to ranoff and sewazein that arvea

Shawn: One of the things that whien Naterra plans development, they have to make sure cach tot
has an aceeptable location tor that, Phat combimed wath the distance Trom the actual
impoundmient should take into account those concerns,

What kind of problenis dicl vorc v e on the costsidy? 130 linle sprones. all come down 2he
sides of those bills, You vane he an appropriate distanre away from the water, hot what happens
on top of that hill imparts thar water and that basin. Py people anthe conmonity are cons ericd
chont ths becanse of the vpograpine,

Greg: Naterra has not deseloped any plans ver bt mtn tke that is veny import for future
constderation

1220 s
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As part of these studies, you didn't make any conclusion of the development of project lunds on
habitars?

Gary: No. We're working tor UPPCO, not Naterra. We're just looking withm the FERC
boundaries.

Is anvone doing studies on project land?

Greg: That would be directed towards Naterra.

Brad: We don't do individual environmental impact studics. We work with the health department
and septic systems.

You conld wipe out these streams hecause you're on private land?
Shawn: No. They are protected regardless because of state law.,
Brad: We involve DEQ and other proper authorities before we do any development.

Are there any rapitors nesting?
B3rad: Not on our property.

No development has heen proposed on the eastside of Boney: When Naterra plans on that, T will
have something to say.

Naterra: There are no roads. 1t will probably be sold 1o an adjacent property owner, We can’t sell
lots where they have canoc or boat access only.”

Regarding the emvivonmental study it seems more and wmore that all we re doing is huilding
- Detter brochure for Naterra to sell lund. The more aesthetically pleasing the land is and the more
animals vou find, it drives np lot prices.
Greg: 1 understand why you would think that, but the real purpose was to wdentity the features on
the reservoirs, so we can determine where things should he done, where they should not be done
and get an inventory. What you have been telling us is this is beautilul place, we know that. but
the inventory tetls us there are arcas where nothing should be done and maybe areas that should
be developed. That is the purpose. Understand where you're coming from because you had nice
secret on the Au Train. 1Cs documented now that tns is nice place.
1t's not only water we re concerned with, lots all around places people can't get. There s nobody
on that land, no access, so once people have houses and lots, it will be taken over. it will be there
backvard We'll lose the luke AND the woods.

Hinnting pressure  { see how a number of people using the land will have an adverse affect. 1t's
DNR policy oo, An example cowdd be Ewen townslip, the imberlands development, L haven't
heard anything to the negative on that where people have complained, seems like it would be
with policies related o hunting and fishing.

Shawn's comments on the Au Train drawdown

Shawn: We need to do another news release on the Au Train drawdown. It's unique from an
environmental standpoint and a dam standpoint. The only way we can draw down 1s 100 CFS
through the powerhouse.

[2 29 2006
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We began in carly June and we did a news release. We probably need to do an update because
that was a long time ago. We're sull viewing 1t as working on the same project but those not
familiar with the process don’t view it like that. As we did begin maintenance work on the south
levy, we needed to do some testing m the basin itselfl FPhat testing has not vet begun because
were waiting for bed to dry out. It s o mud hole right now. That testing 1s to look Tor depth to
bedrocs. that 1s something FERC has asked us to do. Based on that, we would have 1o proposc
¢hanges o the dam. We're doing maintenance and testmg. Maintenance started on the 21510 We
will getout a news release to say how long we expect 1t to continue. Some areas of the dvhe are
slightly Tower than other arcas, so FFERC has asked s to rarse the clevation 1t settled because
some ol the organic material has decomposed  that™s a theoryv. Inaddition to that, when we
reached the lower level, if we would continue as the hicense savs, that reservoir would conninue
to drop. So whar we have asked the resource agencies tor is to reduce the amount of water to trv
to keep it irom dropping. 1t's been a dry year, so we have very little water coming in.
Ivaporation in the summertinie 1s & big tactor, too.

We may see it continue to drop slow Iy, bt we're trymg to redice that. As soon as we're done,
we wilt gladly begin to retill.

Is the Federal Government tighiening down on levy control since what happened in New
(rleans?

Greg: Noats part of dam satety program. Not to say dams aren 't safe by the standard they were
built by, bur they implemented a program 10 vears ago to prepare tor the “probable maximum
ttood.” 1t was mathematically caleulated. based on run ofl olficiated and the worst rmn event.
We have had 10 modify most ot the dams in WPS™s resources. We own 3 dams under 24 FERO
licenses and most had to have some sort of modification. We're rebulding dvkes, Whena
himun zous flow is commg over, the concern for the maximum flood is that dam wall tp oser.
s not st the dams i Midwest, all across US. They're doing replacements of niajor dyvkes,
concrete work. ete. It started way betore the poor levies issue i New Orleans.,

How are vene halanemg that - Fassume youre dumping warmer water in the basin

Shawn. When weather was forecasted to be above 80 degrees. we did daily remperature readings,
but it water got above certain temperature, we wouldn't release the full IS, Under normal tull
clevation, von're drawing water from bottom where 1tU's celder, In all the vears we've dealt with
draw downs, durmg warm nights, but now we're leving colder mghis so s less of a concern
We're rving o et drawdown, bitat get ram, go backwards, it vou slow down, that eftects
temperatures, delavs drawdown 1Us good tor drawdown o be a dry vear.

hu the papers sent in lase mailine it sav withont water decess and docking righes, the value drops
300 The condos in Marquette sold before thev were iile. There s some by the arena, these
were sold and they re idbdinge more Phey e norworecms about havine docks, thev juse wane 1o
see warter, Just using the condos av aneexanple. Phese people don 't e onv water vishis it
those hialdigs were sold hetore diev were completed 1 ovow can sce swater 10s just as gocd an
putting a dock in the warer.,

Susan: The topic of the mextmecung, wich s Sepiember 28, same e, same place, wall w
CCONOMIY IMRICTS.

L2 202G
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From: Doug Scheuneman {mailto:dscheune@ner.timberproducts.com]

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2006 12:31 PM

To: Puzen, Shawn C

Cc: Les'ey.Kordella@ferc.gov; john.estep@ferc.gov

Subject: E-Pro Environmental Assessment of Hydro Projects (1864, 10854, 2506, 2402, 10856)

Shawn:

The Alger County Fish and Game Alliance has read thru comments made by the Michigan Hycro
Rel censing Coalition 1o your company and FERC on August 28, 2006 regarding the
Environmental Baseline Assessments conducted by E-Pro Consulting on your firm’s behalf.

Oul organization is extremely concerned that these studies were too superficial and lacked the
necessary intensity to provide the type of information that will be recessary for lifelong decisions
to ke made regarding non-project use of project lands. Although we certainly agree that your firm
sho.ld be able 1o sell your non-project lands, we are very concerned that whatever you ask to do
with in the project boundaries will have a negative effect an all current recreational users of the
project lands,

From here forward all of my comments will be restricted to the Au¥rain Basin Hydro site
(#11856):

The study of the Autrain Basin was too broad for this large flowage, it only skimmed the surface,
The time period of the E-Pro work was not only short in duration but was taken at a penod when
“normal” recreational use was at a minimum compared to other months. While there were some
fisharmen and a few campers, peak use of the campgrounds does not occur until after the first ¢f
July.

Peraaps the most significant use of shoreline (project) land areas. along this impoundment . is
wat=rfowl hunting and bird watching during the fall migration. From Sept 1 through the first two
weeks of November use of project lands, on both sides of this flowage, peaks Other importan|
recreational uses of project land such sightseeing, hiking, and canaeing or kayaking occur ma 1ty
frory soring thru fall. However, there is some winter ice fishing and snowmobiling.

Al of these users could be negatively impacted by non-project uses of project lands and nothir g
wir covered in the E-Pro study to address this issue.

The problerm this year in the Basin for trying to study recreational use in all sgasons. s that the
sresent drastic “drawndown”. for whatever reason, has altered and even eliminated a lot of the
“normal” recreational use of the impoundment.

We sugges! that additional sludies be set up for next year, (f norimal water levels perinit, to
measure the current recreational use of the Basin. Then perhaps mtelligent decisions can be
made regarding the real impact that non-project uses of project lands on this flowage will have on
ai: recreational users. Then, and anly then, can a sound SMP be wnitten for the AuTrain Bas: A
plar that wil nsure any shoreline development occurning within project houndaries be consistent
witt the requirements ard purnoses of the Federal License lhat is.in place for this Hydro site.

Sircerely,
Doug Scheuneman Sr.

Vice Presidenl. ACFGA
Mutnsing. Mi
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Focus Group Mecting Apenda 28 Sept. 20006

Upper Peninsula Hydraelectrie Praject:
September 2K, 2006 Fastern Focus Group Mecting Agenda

Focus Group Purpose
The Focus Group s an advisory group. While it s neither a decision making body. nor witl vou
he usked o reach consensus on any 1ssucs, vour input is nnportant. We ask that you

e Provide feedback on the topie being presented
o Share whit your leam with others i the community
L:PPCO thanks you for taking the ime to be a part of the process.

600 pom. 6:02 pm. Welcame & opening comments: Susan Fowo
6:02 pom. 615 pam, Facus group member introdocetions (Approx. 1 - 2 nunutes
cach)

o Name and orguanization(s} you are representing
o  Whut arc vou heanng i the commumty — from vour

assocntes?

615 pom. - 645 pan, Presentation an Economic Impaet Analbysis
o Tom Bawde
¢ Roger Trudeau
Heds poan. T30 pm. Icocus gronp memher contments / guestions
T30 pm Meeting adjourns

UPCOMING MEEFETING DATES:
o Phursday, October 19 ustern Focus Group Meeting

e Phursday. November 20 BEastern U Pratt SNTP Open House
e Thursday, November 200 Fastern Focus Group Mecting

N
Y Teili.
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Website Addition  Focus Group Mecting Notes - Mid October

UPPCO FOCUS GROUP MEFTING - SAWYER - SEPTEMBER 28, 2006

Susan Finco opens meeting, goes over agenda and opens the floor for mitial comments.

INITIAL COMMENTS FROM FOCUS GROUP MEMBERS - ONLY THREE ATTENDING
“I don’t have a whole lot to give to the group tonight.”

“We have organized visits to basins that have brought people out to support for keeping things
natural.”

“I'm not hearing a whole lot; there is no water at the An Train basin so evervone is gone.
I’ wondering where the fish went. I'd say about 3/4 of the lake is gone.”

UPPCQO: Did you scc press release m the paper?

I just saw something that said to stay off the basin.

UPPC(: We did do one explaining the draining based on your comments at the last mectng. IUs
up to the papers whether they want to write a story.

It just said not 1o drive fowr wheelers on the An Train basin.

UPPCQ: For us it’s still one project. but to others it may not be apparent because it’s been going
on since June

Side note_from lacilitator; Regarding the date of the open house. It says on the agenda November
2. There is lots of pre- clection stulf going on that week so we will be rescheduling it We will
— get somcething out 10 you as s0on as we know  tomorrow or next week.

PRESENTATION ON ECONOMIC IMPACT ANALYSIS - TOM BAADE, NATERRA
DEVELOPMENT MANAGER

Two months ago these numbers came out. | will go over how we arrived at these numbers.

We used existing projects to come up with these numbers — these were similar projects in Central
Wisconsin. Some ol them had their own picrs; others had a multi-ship pier system. There are 500
units in Castle Rock. Fhese are real recent numbers.

Timber Bay - This development had abount 10.000 acres and 38 units. Of those, there were four
units off the water with no view and no stip. These went for $42,950. There were 24 units with a
slip - it Is a padti-stip pier where caclt owner is entitled to tie up one boat - those sold for
887,317 each. So you can see what value a slip adds. These units were roughly the same size,
ahout two acres.. There are 10 FERC frontage properties that look like luke lots and have views
of the water  these sold for $131.450. Q: How are the 24 units different from the 107

The 10 had a view, the 24 didn’t.

O Were those the 3400007

No. those were the $131,000. The ones Tor $40.000 had no slip and no view. We wanted you to
see most current numbers and what drives the number  these units sold out in two months.

I know a gy who does real estate and he said fand is not moving right now,
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I'm glad you mentioned it We have seen 1t slow down because of gas and interest rates. A lot ol
Tolks by with a home equity loan, so as the mterest has gone np, the sales have sone down, But
weve heen in business 26 vears: the market goes up and down.

Also, these priees are higher than they would be in the ULP. These developments are by Chicago
and Milwaukee. There is o Larger pool ol people making more money. We have done market
studies in the U.P.and teel there are values up here bt since yon have to drive tarther. the Tand
1s fess. Tsat in on a blind marketing test where they had strangers that night be interested m kand
in the ULP. We asked. what do you think about land in U.P. and heard a lot ol words like Sibera,
cold winters, desolate, isolated But when you talk to them about it they started 1o realize the
samu things as to why people hive here. The Takes are i better shape. there’s more value. We
spent a couple years figuring ont il this is doable and we are conlident it i,

e ve ol heard comments about Y months of winter and 3 months of hard stedding,
Yeah, that's the Tirst thing that came to mind.

Another projeet is Twin Lakes (in Wisconsin) - this development is oft to the side and more
ditTicult to get to. There are four nnits with no slips that went tor 527200, Fifteen units wizh a
ship went Tor $36.216. There are 19 units on the FERC boundary with water view that went Tor
ST31.900. A water view is the most valuable thing. These lots are more aftfordable than other
ones. because ol the type of Lkind. 1 had been togged. ad bad windstorms. it wasn’t nearhy as
nice as something clse. 11U has alotto do with ditterent preces. For example Tand with a lot of
poplar would go for less tan kand with g white maples.,

There 15 continued development at Castle Rock, so we have projected what prices will be. Fow
withou ships would be about S30,000, with slips ST00.000 and with Trontage would be abunt
S300.000. 117s kind of a trend to show vou the difterence of value with having or not havin 2
docks. 1'm not going to shy awayv, obvioushy Naterra will try 1o get docks out there becanse 1t
drives up valie, Attlns pont.there are so many unknowns,

GOING OVER ASSUMPTIONS

Au Train Township 229 Jots are assumed. This goes with the assnmption ot roads beiug built,
some nxdividual piers. but o bnlk ot them would have multi-slip prers so evervone could got ong
ship. Just so vou know, we fimished caleulations on Castle Rock and we're buildimg our ar 6
pereent per vear. Bscems to be moving along, Wath 229 Jots it wall be about 1012 years betore
itappreaches Q0 pereent bunldont. We rarely get TOO pereent becanse lots of people buy more
than orc lot. Fhis s fust one assumption made i everything happened out there,

IMese numbers were Ngured at non-homestead tax rates, Naterra 15 retirenient and recreanonal
home developer. Most of these Ewould gness - and by Tookimg at the des clopment we v e done
the UL - would be 90 percent plus non-homestead, which i< higher tax rate. The otal tor An
Train came te about S900.000 dollars in new Lanes,

Those wumbers were realized based onwhat s happerning in other arcas”

IU < what wesve averaged inother places. The millages are from counly assessments,
Is that actad tay revenue?
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Yes. The biggest gain coming is in the schools. 1t goes directly through local schools. As a
recreational developer, we rarely see school-aged children on our developments. There’s lots of
revenue with very little cost with regard to schools.

(Referving to the assumptions handout) One asswmption is water access. what do vou mean by
that?
1t refers to the ahility to get down the water.

Evervone has the vight to get on to the water on FERC land, how wonld you not fave water
aceess?

Perhaps we used the wrong term. The idea is to be able to keep a boat in the water. It should say
water access with doeking rights.

Has Naterra ever had a basin where there were no docking rights allowed?
None that 1'm aware ol

Can you see how that s different than what you re looking at with these developments?As a
person who likes natural things. 1 wonld pay more for lot with no boats, jet skis, ete If I eould
toke walk after supper and look at the lake and the loons. that would be valiable. In the last 30
vears, there has been more interest in that sort of thing. There s probably not a lot available for
that. Lakes have been developed: people pat houses as close to waler as they can, sometimes
over the water. But there is a growing movement for people who want 1o get off couch and get
out theve. I worked at Yellowstone vears ago and if you walked 100 feet off the road, you were
alone. The last time [ was there it was so different. The woods were full of people. That s

- changing m the countrv. My generation is more willing to get out theve and enjoy nature and
look at things. I don’'t know if this projection you re making from Central Wisconsin applies
here.
You have a couple different thoughts here. You're right. there is a trend in quict sports, kayiks,
tishing, ¢te -

Fspecialh in Marquette County. non-motorized sports are big.

We are specificatly looking at thar for Cataract. The bigger tflowages, where there’s a lot more
water, people will likely want to have a lishing boat or a pontoon boat. We're appealing to
different markets. Quiet sports is a much smatler market than the trend to have the ability to be
on lake and have a pontoon. The values show that.

If vou 've never had one of these developments with no docking rights, than you never know.

We have one with much larger frontage. 10s a no wake lake, that's taken a couple years to sell.
We have people call and when we say you can’t have a wake, they look at it and decide they'd
rather have lake they eould have a pontoon or lishing boat on. One last thing on quictness - itis
very valuable and to me, the way we're looking at developing these areas, we won't have homes
on top ol the fake. FERC has boundarics.

If you have pontoon boats, that's going to kind of ...
We're going to take 25 finear fect with docks. There will be plenty ol space with no docks.
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the pictnre of two pontoon hoats on the fake and the one swithou. i 's a completely differeant
sSeence.

BBoth have a different view

Not ne essarilv. whenever von re doing real state appraisals, von can never get ai exaet .
Location, tocation, we won't know 1t 1t°s priced appropriately or not,

Abowr he time of depression, SO percent of and weas rural. Then there swas a shift and as e
goes o, we Il see more people wanting to be ot in the woods.

Fthink voure right. Fye been to town meetings, and we've been picking where they want to see
pnbhic aceess, trinls, getting mput from lolks that Tive there. Right now the town and county
dont veant free lond. T0s not hike evervthing 1s going to get wrecked. H's a balancing act.

Abowt a0 homestead land . This has beenr going o i thie 80 jor a long time, lakes get
developed. people Keep huilding bigeer and bigger homes and it gets zoned for seasonal wse.
Tvpicatly people eventually wane to five hore vear-vomd. Ther retive here and declare res:dence
there, O the hushand declares residence none place and the wife declares it the other place so
they con get homestead reces inhothe places. It's o battte wirh lakeshore peaple and the
townspeople. I'm sure von ve heard of that in Watersmeet. They have Kids that need the imillage
in school and the lake people vore it dovwn becanse they don’t have Kids. Government people
think thiev ve zoing o fience e montey, bt thev never look ar how the cypenses womd wgpy From
what [ ve seen, the more developnent, the higher the tay s,

We're setting a hiute off topic. We can get into the topic ol sociology another time. The coss
bunetit comparing Au Tranm to the Bond Falls lowage, the mittages are roughty the same. bt
the taxes n Au Tram are lower because ol development. Thev're able to zenerate more tinves,
There are plnses and minuses to alt ot They re coming out ahead i An Tran, Phere are
mstances on either side. we coukl go on alt night.

Non-homestead taves may o work,
They muay not you're rivht Bt places witl have a Tong time so work shis ont and be prepased for
it Townships wilb be responsible to handle what goes on,

Facihtator: Fom. mavhe von can continue o go throwgh the numburs.

Bonevy Falls  Hos s a funny development hecause there are tonr difterent townships it and

1Us the smallest of the three developments.

ln Cornell there are st tawo lots Tn Wells - tor Bonev, there are 22 ots: it works the same thery
with the fair market value and non-homestead taxes. We assume S750000m tax base. Wells did
have te be re-zoned, the town hoard approved this in anticipation tar development.

Hovow cot 833 nallion for fade market volue what is the aemal wox veveme for Wells”
STLO0Y, That™s sunmmer taises and wanter tiaxes,

Ewing  there’s no devetopimeat platmed here. bowill probably be sold o adiaeent andow ers
so there wilk be hittte mcrease there.
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Cataract - that's one we had pictured marketing to quict sports people. It witl typically be a
lower lot price - people on this type of land tend to build smalter more clticient homes.

We're still seeing water access and docking rights there so people put a boat i, tic it up, they can
have kayaks: they still have to have aceess to get boats out of the water. 1f you take away
docking rights, they will have to drag the canoc/kayak 600 Feet. You'll sce no homes while on
that basin. ' you don’t have a place to keep boats in project lands, you woukd have to drag 1t
back and forth. That value decreases for those people. AH of us like to have a convenience factor.
It you took away docking rights, it would lose half it’s value. It would go from $5 mithon to S2.5
miltion or less.

With summer taxes and winter taxes, we would be adding $200,000 dollars.

That money isn 't actually going to the townships, right?

Divided up by mitlages, schools and other part so of the town. What are we trying to say here
jw?

And the state would get a bunch?

Yes, they would get part ol it.

Regarding homestead taxes, what tax do you take away  school voted or school debt?
I think school voted. Typically towns vote those for non-homestead. that’s how they raise extra
money. We got this information from cach community.

Does anyone have questions on how we got these numbers? 1°s important to understand this is

just an assumption. When we get there, numbers will vary. The units have to be approved by the

health department, the tocal township has to approve  we have a long way to go but this should
- give you a good idea on the taxes.

Facilitator; We can’t finatize anything untit UPPCO gets the okay on the SMP,

What with happen is as the SMP is finished up, we'lbhave a topographicat map, soil information,
we'lt know where roads go and we'll cut as few trees as possible. We don’t reshape the tand. 1t's
a fong process. 1's Frustrating For a tot of people beeause we can’t show exactly what we're
planning it takes year or wo.

What restrictions or imvolvement did the DEQ have on this?

As we develop our plans, in regards to wetlands, endangered specics. ete. we have to take pfans
to the DEQ and get permits. For anything that was ever wet, a permit is reviewed by the DEQ
and we build roads according to that. The health department is the one who determines septic
systems and wells. We have to prove we have a back up septic system and a water source.

When you sav back up septic, does that mean you have to have space to move something?

Yes. Michigan has the most stringent rules 1 have seen when it comes to septic systems. You
have to prove both spots work. You have to have room for the house, and the weth has to be
drilled meeting health codes. It works very well or homebuyers. They apply for a septic permit
and it's all set, it’s all on record.

i hat would vou sav normal life of septic field is with part-time residents?

12249 2016



Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-10856-000

Website Addiion  Focus Gronp Meening Nores Mid October !
That's hard to say for part-ime residents because it depends on how much water they are using
and how otten they are there.

When veas this developed treferring (o the docwments with the wax mformation)”
Augusiat's on the bottom of the sheet. We worked through the summer to get all the numbers,

You give 229 (ots for Aw Tram. That s a preity specific imamber You must have o map. 1 jret
wondeced if after environmental studies the number of lotswent down

We haven’tcomparcd Au Tram to the environmental studies. We have for the other ones and the
number of lots has changed. The big thing out there is prer Jocation. The Tocations hine up vood
with protection of senstive habitats. There hasn’t been a big change. Qur final plans tor Aa
Tram vould have to react to the environmental studres.

Any more gquestions?

Foan 't think of anv other guestions right now

It°s nice to be able to ask gquestions ay we go along becanse of the small size of the group.

We wilt email the correct dare tor the open house, Itwitt be here i hig baltroom,
Mectinz Adjourned.

:\f _E._|[,r,
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I'pper Peninsula Hydroelectric Project
October 19, 2006, Fastern Focus Group Mecting Agenda

Focus Group Purpose
‘the Feeus Group s an advisory group. While itis nerther a decision making body, nor will vou

be asked to reach consensus on any issues, your imput is important. We axk that yvou

e Provide feedback on the topice beinyg presented
o Share what you fearn with others i the communmny

L PPCO thanks yoeu Tor taking the nme to be a part of the process.,

6:00 pom. - 6:02 pm, Welcome & opening comments: Snsan Finco
6:02 pome O B3 pan, Foens group member introductions {Approx. |- 2 minutes cach)

Name and orgamzation(s) your are representing
What are you hearing 1 the conmmunity from vonr associares”

6:15 ponc-- 630 pm. Presentation on Recreational Enhancements: Shawn Puzen
630 pens 700 pan. Focus group member comments  tnput  giiestions
700 p.n. Meeting adjonms

UPCOMING MEETING DATES
Fhuarsday. November 300 Bastern Foceus Group Meeting

Draft SMP Pnblic Open House Meeting Date: T'o be determined.

. kY A
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LPPCO Expeets Draft Shoreline Management Plans to be Complete and Presented to the
Public by mid- to late November 2006

Houghton M Alter gathering data tfrom envirommental studics and mecting with the public,
tocus groups. and numcerous governmental agencies. Upper Peminsula Power Company cxpects
w unvoarl its dratt Shoreline Management Plan (SMP) tor five ULP. Hydroelectrie Projects
tivolving sin reservoirs) hy mid- to late November 2006 A 20-day comment period will tollow,
durimg which time LIPPCO will hold open houses to take pubhic commnents about the SM1”.

“We ongimally hoped to present the plan in late Octoher,” said Roger Trudeaun Director of Real
Isstate, “but o the data-gathering and SMP-preparation stages, we're taking our time to ke
sure we put the hest product out there we can - and that it retleets all the input we've received
trom various sources. We've gotten some very good ideas for public reereational enhancements
at the projects. We need to analyze those snggestions and wilb incorporate as many as Teasihle.
This will take additional time. because some ot the pubhie improvements will require dratting
policies and procedures Tor implementation. SMPs are not just maps - they also regnire
preparning a far amount of text.”

The SMP il outhine what non-projeet uses ot 1he lands md additional pubbe amenitics within
the hvdrocleetrie project boundaries will be proposcd 1o the Federal Energy Reguolatory
Conmnpssion. UPPCO has said it expeets the SMP 1o propose some individual and mult-shp
picrs and small natral pathways to the shoreline as part ot the proposal.

“Were still working on the specilies of the plan.” said Shiwn Puzen, UPPCO Environmental
Consulumt U1ewill designate some areas where piers nght be appropriate and other arcas thal
are not suttahle. 1t coudd also contain things hke recommendations Tor shorehne managem.nt and
habitat protection. 1t's @ work in progress.”

Muen sad the company has sohicited suggestions from its focus groups tor mproving pubhc
aceess o the projeet lands. So lar, he sad, suggestions include creating hiking tratls, constucting
pavilions, improving fishimg and hoating aceess for people with disabihties, and improyim,:
public hoal Lwnehes.

“Realiimg there are sigmilicans costs associated with some ot the improvements, we'll do

whatever is feasible, given the results o the land sale and development process.” said Trudeiu
“ATot wilt depend on FERC approval ol the SMP.

PO M
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LPPCO Meeting minutes
Sawyer Tail Winds
Conference Room

6:00 PM
Octaber 19, 20006

Susan inco opens the meeting, goes over the agenda and opens the Noor for imitial comments
F= Facilitator
G Growpy comment
L= 1PPCO Team

Initial comments from focus group members:

G 7 haven 't heard anytiing different recentiyv... evervone { speak o would snlf like the area 1o
stay in a natural condition.”

(> “Cher concerns are maintaimng access to the fakes and it stacing in the natwral condition. 1'm
fanmiificr with the arca... one of the first places Teanoed is this fake in 1976 or so. Pworked o a
Ivdro tor a consultant on the Catoract Basin. Recentiv | went o the

A trabn basin and there was ne water in it

(5 "W fonnd out that there will be no development o the properiv om cast side of

Bonev Falls, and was imerested in what was happening there. Mavhbe the township will be
frtervesiod in it but haven 't heard anything from the public. ™

G 7 here to sec how this project will develop, The group 1w sith is interested v proncoting
recreation, ard we have not heen getting any commentys from the people we work with. ™

G Drring the initial onset Theard a lor of comments, bat they have winded down, Faery o
aften | hcar that aceessibifite is the most important thine, and the social straciure.”

G "Waere s the water ivan train? I wond 't be back. Fhat v abowe it~

UPPCC: 7 AN T ean say s that we can’t make water. For aswhile o was comimg np stowly.

The last I heard what Litde bit was there tapered oft duce to raantall. Iwould Jike 1o see it we could
reduce the tesel Tinuts tor how much we can release. The powerhouse mechanical cquipment
Tt [ow Jow ounr Tevels can be so we can’t just continue to rednee the release to nothimg. It the
turbine starts to spin, it can spim out ol control and spin apart, so we can only go so Jow, howeva
the siphon works on head pressure and can siphon over the dam. and 1if 1t cets lngh enough wo¢
can reduce the mmimum tlow.

Cr0 "N vear eant we not go s fow”?
VPPOOY " We don't go any tirther than we have 107

¢/ Good, becaase ve becn ieaving ol Kinds of rioiroes that thev deeow doswan the woter o 464!
off the veeds, and make it more salcable: You know. sandh shores are more attractive tha:
weedhy vater f someone gocs 1o buv it a sandv arco looks hetier dan a weed-hed

UPPCO: INosour draw-downs are a process, There’s DEQ requirenmient and we have to ik wath
FERC he reasons why we need itand how far, We never draw down below what we need The
lower voe draw. the more money it costs UPPCO.
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G “To follow up on that, will 'El Nino” help with that? They claim we Il get more moisture from
that...”
UPPCO: I don't know.”

G: “When | give reports at bourd meetings I haven't gotten any commenis.”’
E: “Now we'll have a brief overview of recreational enhancements.™

LPPPCO: *One common theme we hear is that aceessibility to reservoirs is the main focus.
Providing cnvironmental recreation is one ol the SMP reguirements,

Enhancements go with hydro projects. I was just talking ahout creating new access pomts and
hoat landings heing upgraded as possibilities at Boney falls, Cataract, Au Train. I was going to
develop list of possibilitics and then after talking to a focus group member it oceurred to me that
what a hetter and more desirable way to do this by getting local feedhack through the foeus
groups. When you bring it up to your groups, you act as a conduit to and trom your local
constituents. We'll use this focus group as we develop our plans, and will rely heavily on what
you think Trom a recreational standpoint. What do people want to see? Trails developed? I'm not
saying they can all he done, hut everything you suggest will weighed in on as well as the other
things like docks. This is your chance to give us ideas and tell us what you’d like to see for
recreational projects as local mdividuals.™

F: “If it were to happen, what would you like to see? If you take the stand that yon want
nothing to happen, you're missing out on an opportunity to henefit from what these things
can be. These focus groups are occurring to give ideas like creating new hoat landings, and

— perhaps some of the projects will happen. In Au Train, perhaps a puhlie pavilion ean be
developed for rental hy the locals, for anniversary parties, family reunions, things like that,
A town park?”

Uz I"'m kind of trying to work outside ol the traditional ideas. Cataract’s focus should be on
quict sports, the reservoir lends itself to that. A smaller reservoir doesn’t lend itself to power
boats.”

LPPCO: “Other thoughts? We are open to hear what you'd like to see. We can’t guarantee they
will happen but can guarantee that we will look at it and will be paid Tor by UPPCO as benelits
of sale of the land.”

G “From my perspective, Frecently took a canoe trip and saw only boats on the water. [ saw
lots of people on foot that came from park lands that will be blocked off when Naterra takes
over. Hiking or walking patlis wounld be good. Hopefully along parallel of the shore if can’t
access it by traditional routes. We 're speaking speculatively. When we sec what will really be,
we will iave more to offer for veplacements. Maintaining public access to sections of the
reservoir that are curvently available as part of the plan... we hope to have the same or better
aceess than now.”

UPPCO: *Your comment indicated that you think the arca will he cut olt?”
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G Horseshoe area looks ke 1t's cut off Thaven't explored that vet, but looks like shorelme
und that divection . Te that particutar arca.”
UPPC(): “The horseshoe arvca - Naterra will not be cutting oft as part of the development™

G "My perspective I 1o have aceess to it by trail instead of a road | guess the thing Id ke
[ovarving to vecall the Cataract reservoir. remember the reservoir was inore condneive 1o
small craft. 'd hate wo see jet skis and that kind of thing with all that .. 1 hate to see that, it's
really a problem. So mam: peaple with those wvpes of machines really ruin it for people who wish
to fish and watch wildlife aned doing that kind of a thing.

Wikdhte and hienting vs, theills- thar's wine FERC has dts rudes. Fgess that s off the top of my
head nover been to Boney Falls or Au Train, {t's a prety spectacular place with the waterfall
and undeveloped nature of 1t You get a feeling ont theve on a hoat by vourself 1 'm aware of the
aceess that the camporonnd.. looks ke access by the gate at

M9 don’tknow what to sav ahont that. We need to have whatever facilitios there exist
mnntamed. D leave 10 at that and get out and view it sometime,”

G ld ke to see a campgrommd and scenic interpretive trail on the cast side. Plant fife,
wildlite, fhmited boating. The desionated avea for swinnning is not casy to gef to . 4 possiple
pavilion, spinning off to a parcel that wanders avound it, would be a nice site.

Some tvpe of rental fuciling wonld wark well, We'll see what's proposced. The supervisor is open
1o that tvpe of tiung, but the neighbor s not too excited. Fime will el things can clange ™

(0 "Seme come to mind. Trail nenvorks are big. The Corngy is known for access 1o natinrs!
arcas for towists, and 'd like to enconrage ot of things that take that into consideration,
Lspectaliv residents, there s alwavs issies between motorvized and wonmmaotorized.

Dwould like to see any non-motorized projects. People with specd canse trouble. People lize
access to include aceess for the physically impaired. Interpretive sivnage wwonld be pood. dhirecr
people 1o a shaded areas to Iave a piciic, e luve to consider locals that are aftected b e
Novone wants fond vehicles going by their home.

Sherwn mentioned talking about some ivpe of access, You can carrv o at the nortli-cast cnd
maintasning mininal Rikine wrail o the easters side. T a bie advocate on limnting Torse
power i these tvpe of arcas, fike poseer hoats.

UPPCOY: That rests wath the town, not with ns.”™

(i "W d ke to see recreetion impocty as minimal ax possible, not o boot L b per s ™

GV CGoslow. Jet skis vweorddin 't ke 1o see thar, AN far as aceess roads, o bie lnghnvar aro.and
hasin voouddn 't he sood That would be bad Filnnk axs far as more compsites, UPPCO and the
DNR ¢ondd ger together and cowdd have it filled all the e As dar s more boat ramps, not inore
here instead of site on south™ ™

(i Yo re talkmeg on sonth swest carry satdh-cast site on sonth west thar [ ean carvy o o
cnied st aned car . End of 26, same kind of dock. don it it sa b foe a SO T oot or
swherteyer is vood enongh, The casier vou wighe 3tvou hrmge ont the la~v peaple. ™

UPPCO: Planks or skid pier? Like aodock when yon Lanch o boat: 10s o dock ats - amos cable
dock.. 1< there for convenmence tor people launchimg boats. Commonly put at boat landings o
facihtate bigger boats”? The size of the Binneh has to do witledepth of water [thimits size of the
boat. Some call ita convenience pier”

G M paint is don’t mithe 18 be arcomvenience.

12 e M
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G- "It used to be concrete planks but over the years have gone away.”

.
G: “It's inaceessible now and scary with a camper. In the summer time you need a 4 wheel drive
1o get in there.”
G: "Our property stops theve, | know what you meun. Botli good and bad .. it limits size of boats
and campers, if vou come in vou'll lose it
G "Can't think of too much to say on the subject of feeder rouds. The road commission is in
financial trouble. How mucl extra maintenance is needed? Will they be more focused on those?
The reduction of emplovees and not veplacing employees affect all other roads. Will there be
more pressure (0 maintaining the voads going into the areas?”
G: " mentioned the recreational authority, tiere are 7 townships and 3 cities are in it in
Marquette area. When Tom Bade spoke 1 mentioned it to the township association that they
should get his card to look for 110mof a mil ™
UPPCQ: "*Are you looking for us to discuss the upkeep?”
G: "No.. how can certain things be extended? Should talk o Carol IFulstier, she can be reached
at 226-6591."
F: “Great input and comments! Now that yon’ve heard what the others have said, would
you like to comment on cach other’s comments? Discuss anything further? We've heard a
lot about trails and launch sites... anvthing else you like a lot?
G “The trails aspect- one thing lacking on a Jot of reservoirs are trails to hike around.
They liave minimal impact and give access to hikers. In regards to the development of trails, 1
don’'t want to see 8 foot wide trails, we re talking minimal trails.”

'
G: “dust wanted to say that regarding recreational projects overall, 1 feel lot of what we se¢ in
U.P. is poorly signed and see facilities closed down and then we see what the demand is and
what conld be, we conldd be tetling people what's ont there giving them good divection and
signage to access it
UPPCO: “Signage is an important component of good recreation. Everyone focuses on the site.
Two thoughts-- one is don t want to share and the other is share. MDOT 1s not a big [an of signs
on highways. 1 can give you an example of a sign next 1o the cataract dam boat landing that
almost didn’t happen. We Tound someone at MDOT and werce told 1t was part of what have to do,
so make tt happen.”™
G "No sign by Cataract.”
UPPCO: “On M 35, UPPCO paid MDOT 1o put that sign up.™
G: “The thing that s unigue abourt this area is that it is not developed.. so many hundreds of
lakes in U.P. So many not wiigne anymore. We need to minimize the loss of nature.
All settings should not visible from the water. { don’t want to see anytling in here that wonld
impact the populations of waterfow! and hope UPPCO will tuke all things into consideration to
make sure the impact is minimal. ™
Susan Finco asked Greg to expound on his accessibility comments.
G: "Some people in wheelchairs need access. There should be some accommodations for people
whio ure handicapped and note that the area has barrvier free aceess.”

o
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(0 " nlace ke Cataract-allow access, in particnlar to explore it from the warer. If someone
ceand 't watk a great distance. from water is bhest, but the wetlands... ™
(7 " Not every site lends itself (o barrier free, but will look o it

F: *Anvthing not mentioned? Kerry is our key contact or Junet. Please let us know
anvthing that comes np that yon'd like us to know.”

(r: "On the east side of the basin, on those hills. a platform in woods to look out over basin
would be nice, Before the trees grew you could see better, but 1 cuppose to do that the trees
would e impacted. Bt go a lintde bit further, and bivd watching is possible ..

G 1 read something that vou need a license to develop if cagles are nesting Vs mile awvay, ™
U PRCO: " ts dependent on the time of year. Late winter it7s Vs mile and then 660 feet, others 330
feet.. 1t has 1o do with nesting time. You want to avoid the nest it there are eggs. It they leave
the nest i the cold weather the cggs wont survive, Au Tram has an active cagle nest.”

G- There ave 3 or f o the area...

LIPPCQO): “H there is one now, we'll have 1o avoud it unless the experts sav its okay.”

G This summer we had golden cagles for first time

LPPCO: “We see a lot of immature cagles that look hike Gobden eagles. ..

(r: “No. they re huge and | saw them together dust a thonglt, ™

(r: "One thing to mention on opposite side of bringing in tourisin is also, ther mayv overuse of cnid
the barks got trampled. You ' have vegetation, soil erosion . that tepe of condition. That's what
vou oy fave to deal with if vow bring too mame people into the area: An example is A Tooin oo
waterfell arca on the north side of the basin, people like to see the falls and there's nothing to
regulare or funnel thew into where vor owant them to go. Waterfall areas are particudar bard 1o
mianag - becanse people want o look over edge Montreal falls i like thae Pishing areas are
sontietimes problems . they can drive to the shore and partv and leave a big mess. Wihen vou do
recredational planning look at those things and assess them and mcorporate those inter the plans
Mavbe if vou want 1o ald heticr camping arcas .

LPPCO: " Good point. Offer <tairs for steep banks. Were tamihiar with dealing with those types
ot situ: tions. Erosion is one of the things we have to deal with i the heense. 11 that happens
we Il have to address ™

G votice campgronids people looking for firewood. they chop green trees: teees fall it ot i
dovwn, people toke firewood often times fna park sithation they hanl asven rees when sometines
they necd to stay as a nadural barriers. 1t seems ke there s a lor of things thae have alwens been
done, e vet conditioned, so e re beteer off to observe hinnan behavior and deterinine wiat 2o
do,vs out up sign of what nov o do. People will docit just to defyv the sien ™

(r+ "Mevhe the trails shoudcn 't he on the shoveline. bt away from it to not impact species that
occupy the shoreline. Hove the trails where the ground s move stable.”

LIPCO: “terrmn or wetlmads will dictate where the mrails go, a lot of e we cannot contrnl
human nature. We can talk sbout it we've been developing Lind and maintannng recreational
sites for many vears, and are part of a large network, . We can send an ematl and ask if someane
deatt with a problem before, We alwavs getuan inswer from someone who has”

F: “SMP proeess?™

L0 o
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UPPCO: “The Shoreline Management Plan in November. .. delayed publie meetings to develop

that SMP. What you did today will help enormousty. We want to do a thorough job and take ume
before we move tforward... not several months, but a month or two months. . .that’s why we
pushed the public mecting back, to take mto account as many of these concerns as we can.”
F: “We will notify all of you so you ean plan in advance and have adequate time. We will
have a draft SMP before the next public meeting. Qur hope was to discuss draft a SMP at
thut time. We’re working on a schedule... update of final environmental report,
commented on draft... will be finalizing the reports.”
UPPCO: "As soon as we know. .. we didn’t chunge the 30w date will let you know ...
G “Recently a draft of some recreation plans for Bond Falls went to the DFEQ... as far as
recreation pluns "
UPPCO: ““As far as 1'm aware the DEQ doces not have a dralt ol the recreation plans. The
DEQ has a plan that we need to obtain a permit for Shorchne Stabihization.”
G Do you anticipate any of the projects? "
UPPCO: “The DEQ needs to permit any kind of work below the ordinary high water mark. We'll
have 1o obtain a permit, county sendimentation permit. .. simifar pernuts. .. trail building doesn’t
y p g

require one...”
F: *Fhank you all for joining us tonight...”

- G: 1 have a question ahout power generation demand. How's the situation for UPPCO, and
demand increase .. is there a guestion? ™
UPPCO: “There is @ required reserve, we're working on a plan 1o strengthen our ability to bring
power to the U.P.,  don’t think there is anything worrisome about getting electricity... ATC
(something about how the grid works and access to Wisconsin and the UP). .. no cause for
concern for power supply. .. (system?) still very constrained... working on it, always working on
it, ooking at it. . 1f someone shoots something out, we’re in trouble.”
(7> " What if other states ask for power from us?”
UPPCQO: Hf you have a contract, no one can take it away from you. Last year St. Louis,
Ohio needed powcer, and we asked our customiers to conscrve so we could send power to them.
We wouldn't be ina position to cut ofl power to our customers, only conserve so we can send
when needed. .. but we wouldn’t deny our own customers so We can give i way power to
someone else.”
(: I there a plun to strengthen the grid? ™
UPPCO: “We're building i Wausau m 2008, Wisconsin and U.P. both need 11; we only have 4
links coming in... (faughing) We're a power company, and are glad we can answer questions
about power.”
F: “We will Keep you posted about the dates and thank you!”
Adjourned.

e
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Press Release  Shoreline Management Plans Delayed 30 Nov. 2006

UPPCO Hydroelectric Projects’ Shoreline Management Plans Delayed,
Perhaps Until March 2007

UPPCO cites additional time needed to incorporate data gathered, the holidays. and its desire to
provide a comprebensive overview of shoreline plans Tor all its U.P. project lands

Itoughton, M1 - Upper Peninsula Power Company bas revised tbe timeline for completing the
draft Shoreline Management Plans (SMP) for projeet lands at Au I'rain, Bond Falls, Boney Falls,
Cataract, Prickett, and Victoria reservoirs to allow time to incorporate information gathered trom
the public, locus groups, the environmental studics, and resouree agencies. ‘Tbe company now
says its plans to complete the SMPs by December 1 were optimistic and adds that no nights to
usc the project lands would be conveyed until a linal SMP is approved by the tederal Encrgy
Regulatory Commission.

UPPCO is planning more detailed SMPs Tor submittal to the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (I'1:RC), and the pro¢ess is time consuming.

“We could submit gencral SMPs relatively quickly,” said Shawn Puzen, a WPS Resonrees
Environmental Consultant working witb UPPCO, “but the plans wouldn’t provide tbe level of
detail the public and agencies indicated they’d like to see. It also makes more sense 1o us to
submit the complete, detailed SMPs initially. We think providing an overall view ol the plans
will be more meaningtul to stakebolders. Tbe plans will provide continuity while still
rccognizing the individual characteristics at eacb of the projects.”

Puzen also believes 1t is important for stakeholders to sce the plans as a whole. “"Fo some
degree. the plans are dependent on one another.” he said. *Certain activities may be proposed at
one location that are not proposed at all locations.™

Puzen expluined that the company would present its plans at puhlic meetings in the castern and
western Upper Peninsula, *Tbat’s consistent with how we've approacbed this in the past.” he
said. 1t makes sense to hotd meetings for Band. Victorta and Prickett in the west and Autram,
Boney Falls, and Cataract in the cast so that local people won’t have far to dnive.”

Alter the draft SMPs are presented, UPPCO will take public and agency comments betore
finalizing the plans and submitting tbem 1o the FERC.

UPPCO said it wouldn’t wait until the end of the first gnarter ol 2007 to present the SMPs f
they're completed before then. *We'll get them out to the public as soon as possible when

tbey 're linisbed.”™ Puzen said. “We understand tbat people will be disappointed in the delay. and
we appreciate their patience. especially those entitics cagerly awaiting the final product.
Nevertheless, we think cveryone would agree that it’s more important to do tbis right than do 1t
fast.”
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™YES UPPCO  ANTICIPATE Thar
EVERYTHING N The PROPOSAL. Theuy
coill eventuslly Susmir -1 FERC ill
be. Consistent WiTh TheiR FerC
Licepse OR TS UPPLO EYXPechHnG +o
HAVE 10 PREPARE LI1CenNSEe AMENDMENTS
D CovER ANY L NCONSISIenciCs 4

| () REA
Cuwerw Y | .

Bt Fow Uffcofpwpsl -
In August, 2004 UPPCO filed a new Recreation Plan with FERC recommending two
designated campsite locations that would replace dispersed campsites along the shoreline
at Bond,UPPCO told FERC that the plan was designed to be consistent with the Buffer
Zone and Wildlife and Land Management Plans. Tt now appears this consolidation could
benefit Naterra’s plans for lot sales and placement of docks on the shoreline previously
used for public campsites. What month and year did UPPCO & Naterra first begin
discussions for sale of the non-project lands? :
‘Al Warren
Ewen
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Question for UPPCO/WPS
- Re: FERC Process

The project land study scopes to be conducted by UPPCO were a result of Michigan
DNR and other agencies. All the proposed studies are identified in FERC’s Guidance for
Shoreline Management Planning (SMP). The DNR has asked FERC (3/23/06) to wrge
UPPCO to follow the SMP guidance to provide adequate protection to envzronmental
recreational and public interests, _ ( :
Does UPPCO agree with this recommendation?

Al Warren _ I \_ o | | }

Ewen - _ }
o _ . e ' W,
@ ,
W =TT
st ' st - .

&MWTZ@ e f/’f’f’%‘/wfj
Why is the sale price Naterra is paying UPPCO being kept secret in a sealed afﬁdawt at
the Courthouse? :
Is Naterra counting on UPPCO to deliver private non-project uses of the project lands to
increase the values of their new properties? Will the final price to UPPCO be determined
by how many private non-project uses of project lands (trails, hghted docks) UPPCO will
be able to sign over to Naterra? .
Al Warren

Ewen
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Keith Moyle
General Manager _
Upper Peninsula Power Company

Mr Moyle,

I have already spoken to my Township officials. I have made very clear my opposmon
to any docks on the Bond Falls Flowage I have also written FERC.

Ireached ﬁns opinion before I had ever heard anP‘PAC I dem’tme& UPPAC eryonio
tell me whail should think, _

Receiving 50 pmcnt revene is more than 'we are getting now, and 1 don’t believe you
or your company care about our local economy. Nordo 1 believe that you have a crystal
balt and can predict how much tax revenue will ultimately be generated. _

Feei free to include m}' comments in the information you subn:ut to the FERC as part of
the process.

Sincerely, Z
Iugth Flemmg»B crgei? é
16021 Taylor Road -

Bruce Crossing, Mi. 49912 -
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Upper Peninsula Power Company ~ Au Train (FERC NOG. 10856}
LAND SALES CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS

Attachment 56
January 2006 - December 2006
E-MAIL CORRESPONDENCES
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Email Cosrespondences ~ Jan. 2006—Dec. 2006 2

. From: Spees, Kerry [mailto: KSPEES@wpsr.com]
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2006 12:51 PM
To: Haight, Mr.
Subject: Re: UPPCO Customer Service (Contact Us)

Mr. Haight: 1apologize for my earlier email. I mcant to respond to Roger Trudeau, who
onginally rceerved your message from our customer service depariment.

I'm familiar with the UPPCO land sale and was offering to respond to your email.

The land that was sold is not within the hydroclectric project boundaries but you're absolutely
right, wc have an obligation to meet all the requirements of our FERC license for that property
which will remain with UPPCO and within the project.

To date, there secms to be a significant amount of rumor and speculation as to what will be
allowed within the project boundaries, which vary from about 110 feet to almost 1,100 feet from
the shoreline to the property that was sold.

We're working with the FERC and other agencies to dctermine what may be allowed within
thosc project boundarics, Nothing is cast in concrcte at this point, except to assure you that there
will be no "view" corridors at Bond Falls. There arcn't being considcred because to create a
view corridor would be in violation of the specific requirements of that project license.

. Currently in the Upper Peninsula, more than 60% of the land is open to the public - since it is
owned by governments and land trust/conservancy agencies. While we've heard from many
pcople who share your feelings about development, we've also heard from a number of people
who believe that the economic devclopment of the region is also very important,

As far as the land within the project boundaries - UPPCO has not and will not violate or attempt
to violate any of the FERC restrictions in the license. We'll continue working with the FERC
and other agencics to satisfactorily resolve any issues that arise.

Thank you for your cormments.
Sincerely,

Kerry Spees

Public Affairs

Wisconsin Public Scrvice
920-433-1589

=== "Mr. Haight” <tom(@gladon.com> 1/12/2006 8:46:33 PM >>>
An e-mail was sent from the Contact Us section of the UPPCO wcbsite by 10.16.0.9 at
1/12/2006 8:46:35 PM.

Name: Mr. Thomas [ Flaight

. Company Namc:

1242972006
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Email Correspondences — Jan. 2006-—Dec. 2006 3

Address: 8980 South 42nd St
City: Franklin

State: W1

Zip Code: 53154

Account Number:

E-mail Address: tom@gladon.com
Home Phonc: (} -

Work Phone: {} -

Cell Phone: (3 -

Contact By: Email

Comments: T am writing to express my dismay at your deeision to sell land for development near
the resevoirs you operate. Your action is NOT in the public interest. You had an obligation to
protect the natural resources found there. You failed miserably. Your FERC application was
obviously a sham. I urge you to do the best possible thing now. DO NOT permit docks, lights,
access routes, ete. across the shorelines you control under your FERC permits. Keep these
shoreline wild.

From: Joseph LeBouton {mailto:leboutoni@msu.edu]
Sent: Saturday, June 24, 2006 6:32 AM

To: Spees, Kerry A

Subject: Re: Lincoln County

Mr. Spees,

{ don't like to be the screaming greenie, but I do think WPS and UPPCO could do better than
they are doing by the local and extended communitics that surround our hydro projeets. Don't
you see anything inconsistent, looking at it from outside, with WPS suing Lincoln County
communitics for democratic zoning decisions that changed what you see as the status quo in
Lincoln County on the one hand, while holding fast against groups that insist that UPPCO follow
its own actua} and implied responsibility 10 maintain the status quo at the UP flowages on the
other?

I like to see WPS being a good corporate citizen. 1 don't like seeing you rcsorting to money-
grubbing using high-priccd lawyers against grass-roots democracy in action. Municipal planning
and zoning is a difficult enough process on its own! H pains me to see successful zoning
processes that actually set aside conservation areas being challenged by big corporate lawyers for
the sake of a greasy buck.

Conservation zoning is looking into the future. Development of low-density residential
subdivisions is holding on to the past, as land becomes more and more searce. WPS needs to
take the Jong view as it divests of its lands, as it docs when working on green energy and other
community outreach.

12/29/2006
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Email Correspondences — Jan. 2006—Dec. 2006 4

My suggestion: have a change of heart, and issuc a huge press release saying that WPS has
dceided to honor the democratic zoning decisions in Lincoln County. Fire the misguided lawyer
who suggested otherwise. In the same press release you could say that, in keeping with the trio
of WPS priorities for restructuring its assets, WPS will over the next... 5 or 10 years? 1) Divest
of un-needed lands, 2) Do so in a way that maintains the historical public aceess on 100% of
these lands, and 3) foster SUSTAINABLE local economic growth instead of one-off
subdivisions and housc construction that results in a forever-altered landscape.

In this new initiative, which is merely re-stating the divestiture plan in the terms you're already
throwing around to justify our present course, WPS would commit to working exclusively with
conservation organizations (both public and private) in divesting of its lands. The lands will go
as a first priority to organizations that will maintain them as WORKING FORESTS, the only
primary natural resource we've got up here that ean be sustainably harvested. Only as a distant
second priority would WPS consider sclling lands for preservation. WPS would establish a grant
program for proven locally-based natural-resource industries to do value-added manufacturing or
processing on sustainably-utilized resources that exist on the land. WPS would ALSO establish
"speculative grants” programs to help locals think outside the box and start unique industries.
Maybe we wouldn't supply a Iot of money, just help folks get in toueh with existing federal and
state funds. In the UPPCO case it would be forestry and hunting, fishing, and river guides,
snowmobile and x¢ ski trails, and maybe races and events year-round. Custom value-added
wood products, from traditional saw mills to on-site biomass plants. Help create green zones in
existing local communities with the goal of making them energy self-sufficient.

. WPS is uniquely situated to be cnergy consulutants to local communities in terms of
conservation and self-sufficiency. Create a new profit-making arm along those lines! Since
you're so far along with Bond Falls, make it a green model community with high-density housing
in a small area and 90% produetive forest, by covenant, that feeds a local sawmill that really will
provide added local revenue from a sustainable source. Think outside the box! Go out on a limb.
But piease don't contribute to land fragmentation and the loss of high-quality spaces available for
renewable resources and sustainable development.

Point-by-point to your last communieation:

When | most recently visited the UPPCO website, the majority of the comments were ncgative
on the Bond Falis issue. That website is the elosest thing to a survey instrument I've seen on this
issue. The town boards of Haight and Interior may well be biased sources when reporting on
local sentiment, because they are apparently on board with the development. On the other hand,
one would expect UPPCO to be a biased souree, and the letters and comments they've received
and posted are against the project by almost 2:1. Folks who justify the Bond Falls et al projects
on the basis of increasing loeal tax revenuc probably haven't seen the studies on cost-of-services
from around the entire nation that always show that isolated residential subdivisions cost local
communitics more in maintenance than they ever can possibly bring in tax revenue. With so
much data to the eontrary, how can you put forward the idea that these types of development are
good for the local tax base? Will the Lineoln County issue be any different for WPS?

12/29/2006
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Email Correspondences — fan. 2006—Dec. 2006 5

60% of UP land, perhaps, is public-access; but how much wild lakeshore is available for public
use? {even around artificial lakes?) How much of that wild lakeshore is around lakes as large as
Bond or Victoria flowages? UPPCO and WPS are in a unique position as large land-owners to
maintain to our grandchildren's legacy of 60% of the land and, ...

can you give me a number? 'l pull one out of the air... 10% of the wild lakeshore on water
bodies >40 acres in size. You are SCREWING IT UP, one parcel at a time. Project that into the
future for 10, 50, 100, 200 years. Once parcel boundaries are drawn, they are seldom erased,
WPS and UPPCO have a unique opportunity, not to solve land fragmentation and opportunistic
subdivision issues, but io HOLD THE LINE by preferentially divesting of OUR large tracts to
conservation agencies instead of to land developers. Make that our PR coup, instead of the PR
nightmare that is this real estate development.

As far as private landowners maintaining public-access lands: with the Bond Falls deal, UPPCO
would maintain project lands and grant license for single-user and multi-user private piers in the
Bond Falls et al.

project. UPPCO is begging for the opportunity to puf private piers on the land. Will the same
happen in Lincoln County?

As for conservation agencies being better-placed to be stewards of public-access land, you are
absolutly correct. However, in the UPPCO case, the USFS offered to purchase 800 acres, and
UPPCO turned them down. UPPCO's explanation for WHY it turned down the USFS offer casts
aspersions on UPPCO's sincerity when 1t says it's trying to DIVEST of unneeded lands, don't you
think? A land exchange instead of a cash sale, is the explanation I heard, maybe even from you
at the first Ewen meeting re: Bond Falls. Have similar things happened in Lincoln County that
haven't yet come to light? 1f WPS is trying to divest of land, and I fully support that policy,
WHY IGNORE THE POLICY?

Please consider and pass along the points and suggestions raised in the first half of this letter. I
do appreciate your communication on this issue. I think the public is constantly becoming more
aware of these issues, and if | were you ! wouldn't feel comfortable assuaging my conscience by
calling the people you actually hear from on these issues a "vocal minority." The letters and
comments you actually receive arc the only finger you have on the pulse of what people are
thinking. You ignore that on your own peril.

Some believe that WPS and UPPCO are so limited in terms of talent, interest, and energy that
finding anything to do with our lands OTHER THAN selling to Naterra Land for short-term
mutual profit is impossibie.

1 think WPS is better than that, however, and I think WPS could profit greatly from using more
imagination in the way it divests of its Jands.

Somebody is obviously able to think of giving back to communitics, as witnessed by your
scholarship and grant programs in other areas. Why not leverage your greatest resource, the
land, in something positive and fong-term that does not result in a loss of productive land for
local and extended communities?

thank you again for your attention,

12/29/2006
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Email Correspondences — Jan. 2006—Dec. 2006 6

-Joseph LeBouton

Spees, Kerry A wrote:

> Mr. LeBoufon:

=

> 1t's clear that you and I have different viewpoints regarding the

> development and of the sentiments of the majority of people in the

> affected areas. Just recently, for example, the DAILY MINING GAZETTE
> ran a story in which a Interior Township Planning Commission member
> indicated that the majority of township opinion was in faver of the

> development. That said, however, 1 know that you would, likewise, be
> able to find information to the contrary. But from the UPPCO

> perspective, those seeking to maintain the status quo seem 1o be in

> the minority - a very vocal minority.

g

> While I understand your concerns about the development of land, § must

> point out that more than 60% of the fand in the Upper Peninsula of

> Michigan is already open to the public.

T

> In general, I don't think it's appropriate for the public to expect a

> private landowner o maintain its lands for their use. A Wisconsin
. > Public Service land transaction a couple years ago resulted in the

> Wisconsin DNR buying a large tract that will continue to be maintained

> for the public. Holding land in the public interest is better done by

> a conservancy agency or similar organization. Unfortunately, in the
> case of the U.P. and Lincoln County lands, no organization has stepped

> to the plate with an interest in acquiring the lands at a fair price.
=

> Again, thank you for your comments.

> From: Joseph LeBouton {mailto:lchouton@msu.cdul
> Sent: Thursday, fune 22, 2006 7:27 PM

> To: Spees, Kerry A

> Subject: Re: Lincoln County

=

> Mr. Spees,

=

> Thank you for your long letter explaining WPS's position on this

12/29/2006
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matier.
>

> Contrary to your assumption, I have no problem whatsoever with WPS's

> policy of divesting of non-productive and un-nceded lands. [ just

> don't think we should shove development down the threats of

> gommunities that are trying to define their own destiny. There are

> plenty of models for setting aside such rare, undeveloped land for

> uscs other than ownership fragmentation, paving, building, and forever

> changing the character of the ecosystems that surround WPS holdings.
> WDNR, the Nature Conservancy, various local conservancies perhaps.
> You are correct, I am not in favor of developing ever-more-rare large
tracts of land.

>

> [ haven't yet studied this case as I have the Bond Falls case.

> However, in this case it's painfully apparent that WPS has gone over

> the top by bringing a lawsuit against communities who have made clear

> their zoning preferences. In the Bond Falls area, UPPCO claims that
> the locals have spoken in favor of the development, and ignores the
> larger community that is speaking out against the development. In the

> Lincoln County case, in your letter below you claim that the locals'
> voices have no merit precisely because they live too close to the

> affected area to matter, and it is ONLY the extended community that
> matters. You are left whining that, despite local townships' desires,

> the land was once zoned differently and thercfore the zoning change 1s
against the law.

>

> No doubt you will batter and bruise the townships and draw out this

> legal fight until it's too expensive for the townships to continue,

> and you'll win by attrition. What township or local community will

> darc to go against you then? And since you choosc the number and

> scope of people to include in each of your public relations coups, you

> will always (albeit transparently) play thc good corporate citizen

> card regardless of the shamefulness of your tactics. This is not

> being a good corporate citizen; this is being an economic bully. Are

> WPS shares plummeting because all of its departments are run by buils
> in china shops, or is real estate the only blunder? WPS has some

> wonderful "green” initiatives, and some very admirable
good-corporate-citizen

> initiatives. Overall I like the company; that's why I'm a

sharcholder.

12/26/2006
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® -

> But WPS is wrong, wrong, wrong in this case, as it is in the Bond

> Falls et al. cases.

=y

> As for your point about UPPCO and WPS being different companies, 1)

> who owns UPPCO, and 2) is Mr. Trudeau working on this WPS land sale as

> well as the UPPCQ land sale? What precisely is the distinction

> befween these two situations, other than that in the northern case

> UPPCO has already sold the land, while in the southern case WPS got
out-foxed by zoning?

=

> Mr. Spees, if we don't protect the value of our natural resources,

> what will your grandchildren have left to call home? A big fat wad of

> land value money wrapped around them to ward off the piles of human
> excrement through which they'li be foreed to crawl to and from work
every day?
> How quaint. WPS and UPPCO both have wonderful parcels that have been
> protected from fragmentation and suburbanization. The value of the
> land thus far has been protected precisely because it never occurred
> to anyone to develop 1t. So divest, divest, divest! Butdosoina
> way that protects the character and the ecological integrity that
. > remains of thesc picces.
e
> That is my vote as a sharcholder. May the others who feel differently

> please feel free to address my points above,
e

> Sincercly,
=

> -Joseph LeBouton

=y

> Spees, Kerry A wrote:

=

=y

>>Mr. Lebouton:

>

>>Thank you for your comments regarding the Wisconsin Public Service

>>land in Lincoln County. I'm sorry you do not agree with the company's
e

s

>>course of action regarding the sclling of land not needed, and not

>>mncluded in the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission project boundary,
=g

=

12/29/2006
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>>for the safe, reliahle operation of our hydroelectric facilities. The
-

>

>>issues in Lincoin County are in no way connected to those at Bond
>>Falls. In fact, the assets are owned by two different companies.
>>Townships in the Bond Falls area have gonce on record supporting the
>>gale and development. In Lincoln County, opposition to the rezoning
>>generally comes from other property owners on Lake Alexander who seek
>>to deny the benefits they receive from the lake to others. An
>>influencial group, they have successfully persuaded the towns to deny
>>returning our land to its prior zoning status.

>>

>>As you are a shareowner, you are likely aware of the company’s asset
>>mnanagement strategy, developed several years ago, to divest of
>>unneeded properties. In Lincoln County, we are planning to sell 200
>>acres that are outside the project boundaries. About a year ago, as
>>part of a County-wide land planning effort, several towns rezoned our
>>property to classifications that would effectively prohibst
>>development of the land, significantly reducing its value - and
>>affecting shareowner return, in turn. Public Service appealed to the
>>towns to refurn the land to the prior zoning but was rebuffed.

>

>>Prior to December 2004, all of the property associated with the
>>Alexander hydro project was zoned Residential, Rural Residential or
>>Recreational. These designations would have allowed the type of
>>development the company is now proposing and in fact, even more
>>aggressive development than the company's proposal. The development 1s
=

=

>>reereational in nature and consistent with existing development on the
=

-

>>river and Lake Alexander.

>

>>The Town of Merrill placed one parcel into RR-2 zoning but the
>>Company's requests to restore the rights it had under the zoning it
>>held for many years prior to December 2004 in the townships of Harding
=

=

>>and Scott were denied. Unfortunately at the point, our only option 10
=

=

>>protect the value of the land is in suing the county and the towns.
>>We believe we have a strong case.

>

>>tilities do not pay local property taxes. Restoring the company's

12/29/2606
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. >>]egitimate property rights and allowing reasonable development of the
>>200 acres as the company is proposing would mean a substantial
>>addition to the property tax base for local governments, Lincoln
>>County and the Merrill Area Public School System, while preserving
>>public access and protecting the environment. The land itself is
>>estimated to be worth approximately $4 million with the proper zoning
>>and following development, it could provide more than $20 million in
>>new properly tax base. Again, nearly 85 percent of the company's

>>property assoctated with the Alexander hydro project will remain
=

> undeveloped.

=

>>Mr. Lebouton, it is clear from your correspondences that you do not
>>gupport development of any of our property near hydroelectric

=

> projects,
=

>>Others hold a different viewpoint.

>

>>Again, thank you for your comments.
>>

>>Sincerely....
g

EEEEEEEEEEEZEEEEESEEEEEELELEEE S LT ]

Joseph P. LeBouton

Forest Ecology PhD Candidate
Department of Forestry
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan 48824

Office phone: 5317-355-7744
email: lebouton@msu.edu

From: Mr. koski [mailte:eandishopiaumblp.orgl
Sent: Wednesday, March 22, 2006 3:12 PM
To: Spees, Kerry A

Subject: UPPCO Land Sale Comments

An e-mail was sent from the Land Sale Comment Form section of the UPPCO website by
10.16.0.9 at 3/22/2006 3:12:11 PM.

Name: Mr. david koski
Company Name:

12729720006
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Address:

City: limestonc
State: mi

Zip Code:

E-mail Address: eandishop@mblp.org
Home Phone: () -

Work Phone: () -

Cell Phone: () ~

Contact By: Email
Comments: uppco and the autrain basin-

Imagine the great publicity uppco would get if it saved the largest and most centrally located lake
from development. The autrain basin should not be devcloped. If uppco needs money and wants
to spur the local cconomics, then hire local loggers to sclcct cut the forest around the lake. This
would generate a cash flow forever, not just one quick sale. Naterra land is not local and the
people buying the land won't be local. 1f the land gets developed and the watcer level is like last
summers level, uppco will be receiveing complaints by the thousands. What if all the houses get
built, the dam fails and drains the lake?
lawsuit,Jlawsuit lawsuit!! Why does uppco want the headache? Selling or leasing to a local
logging company is the best for everyone, the wildlife, the locals, uppco and naterra. 1 feel
uppco has dropped enough gifts in naterra's lap already. Now do something good for the upper
peninsuia, spare the basin and save yourself a headache.

from:

local ratc payer

and basin user

is anybody reading these?

From: Spces, Kerry A

Sent: Friday, December 08, 2066 6:30 AM
To: 'alwarren'

Subjeet: RE: Information

Good morning, Nancy. The study you refer to is "Recreational Homes and Regional
Development - A case study from the Upper Great Lakes States” by David W. Marcouller, Gary
R. Green, Steven C. Deller, and N.R. Sumathi of the Universities of Minnesota and Wisconsin
Extensions. On page 11 of the Executive Summary, you'll find this section "Recreational housing
in a region appears to contribute more to a local government's ability to generate revenues than to
place demands on servicces, as measurcd by public expendifures.”

It's important to distinguish between regular residential development and recreational
devclopment when you consider impacts 10 services.

Sincerely

12/29/2G06



Uncfficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OBSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-10856-000

Email Correspondences - Jan. 2006—Dec. 2006 12

Kermry Spees
Public Affairs
920-433-1589

From: Spees, Kerry A

Sent: Friday, December 08, 2006 6:46 AM
To: 'alwarren’

Subject: RE: Information

In addition, Naney, we should not discount "multiplier” effect of money spent in the area.
Additional people means additional spending - even after the influx of dollars for construction,
etc. Dollars spent generally turn over several times in the region, bringing a significant
economic benefit to the people of the arca. Refer to the "Regional Multipliers” handbook by the
U.8. Department of Commerce.

Kerry Spees
Public Affairs
920.433-1589

12/29/2006
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JPPLCO Response te

Commenis on

Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, and Aesthetie Resourees of the Bond Ealls, Boney Falis, Victorja, Prickest, Cataract, and Au Frain Impoundments
Mareh, 2607

PREFACE

tn respagse 1 comunents presented below, it shonld be noted that man
staadards of an “Environmental Assessnient”,

1he inpogndments.

The 1esource mposts wele never inlended 1o be envirgnmental dssessnients. Rather,
gother rendily available existing in formarion, m candnet field wark
GIS-gererated resimree nvensary maps ami repans,

Eurthiessmere, it ueeds to be made elear that any fatuse assessment of impacts to projeet lauds will be limited 10 just that -
liaed view cnhancenment areas, andfor the placement of docks

develdpment piopossls a1 eaeh of the mpoundments are put forth, it is not possible to assess the potential 1esource impacts on pioiect lands and waters,

¥ of the eomments received eritieize the Assessment of the Recieation, Wildlife, and Aesthetie Resouree Reports for the six impoundments for not meeting the
Specifically, some commeniors state the rports do 90t address the impacts of potential development on non-project lands and/o the impacts of sueh development on projeet Jands and

as clesly indicated in 1he seopes of work that were reviewed and commenied ou by the resouree apencies, the objectives af the stiidies were to
verify the presence and evmdition of existing \ata, to docianent existing conditions, and to assimilate and provide the colfected information in the form uf

impacts o project lands. Sueh impaets mght be due to such things as footpaths down to the water's edge,
along the shore. “Fhere will not be any residentia] housing or nther conspicucus development on project lands (e, within the EERC boundary). Until such ime when

(Zommentiflg Entity

e +

LPPCOEPRO Response

Response D

Combined Ageney Comments:
Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coatltion
Keweenaw Bay lndizn Cormraunity
National Park Services
Depurtment of Naturat Resosrees
Forest Services, US Dept. of
Agrieulture
L% Figk & Wildlife Services
Augiist 28, 2606

We recommend that UPPCO not identify these studies as “Environmental
Assessutents.” Enviiomnental Assessment (EA) has 2 speeifie meaning
ugder the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  These assessiments
do w0t meet the requirements of an EA as defined under NEPA. In
general. an EA includes brief diseussions of the following: the need fo
the propasal, an analysis of aliernatives, envirornental impacts of the
altersativen, and a listing of ageneies and persons consulted. FERC will
likely be completing an EA as part of reviewing and apmoving a Shoreline
Masgagement Plag {SMBEL In o1des to reduce ecnfusion regarding the
purpese of the studies by E-PRO, we suggest that the studies be referred to
as “Environmenta) Baseline Assessments.”

The commentor is eorreet in stating that these assessments “do not meet the requirements of
an EA as defined nndes NEPA”, These assessments, as scoped in consultation with the
resouice agencies, weie designed 10 be resowree/habitat baseline inventaies, not NEPA-
level environmentsl assessnents. See Prefaee.

1

The stndy 1esults do piovide an overview of some of the resousces of each
flowage aud sumounding project land. This infornation has impioved our
understandm g of the loeation and extent of important environ mental
feaures at each basin. The information, however, is limited in SeOpé as it
was gathered during a beief period during May and June 2006. The
reliability of the data eollected is also questionable since standasd
growonels, a8 supgesied by the 1esource ageneies, were not utilized for
some resonrees (raploss, substiate mapping, ete} Other resouices, such as
oid growth, hemloek, and oak stands were not identified and therefore the
studies are not usefnl in identifying these important habita feanuies. These
caveats will need to bt consideied ax 1he SMF is developed,

As explained in our response to agency comments on the seopes of work, not atl ageney-
suggested p1otoeols were going to be performed. Speeifically, substrate mapping and raptor
calls. We believe our methods to identify and nap various habitats within the
impoundments are more than adequate for informed deeision. making on non. project uses of
project lagds,

Study Qverview

For wiany of these impoundu ents the rese1voir target elevation of
mindnn tlevations varies, Because of this we propose the minimum
pand clevation thai could be experienved during the boating season be
utilized 10 conservarively estimate surface area and sloreline.

Three of the inpoundments {Boney, Pricken, and Ay Train) are operated as 1un-of river,
meaning ihat water levels do not fluetuate much during the boating seaser. The othess
experienes drawdowns of varying degiees during the boating season. Because each resource
ey be impaeted differently by water level change (both timing and magnitude), setting a
single level is not practical.
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UPPCO Response to Comments on

Assessment of the Recreation, Witdlife, Loon, and Acsthetic Resources of the Bond Fails, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickeit, Cataracy, and Au Train Empoundments

Marchk, 2007

flecreation Resources

Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalitiony/River Alliance of Wisconsin
(MHRC/RAW) and National Park Service should be included in the lisi of
agencics and NGO's,

‘The Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition has been added. The recommendations from the
“agencics” as referenced in the report Introductions did pot include the River Alliance of
Wisconsin or the National Park Service. These groups will be added to future 1cferences to
“agencies”.

At the basins many Informal recreation sites were identificd; most basins
had 2 much highcr number of informal recreation sites compared to formal
recreation sites. Please clarify whether UPPCO plans to keep the informal
siles open for public use op if these sites wil] be closed,

This issue will be addressed during the development of Shoreline Management Plans for the
Projects.

The Recreation Plan does not discuss any nearby formal or informal mails.
These featires should be included and mapped,

The reports have heen revised to include formal and informal trails, wilhin the Project
boundary, on the maps.

For all of the sites a 1elative measure of compaction was provided. How
was compaction mecasured or obscrved?

The reports have been revised 1o reflect only the presence ot absence of compaction,

There arc many other forms of recreation on these flowages that do not
invelve direct use of recreation sitcs identified and inventoried. Fishing,
watcrfow] hunting, hiking, birdwal ching, canocing/kayaking, and other
forms of recreation occur on and around these flowages. The impact on
non-project use of project land on these 1ecreational activities must be
analyzed.

A5 identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the ohjective of the recreation
assessments was to review and map cxisting recreation facilities within the project boundary.
The assessments were not designed to analyze impacts. See response 1D,

{Bond Falls) Sitc R. T is described as a fonnal boal launching, picnicking,
camping, and bank fishing sitc. There is onc ncarby campsitc {Now 11), b
no piceicking or bank fishing facilities arc available here. Additionally,
two formal hoat launching sites are noted. The second site {R-18) is listed
on page 2-19 as an infonnal site. Pleasc claiify whether these sites are
formal ot informal,

Site R-1 encompasses information for 2]l the dispersed camping and recrcation sites that are
considered to be pan of the campground; thus the picnicking may not occur at site R- 1 but
does occur at 2 sile associated with 1he dispersed camping area. Thc report has been revised
to clatify R. 18 is a formal sitc.

(Bond Falls) The 15 informal recreation facilitics on Map 2+ 1 and
description are confusing. For 9 of these sites (1-4. 5,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15,
and §9) you specifically note “no erosion” at the site. However, undel
2.2.3 Areas Not Conducive to Recreational Development, you state that
“ficld crews observed eroded banks in 1§ differem aress around the lake”
Do Ihese 15 areas include the recreation siles? Please map these sites so
that the location of the 1ecrcation sites and crosion sites arc shown
together

The 15 areas of closion that wele noted in section 2.2.3 of the report and shown on Map 2.
do nol include crosion at the recreation sites. As noted in the last sentence of the section "in
addition to the croded banks listed above, over half of the recreation sites exhibited moderate
12 major amounts of erosion.” The crosion associated with recreation sitcs iz described in
1he narrative description of the rclevant recieation site.

(Bond Falls} Descriptions of the informal sitcs notes that the sitc “appears
1o be associated”, “may be associated”, oF “is associated” with a formal
campsite. How was the rlationship between campsite and informal aleas
detcrmined? I our observations, many of the informal campsites are
closely associated with formal campsites.

The relationship betwecn the inforteal recreation sites and the formal campsitcs was
determined by comparing the information collected in the field with the map of the Bond
Falls Flowage formal recreation sitcs. A judgment was then made by the obscrver,

(Prickett) The Michigan Recreational Boaling Informalion System
directory {available from Michigan. gov/dnr website} lists Pnckent Dam
Backwaters site as having parking alca for 15 caritrailer units. Please
comect this information for site R-2 on page 2-3 and make the nccessary

The Michigan Boating Informaion System fisted a parking arca for 15 car fratler units. The
site visit, however, determined that therc are 6 trailer units and 6 single car parking spaces.
The site visit determination is based upon actual measurements.

2
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Assessment of the Reereation, Witdlife, Loon., and Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and Aw Train Impoundments
March, 2007

ealculation correetions i section 2.3.3 Lake Use Rate on page 2-8.

A description of avoiage 1ecreational use of the campgrounds, as well as
putpose of eampground visit, should be ineluded.

As identified in the agency-teviewed scope of wotk, the ohjective of the teereation
assessinents was to 1eview and map existing tecteation facitities within the project boundaty,
net to investigate recteationsl use pattemns. See also response 1D 8.

Inclide a deseription of how the existing recieational use may be affected
by proposed non.project use of projeet land.

As identified in the ageney.teviewed scope of wotk, the objective of the tesieation
ASSESSIMENts was 10 teview and map existing tecteation facilities within the projeet boundary.
not to analyze impacts to tecteational use. See also tesponse to 1D 8.

i shontd be noted that Michigan Depattment of Natural Resources staff
have observed incieased use of the basins duting waterfow! hunting season
(Sepiember thiough Novembet) and during deer hunting season {October
through Decembery. This incteased use {5 not eaptured in the short time
frame o visits in May and June,

See tesponse 10 14,

Please note the days of the week and duiation of visits to the
impoundnients. Boating obsetvations may have missed usets who wete
out i the eatly moring or evening. Also weekend days may have more
usage and may ol have been captured duting the study.

The reports have been revised accardingly.

A description on how proposed non-project uses of project land will
impact recteation, including hunting, should be inchuded.

As identified in the agency-teviewed scope of wotk, the obiective of the reeteation
assessinents was 1o teview and map existing recreation facilities within the projeet boundary,
net 1o analyze impacts to tecteational use. See also tesponse 1D 8.

A thoiough description of tecteational use by anglers, hunters, and
teappets should be included.

See response 1D 14

Passive 1ecreational use, sueh as mushioom and berry pieking ot bird
watching, should be deseribed.

See response 1D 14,

‘The use of the phasc “natuial wave action™ is misleading, since the effeets
of wave aglion on these Nowages is magnified by 1he artificial
aanipulation of water levels, which does ot atlow vegetation to become
estalilished in shorehine areas, thas making many aieas m10te pEORE 10
erosian from wave action than they wonld noimally be an a natural lake.

To avoid confusion and speeulation on causes of erosion noted a1 sies, the tepotts have been
revised 10 remove alf referenees to probable causes.

A discussion of sile cunditians nat canducive o the development ol dock
siructures and 1natinas ineluding shallow water ateas that limit ingress and
egress to the shote. wetlands, and otha sensitive ateas shonld be meluded.
In addition, 2 map of shoteline site conditions not condueive to the
development of dock sttuctutes ot matinas should be included. According
10 Wagner (1991}, shallow ateas of lakes {e.g., less than § feat) are most
likely 10 exhibit megative inpacts associated with boating, These impacts
include sediment re-suspension, reduesd water quality, and teduced habitat
for aquatic and terrestrial spegies,

Reeteationat development cousttaints {erosion arcas and wetlands) ate mapped and ineluded
i the teporis. Sensitive areas information was also mapped, but only provided to state and
federal tesoutee agencies. All this information will be taken into eonsidetation duting the
developraent of the Shoieline Mansgement Plans.

Mapping of shallow water areas was not conduct ed as contemplated in the ageney-reviewed
scope of wotk.  As development proposals for docks and mainas ate made available,
shallow water arcas will be assessed.

iPrickett, Vietoria) Please provide a detailed topographic map to help
visnalize the sigep bank ureas atound the reservoir,

The two teports have been revised 10 include maps with 1opegraphie features (see Map 2.2
for each 1espective repott),

22

(Bond Falls} For the vatious sites deseribed, the causes for any erosion
obset ved are siated {human use, natueal wave agtion, ete). This is
somewhat speculative, and it would be more apmopriate to refer to the

See response 1D 20

23
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LPPCOR

to s on

Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, and Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Buney Falls, Vietoria, Priekett, Cataract, and A Train Impoundments

March, 2607

Bond Falls Erosion Control Plan {and suhsequent contractor 1eport) for
information on probable causes of erosion at each site.

{Au Train, Boney Falls, Prickett) The Recreation Plan does not discuss
| amy bank fishing sites. These featuses should be included and mapped.

The reports already inelude discussions, photos, and mapped loeations of bank fishing sites.

24

An Impoitant step in deteimining acceptable boating densities and desired
types of wates- based reercational use is laeking: developing a “desired
candition™ for 1he reservoirs. The desired condition details the setting and
type of recreation experiences desised. There are aceepted methoeds for
developing the desired condition, sueh as Water Reercation Opportunity
Spectrum {WROS). WROS helps deteimine the niche of a pasticular water
body in the region. Withow detenmining the desired condition, calculating
possibie numbers of boats on a waler body laeks meaning and context.
Any number {or range of numbers) 1hat is anived a1, and any speeifie
watercralt type, may of tnay not [t with the desired eendition. The Fosest
Serviee ean provide more information on the use of WROS for developing
g desired eondition for particular hasins.

We are familiar with the Water Reereation Opportunity Spectrum method. The Boating
Carrying Capaeity analyses, however, were only mean! to identify a range of recreational
boating carrying eapacity at each reservoir. 1t was bevond the scope of this literature based
desk-top exeieise 1o determine the “desired condition™ a1 eaeh impoundment.

25

User perceptions of acceptable boating density in similas settings are
missing from the discussion (this is part of WROS process deseribed
above)

This study was scoped as a literatus e-based, desk- top exercise. User pereeptions were not
inc luded.

26

A diseussion on the type of watereraft eommonly used on the
impoundment needs 10 be included.

The report will include mention of the type of wateresafl ohserved and 1eported to be
commonly used on the impoundments.

27

The density estimates do not take into aceount potential for incieased
public use of the basin and associated faeilities over the 1etm of the FERC
license.

The reports were never intended to speculate about the potential for incieased publie use.

28

The “"Recreation Resourees’ map does 5ot include constraints to
recreational development {e.g., docks and marinas) such as shallow water

Recreational eonstraint factors cited will be addressed in the development of Shoreline
Management Plans.

il

Please clarify the elevation of “full pond”. We suggest the minimum pond
elevation dusing the open water boating seasan be utilized to provide a
eonservalive estimate. See eomment under “Study Overview:
Impoundments” ahove.

Full pond is the areal extent of the waterbody as obtained from the Miehigan DNR Eisheries
Division on-line shape file lake polygons as of March 2004, Three of the impeundments
{Boney, Pricket!, and Au Train) are operated as run- of rives; meaning that wates levels do
not fluetuate much dusing the boating season, The othess have drawdowns of varying
degrees during boating season. Bueeause each resousce may be impacted differently by water
level change setting a single level is not practieal,

30

{Au Train} The southern portion, or appioximately 145, of the basin is
considered & wildlife refuge and is elosed for over 2 months of the yea.
This needs to be taken into seeount when calculating the useable lake
surface ares.

The refuge area is closed to boating {rom September | through November 10, which is
outside the normal boating season.

3t

Sinee this seetion is based laigely upon Boating Carrving Capacity as
determined by the previoss seetion, and sinee there are serious questions
about the methodology used 10 estimate Boating  Carrying Cupacity (see
comment above), the range of boat numbers arrived at, and the type of
watererift, has no meaning or context. Again, a “desired condition™,
detailing the setting and types of desired recreational experienees, needs to
e determined before making calculations of aceeptable boating densities
and types of watercraft,

See response 1D 25,

12

Llser pejceptions of acceptable boating density at the flowages, orin

This study was seoped as a desk-top exereise. User perceptions were not included.

33
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simidar senings are missing from the discussion. No interviews were
conducted with boaters on this flawage to frelp determne seceptable
boating densities.

lenses, woody strueture, and aguatie vegetation is deseribed in general
terms within the assessments, The assessments indieale 1hat habitat

potential impacts associated with shoreline alieration, dock placement, et

Information on the 1ype of walercraft aciually used on the impoundments | The “most likely” users covers prexey much all the potemiial users of the iinpoundments. The 34
shonid have been provided, rather than speculating as to what types of reports have been revised to include mention of the type of watereraft observed and reported
boatsimotors represent the “mast likely™ users, to be commonly used on the impoundments.,

The sudies referenced in table 2-1 for Bond Falls) niay not be relevant to | The table cited represents information that is ia the Hterature. This information and the 33
the discussion, depending on user perveptions in those areas and their approaeh used represent potential tools for future use in assessing boating densities,

history. Using an average of the figures obtained from these studies, is

probally overly simplistic and aot appropriate for determuning appropriate

bonter densities for 1hiy Howage.

Please include a 110te in the study that the Resonrce Agencies and UPPCQ, | 11 is nut known if a boating density standard will be included in the SMP. The boating 36
while team evaluating impacts 1 project resources, will need to agree in capacity study is designed to provide planning guidelines.

the Shoreline Mamagement Plan upon an acceptable boating density

standard,

Please note that fishing boats {and boats used for waterfosd hunting) often | Boals used for fishing and waterfow] hunting may have motors of greater than 23HP. The 7
bave motors greater than 25 HE larger point here is that lishing and hunting boats on these impoundiments generatly are not

traveling af & high rate of speed.

{Prickett} The analysis shonld take into zecount the presence of stumps ‘The report has been revised aceordingly. kLS
and floating shags in this flowage, whieh are abundan and which are one

of the major “defining eharaeteristies” of thiv flowage {(p. 5. 7). These

stimps and siags are one of the main features 1hat atiraet fishermen to the

Towage, and fshing is the dominant recreational use at this time {p. 5- 10}

{Prickeit) The presence of stumps and floating snaps, and the ways these | Comment roted. 39
features shape the current recreational use of Pricket Flowage, needs tobe

izeluded in the analysis. This would lopically be part of the WROS

assessment discussed above.

Wildiife & Aquatic Habitat

The main objectives of the Wildiife and Aquatie Habitat study should be | The report has been revised fo elarify the objectives. )
clarified to reflect the objectives disted in the Seope of Serviess: 1} gather

all readily obtainable, exisung information on wildiife and aquatie

habitatispecies associated with the subject impoundmenis and prajeat

lands, 2} conduct field work to verify the presenee and eondition of
existing data, 3} map and document (on a broad-scale} new ceeurrences of

habitat and species of interest abserved during the field work effor, and 4}

use these data to develop natural resouree constraint maps/databases for
each impoundnent.

1n addition to possible nesting platforms, potential nesting sites siiould also | The report objectives have been revised to inelude potential nesting sites. 41
be included in the ist of study objectives.
CGray wolf and gray wolf habial should be included in the list of study The reports have beet revised to address the comment, 42
items.

Fisheries assessments were either lacking or were incorrect. Information | Fish eommunity information has recently been provided by the Michigan DNR and the 43

| on the curren: siatus of 1he fish community should be included. reports have been revised 10 reflect this information,

The presence and distribution of Huoral fisheries habitat such ag gravel We feel that the littoral habitat data that was colleeted is sufficiently specific for determining 44
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conditions were documented using G1S. based field maps and GPS,
however the data displayed within the assessments was not site specific.
Further detail of specific habitat types with GPS mapping aspects will be
necessary if any habitat alteration proposals are entertained. The data
displayed within the assessments lacks specificity that would allow for
derennining the impact oy proposals secking shoreline alterations, dock
coulstruction, or woody habitat mamipulstion.

{Bond Falls) Please provide a map showing the location for the photo in | The site in the photo is located on Map 3.3, 45
Figure 3-1,
fAu Trin) Please clanfy intent of the third sentence in the first paragraph | The report has been revised accordingly. 46
under 3.2 1.
tnclude information on the typical abitude above ground level at which the | The report has been revised 10 address this comment. 47
helicopter was flown, as well as the separation hetween transects.
{Bond Falls} The information obtained {re. existence of suitable bald eagle | Comment noted. 48
nest trees on the Jarge peninsula along the eastern shore} 15 new
mformation and needs 0 be considered in reference 1o the new
campground unit planned for that peninsula,
{Bond Falls) A discussion of whether any patural suitable osprey trees The report has been revised © address this commaent. 49
currently exist in or around the flowage is missing,
{Pricketr} It is unclear what critedia were used 10 evaluate nesting habitat | The report has been revised to address this comment. 50
potential for great biue heran, The large wetland complex at the south end
of the flowage would appear 10 provide good habitat in general for herons
{and herons were observed there), yat the statement is made {p. 3-5) that
there is & “lack of suitable natural nesting habitat for great blee heron”
Herons are colonial nesters and will milize @ wide range of tree species and
tree sizes for thelr nests {Atlas of Breeding Birds of Michigen, 1991y, 50 it
is unciear why there is a jack of nesting habital.
{Vicioria) 11 is concluded that “no suitable najural nesting habital was The report has been revised 10 address this comment. 3
observed ' for ospreys, please define suitabe osprey nesting habitat.
According to the Michigan Andubon Society cranes are not dependent on ¢ The report has been revised to address this comment, 52
using traditiona] bogs with sphagnim and leatherleaf for nesting and often
use simalter wetlands with a greater variely of vegetation cover types.
Therefore is it not correct to conclude that there is po crane nesting habitat
on project lands around the flowsge,
Although evidence of waterfowl and sandhil] crane nesting was limited Comment nofed, 53
during the assessments, 1he large number of goslings, ducklings, and
juvenile sandhill crapes indicated that nearby nesting locations are present.
These surveys were conducted a1 the wrong time of year (o accurately One of the objectives of these studies was to inventory and map existing habitats and, based 34
reflect migratory wildlife usage. on habitat characteristics, determing if these habitats would be generally suitable for certaim
species’ life stapes such as staging and foraging for migratory wildlife. These studies were
not seoped or designed to determine habitat utilization by migralory wildlife, just the
presence of habitst itself
{Prickert) The very brief period of observation for wildlife on this flowage | Comment noted. The emphasis of the assessments was on suitable habitat for species 85

{2 days in June) must be considered when reviewing the data obtained.
For example, we have observed several different species of waerfow] on
Prickett flowage over the years (including mallards, black ducks, wood

identified by the agencies, not solely on the observed presence of spegies.
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ducks, ete}, yet the brief visit revealed only cag waterfow! speeies:
cammon merganser, We would consider the information provided in this
report sneedotal.

insufficient and poarly timed to accurately delermine their presenee frapior
sirveys should ocour between April 15 and 3. Additienal rapor surveys

10 filly and aeenralely determine the presence of nesting woodland raptors in the assessment
area. However, we belicve the methods used to delermine raplor presense are more than

{Au Train} Please elarify the intent of the last sentence of the last The report has beep revised to address this comment, 56
paragraph under 3.2.3.
Documentation of the prominent plant species in each wetland cover type | The reports have been revised to address prominent plant species and general hydrological 57
and doenmentation of the hydrologicat condition of the wetlands including | condition.
extent of inundation and general water depths is missing.
{Bond Falls} On 3.7 it states that sandbar willow along the shoreline is The report has been revised to address this comment. 58
typigally flooded, providing excellent habitat for wildlife. This may be
true in May, but by July, this habitat is gone, as water Jevels are generally
much Jower and far below this vepetation,
{Bond Falls) On p. 3.9 it states that ... "no other unique or significant The report has been revised to address this comment. 59
uplind habial was observed a1 Bond Falls™. This is somewhat misleading,
since surveys werg not condusted for some upland habitat types
recormmended by the ageneies {stands with old growth characteristics or
stands with hemioek/n hite pine eomponent).
{Prickett) The sizeable cedarfyellow bireh/hemioek wetland and the stand | The entire area was examined and mapped on foot by walking throughout the interior of the 66
of mature hemlock is an important forest component that was noted inthe | wetland and using GPS to map the approximate outer limit of the area.
study, Were these areas identijted fron a boat or examined on shore?
{Vietoria} There is 1o discussion of Significary Upland Habitars. Were A brief disenssion of the survey results speeific to signifieant upland habitats has been 6]
any project Jands surveved for significant uptand habitary? ingluded in the revised report,
{Bond Falls) There appears to be an error 1o this section; Interior Creek The report has been corrected. 62
does nol empty into Bond Blowsge, but rather mto the M. Branch of the
Ontonragon River, some distance seuth of the flowage. The location for
1he wood 1nrile observation should presumably be where the M. Branch
Flows 1o e impoundmen,
{Bond Falls} We are faniiliar with the area around where the M. Branch The eomment is asknowledged and the map and text have been revised aecordingly. 63
{lows o the impoundment, and the area with the most potemtial for wood
turtlc stesting is on the stecper sandy banks along the cast side of this
warrow bay, not the west side, as labeled in the figure, The angle of slope,
sparsity of vegetation, and greater exposure 10 the sun on the east side of
this bay would likely be preferred by wood urtles for nesting,
{Victoriaj Please clanfy whether the south or southeast facing slopes that | These areas were examined on- the ground by severa] biologists. o
were identified as possible wood turtle nesting habitat were checked o
the-ground for evidence of use by nesting wood turtles or just observed
from s distanee.
1t 15 min clear what distapce interval was used to sample for woodiand in general, at e Bond Falls, Victora, Prickett, Boney Falls, and Cataract impoundments, 65
raptors, and how much of this survey was eonducted while on land, versus | woodiand raptor call back surveys were primarily conducted from a boat. However, these
from a baat. Also, please provide 1ime of day the woodland raptor surveys | surveys were also occasionally conducted from land. At these impoundments, distance
were conducted. intervals were up to 8 Yemile and surveys were generally completed by mid-morning, At
the Ay Tram basin, woodland raptor surveys were conducted while on Jand.
The search protoco] 10 detect woodland raptors and their nests is We conewr that the timing of the woodland raptor surveys was somnewhat late in the season 66

7
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should be eondueled, 25 well as surveys of raptor nests in absence of
foliage, 10 aceurately determine raptor presenee,

adeguate for informed deeision making on non- project uses of project lands.

appear to be a result of wave aetion or iee floes”. This statement is rather
speeulative, with no conneetion to data gathered during this study. it also
contradiets some eardier stalemens {(See, 2.2.1) that wave aetion appeared
to be a comributing faetor in erosion observed at rereation siles.

Although grazing by Canada geese can impact wild riee beds, U.S. Fowmest | The reports have been revised accordingly. 67
Service (USFES) has restored wild rice beds on ather water bodies within
the Ottawa National Forest where geese are relatively sbundant. The
USFS hax not had t0 employ geese exelusion methods in those areas,
Therefore, we sugges! repiacing the word “likely” with “possible.”
The eonelusion that orange hawkweed is widely distributed yet relatively | The reports have been revised accordingly. 68
unegmimon is eonfusing and needs elarification.
Reed eanary grass is typieally eonsidered a non-native mvasive speeies in | Reed eanary grass was not on 1he list of nuisance species provided by the resouree ageneies &9
this area. Why is i1 not considered a nuisanee speeies in this study? during the study seoping proeess. However, the report anthors aeknowledge in the report
that this species is generally considered mumsance. The reports have been revised to
specifically describe Reed eanary grass as a nuisanee speeies,
1t is not elear whether any sampling was done to deteet aguatic invasive Sampling for the presence of Eurasian water milfoil and purple loosestrife, meluding it
plant species sueh as Eurasian water milfoll and endy-leaf pondweed. eollecting and analyzing samples, was routinely eondueted at all six impoundments, The
These and other invasive plant speeies eould casily be missed if the only reports have been revised to further clarify this.
surveys performed were observational, rather than using a weed-rake or
similar device to sample vegetation,
I is incomeet to routinely elassify Canada geese as nuisanee speeies. Canada goose was deseribed by the resource ageneies as a “nuisanee species™ during the T
Although they are eapable of beeoming a nuisanee in urban/suburban study seoping process. That is the reason it is also deseribed as a nuisanes speeies inthe
settings, they are not considered a nuisanee at these projeets, reports,
{Rond Falls) Spotted knapweed oeeurs in many locations on projeet lands | None of the resource agencies expressed coneern about these speetes during The study 72
arcund Bond Flowage, ineluding the campground areas, boat landings, cte. | scoping proeess. Therefore, field surveys did not specifieally foeus on these species.
Neom-native honeysuekie alse oceurs on projeet lands in the area. Yo,
there is no mention of eiiher of these nuisance speeies in the report.
(Bond Falls) Rusty crayfish, an invasive animal species, are knownte be | See response |D 72, 73
very abundant within Bond Flowage, yet there is no memion of them in the
report. Was any sampling for rusty erayfish, spiny water flea or other
invasive animals condueted?
A diseussion of the general fength of the erosion sites as well as the Information on the general lengths of erosion sites has been added to the revised reports. 74
potentin] eauses is missing. The potential causes of erosion are assessed in a separate study, unrelated to this effort, and
previous eomments idemified coneerns about delermining the eause. Therefore, cause will
Tt be diseussed in the revised report
i should be mentioned 1bat some erosion does oceur natwrally and 1his The reporty have been revised to address this eomment, 5
type of erosion is of less concern than erosion caused by projeet operations
OF HSE.
A description of the seale used to define erosion as major, minor, or The repotts have been revised to remove all referenees to the extent of erosion, 76
moderate should be included.
“Inelude 2 description of where eroded material is being deposited. The reports do not nclude 1his information as it cutside of the ageney- reviewed seopes of 77
work.
{Bond Falls) On 3-12 it states that “maost of the active ¢erosion did not These statements have been elarified in the revised reports. 78
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We agree that wolves ean be found throughowt the Uppel Peninsula. We
would expeet thal wolves periodieally use the areas around the basin for
foraging and pup 1ealing. Beeause of 1his we believe that wolves should be
considercd in developing the SMP. As previously diseussed, the review
and approval of the SMP by FERC will require section 7 consultation with

the ULB. Fish and Wildlife Serviee,

Comment noted.

7%

(AU Tiain, Boney Falls) A disenssion of the gray wolf is missing.

Although 1eguested, we have nol reecived information from the DNR other than that s1ating
that wolves ale habilal generalists and may or tay not vse project lands. As a result, we are
unawale of any benefits thal s vague discussion of gray wolves would provide.

80

A diseussion of rare, threalened, and endangered species is missing.

There is no sepalate seetion entitled Rare, Thieatened and Endangered Speewes. Rather,
individual species are diseussed as appopriate e.5., bald eagles, wood turtles. Information
1egarding the loeations and presenee of rare, threatened, and endangeied (RTE) wildiife
species assoeiated with projeet lands and waters has been provided to the 1esouree agencies.
Sinee these species are proteeted by laws, it is genelally not good practiee {and potentially
irrespansible} to release information on the locations of RTE plant speeies and immobile life
slages of wildlife species to the geneial publie. Members of the general public interested in
sueh infonmation should submit a formal request to state and/or federat agencies regarding
the 1elesse of this information.

The 1eports have been 1evised to Jimit the redaeting 1o sensitive species |oealions

81

I should be naled thal the agencies had suggested thal more demiled
indarmation should be obtained on vegetation within the prajeel lands
ispecifically slands with old growth chatactenistics, stands with mesic
eonifers, stands wilh red osk), but this infermation was not obtained duning
the study,

Comment noted. Sea1esponse (D 59,

82

it should be noted that reeommended ageney protoco! for collection of
aguatic habitat data, and condueting taplor surveys, was nol utilized, This
unfortumately nakes the data oblained of lesser qualily for assessing
impaets flem non-project use of lands and waters on these 1esourees,

Protoeol methods were modified to allow for greater distanees between survey points, and to
enable field erews to do the majority of the ealling from boats. Sinee sound earries well on
water, it was felt that this approaeh would not diminish the effectiveness of the surveys. In
addilion, we believe that the aguatie habitat data colleetion methods employed allowed for
the colleetion of data of cgqual or better quality than if ageney recommended methods were
followed.

83

Please make a note under the list of “Other Wildlife Speeies Observaions™
1hat this is not ar all inclusive list. Many wildlife and fish speeies
eomimonly observed on projeet Jands or watels {e.g., Nashville warbler,
Noithein oriole, blackburnian warbler, song sparrow, veery, rose-bigasted
gloshbeak) are missing.

Comment noted. The einphasis of the assessments was on suitable habitat for speeies
identified by the ageneics, not solely on the observed presenee of speeies.

4

{Prickert} The "Cther Wildlife Species Observation™ list appears to be in
the wrong section {currently in the Gray Wolf Consultation section}.

The 1gport has been revised accordingly.

85

Please provide, in addition 1o the detailed maps, 3 habitat eanstraints map
showing an overview of the entire basin.

“Fhe reports do not inelude habitat eonstraints naps for areas outside of 1he assessment areas
{i,e., lands and waters within the FERC projeet boundary). See approved seopes of work,

86

On the “Speeies Observations and Habitat Components,” please color-code
the species observalions so that it is easier to idenlify irrportant areas for
different suiles of organisms. For instance bald engle observations in one
eolor, walerfow] observations in apoiher eolor, ete.

Report maps have been revised to make them easier to 12ad and inlermet, Howevel, it was
determined that identifying suites of organisms as suggested would make the maps t00 busy
and the benefits would be oulweighed by the distractions.

87

{An Train} Trumpetel swang ale expanding their range and have been

Comment noled.

i3]
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documented by MDNR biolopists at the Au Train Basin. MDNR seaff
hredieve that frumpeter swan nesting potential at the basin has increased and
will be realized within the next few years.

Qunlitative Assessment of Potential Bnpacts of Stump Removal
(PFrickett Basin}

This section attempHs to 253888 environmental impaets of implementing a
propesal to remove stumps at Prickett. We suggest the envivonmental
effects analysis provided in this document is not sufficient for NEPA. The
analysis would need to be more comprehensive Jooking at all proposed
non-project uses of project Jands and the diveet, indirect, and eumulative
impaets of these setions on all aflected resourees.

Comment noted. See response 101,

45

The month of July would be considered pant of the fish spawning or bird
nesting/brood rearing seasons for several fish or bird speeies that utilize

the snags and submerged wood. August and early September would be

considered staping and migration period for many bird species.

Comment noted.

S0

Two possible ways that downstieam sturgeon could be impacted by
mavement of sediment ase discussed, A eonelusion is reached that little or
e effect to sturgeen would result if high water flows move sediment
downstream of spawning beds, A more thorough analysis is necessary to
detenuine the potetial impaets of stump removal on downstream
sturgeon. Please provide documentation or data to verify the conclusion,

We disagree with the eharacterization that the text in the draft Prickett report stating “it is
possitie that high flows exiting the impoundment, eombined with the spring flows, would
carry sediments downstream of spawning beds. This could result inrelatively little effeet to
lake sturgeon spawning habitat,” is a eonelusion. Rather, it is a qualirative siatement
deseribing that this is & possibility given eeriain seasonal conditions.

b2

Several other {ish speeies likely spawn in the Sturgeon Rives downstrem
of the Priekent hasin. An analvsis of impaets of downstream sediment
movement resulting fiom srump removal should address these speeies as
well,

The report has been revised 1o address this eomment.

92

Thie eonelusion reached in this seetion...."Removal of the trees outside the
nesting and rearing season likely would not vesalt in diveet impacts to
individuals of these three speeies,” s misleading. Suags were heavily wsed
by these speeies for nesting and other activities and eontributed
signifieantly to theit local produetion. Please clarify how removal of
finpded snags outside of the nesting and earing season will not result in
impacts to kinghinds, rree swallows, and common grackles.

We disagree that the text is misieading.

93

On page 3-15 1t states it is also possible that the flooded snags provide
an execssive amoant of cover and spawning habitat. This eould result in
an overabundanee of fish, leading to stanted game fish populations.
Removal of some flooded snags eoudd help tw alleviate stunting problems.”
The starement that the fishes of Prickett Impoundment are stunted s
inaeeurate and the assumption that removing wooedy struehuse would
alleviate siunting is also inaccurate. Michigan DNR fisheries survey data
from 1954 — 1999 has cleardy documented a guality sport {ishery within
the Prickett Impoundment. Ondy one survey effort in 1962 found bluegills
that were considered stunted. Fisheries surveys sinee that period have
documented a healthy fishery composition with many predators (northern
pike, walleye, and Jargemouth bass}and forage species (bluegill, yellow
perch, black crappie, white sueker, and golden shiners). Data from a May
196% survey documented 3 mean growth index for walleye tobe +2.4

The statement on siunting was derived from an undated DNR report, the only fisheries
information that had been provided o UPPCO during the time that the draft report was being
prepared. The DNR has since provided UPPCO with mote secent fisheries data. The report
has been revised to incorporate these data and al] text referting to stunting has been

removed.

94
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ineghes ahave S1ate average. The report’s speeudation that removal of
flooded snags epuld alleviate stunting is unsubstantiated by faet. A
literature review has failed to find scientific studies that support removal of
woody debris to enhanee fish populations. We recommend this paragraph
be removed from 1he final report.

In addition 10 providing cover for bait fish, flooded snags provide a The revised report inchudes 2 qualitative analysis of the potential effect of the removal of ER)
substrate for aquatie mvertebrates. Invertebrates are a major eeosystem flonded snags on aguatic maero- invertebrates.
emnponent and source of food for Nsh and other animals. Because of the
large amount of flooded wood in Prickett basing, the contribution of this
wood to the total available habitat for invertebrates is signifieant. The
potential effect of removing this wood on the aquatie ecosystem 15 not
adequately anabyred 1n this document
Please define "dri-ki.” The term dri-ki has been removed from the report. This materis] is now referred to as coarse 96
woedy debris.
We snggest re-wording 1he eoneluding statement 10: "Removal of floeded | Comment noted. 97
snags would eliminate a signifieant soures of fish habitat from the
mpoundiment,” N
Common Loous (Victeria, Bond, Au Train, Prickett)
We agree that “human disturbanee is well known to affeet loon nesting and | For the purpase of this assessment, a more comprehensive set of known parameters 98
productivity” (p. 4,23 which is why the agencies ineluded “shoreline areas | neeessary for loon nesting were considered. These parameters {which are detailed in the
with minimal rond aecess™ within our definition of potential loon nesting reports) are based on published data, reeently and thoroughly summarized by David Evers of
habitar. Despite this, there was 0o attenipt made during this study to maap | BioDiversity Research Institute in his Status Assessment and Conservation Plan for the
and describe shoreline areas with limited road access, whieh would have Common Loot {Gavia immer) in North Ameriea, as prepared for the 1.8, Fish and Wildlife
nrovided sddiional vitluable information with whieh 10 assess loon habitat | Serviee in 2004 (Evers, 2004}
suitability,
H 15 Interasting to note that the single active Joon nest that was identified during these
assessments {(and was suecessful in hatehing one ehiek) was located in elose proximity to a
public boat launeh. and a shoteline ares near road aceess.
The short time trame of the surveys (112 day n some instaneas) is As identified in the ageney.reviewed seope of waork, the abjective of this assessment study a9
inadequate to evatuate loon use of the flowages. was to evaluate and map patertial nesting habitat, not to evaluate Joon use.
{Au Train} In generalb we would Tike to point out the high arsount of loon | Loons were observed by E/PRO consultants on Au Train on several aceasions during the G
aglivily on the basin. We recommend that UPPCO pursue an amendment | summer of 2006, UPPCO is unaware of any evidence whieh supports the need to amend the
to 1he Au Train FERC Heense for the protection and enhancement of the Au Train lieense for the protection and enhancement of comimon loon populations.
common logn population,
in addition to possible nesting platforms, potential nesting sites should also | As identified in the ageney-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 109
be included i the list of study objeetives. evaluate and map potential nesting habitat, not to identify nesting platforms.
According to the Scope of Serviess, aerial reconnaissanee was 10 oecur in | Aerial observations of loons on the reservoirs simply serve to augment owr observations of 162
May. Please explain how only condocting a boat survey in mid-June may | whether loons were present on each Jake, Note that the overall purpose of this study was to
have impacted the results, wentify areas of suitable 1oon nesting habitat, #or 1oon use and abundance. Observed loon
presence was merely used as a too] to help identify 1hose areas that not only contain suitable
habitat, but may potentially be oceupicd by Toons as well.
Explain how eanducting loon surveys in mid-June could have impacted the | As identified in the agency. revigwed scope of work, the objective of the s was 1o 193

it
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tesults, The optimal time for loon survey is the last two weeks of May and
carly June.

evaluate and map potential nesting habitat, not to conduct surveys for loons. CGiven this, the
results were not impaeted by the timing of the habitat surveys (June 12, 13 and 14).

{Band Falis) The mouth of Interior Creek {p. 4-4) should be the month of | The river has been re-labeled the Middle Brawch of the Ontonagon River, 104
the M. Branch Ontonagon River,
{Bend Falls) 1t is possible that other adult loons observed during the study | As identified in the agency.reviewed seope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 105
had atiempred to rest before the surveyors were there, and failed fon one or § map and evaluate potential nesting habitat, not to analyze impacts on loons. HPPCO
more funknown} reasons, Also, the FERC license includes conditions believes that Artiele 414 of the eurrent FERC license for Bond Falls is adequate to enhance
which should enhance potential for loon pesting over time; this would need | loon nesting potential.
ta be considered in any environthenial assessment that analyzes the
potential impaet of non-project use of project lands and waters on loons.
This i suppoited by the statement on 4.5 “1f {loons} are resident, and are
using specific werritories, then proteetion of 1hose areas may enecuiage
their suceess’.
A diseussion of water levels mamtained by UPPCO during the time of As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 106
toon nesting would be beneficial in determining potential suceess. evaluate potential nesting habitat, not to determine potential loon nesting success.
{Boud Falls) The statement .. it was determined that there are no limiting | UPPCO disagrees. The very faet that a pair of loons was doeumented to be actively nesting 167
fuetors whieh affect loons” use of the impoundmen for nesting” is not on the reservoir indieates that all the parameters are seceptable {21 least in one location) for
supportable, eonsidering the very limited scope and duration of the study. | looas to select this water bedy for nesiing purposes. The parameters listed by 1he
A wide variety of faetors sueh as reservoir water level fluctuation, human | commenting agency may affect nesting density and/or success, however this was not the
disturbanee, forage quality and quantity, ete., could have easily come into | listed objective in the apency-reviewed scope of work,
play as factors limiting loons’ use of the impoundment, but these would
have not been detected on a visit 1o the flowage of one day.
(Victoria, Bond Falls, Au Tiain, Prickett, } The assumption that Joons The reports have been revised 1o remove this diseussion, 168
cannat be assumed o breed or will do so in the futere because only 50% of
the highly suitable breeding lakes aie enrreinly being used in the northern
two- thirds of the Siate is flawed for two reasons: 1} The assumption eould
just as easily be made that loons ean be assumed to nest af these fowages
aow of in the future; and 2) The use of the reference is misleading since
the term “northem two-thirds of the State” refers to the northern Lower
Peninsula and not the Upper Peninsula. The actual point of the reference
is that too few loons exist in the NLP to utilize all available habitats, We
sugpest that this entire discussion be rermnoved fiom the doeuments. .
{Pricket, Victoria) A Secehi Disk measurement of 183 m (607 i} is The agencies mischarpeterize statements in the report. The secehi disk measurement of g
noted as not being optimal for loons and approaches the point at which {.85m applies to Prickett only. The report states 1hat “this approaches the point at which
foraging is hindered. Please provide literature supporting this statement, foraging is hindered”, This statement is based on Barr {1996), which is eited sinong the
USFS expericnee on the Ortawa National Forest is that water elarity inthis | information provided in the water quality paragraph of the introduction {page 4- 1),
1egion is rately a limiting faetor for toon foraging, if 1he lake has an Specifieally, 1he citation reads: “Bary {1996} doeumented that secehi disk readings of 1.5m
adeqguate forage base. or less alter loon foraging behavioe™.
UPPCO wasfis unaware of published information on the USFS experienes.
The reports have been revised to indicate that existing data suggests that these relationships
should he eonsidered when assessing the oveiall habitat quality on a given leke,
{Vietoria} I1 is speculative 10 conclude that water level changes in the The report has been revised to the address the comment, 114
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flowage ate “somewhat moot” in their affests on loons. A 1horough,
comprehensive study would be needed to support such a conclusion,

Conelusions reached after short duration field observations, such as
1arbidity being a limiting factor for loon foraging, water leve] fluctuations
nat impagting loon nesting, or even the presence of absence of breeding
pairs dining the entiie breeding season, are speculative. Concluding
staternents in the study shovld identify the relfative uncertainty of the data
ard that more thotough investigations sre necessary to fully understand
o nse o1 possible wse of & basin.

1t was not the charge of this study 10 estimate Joon use o1 possible use of a basin, The
reports did not attempd to make sueh conclusions. The only conclusions the reports make is
whether of not territorial loons (o1 loens in general) were obseived on the impoundments at
the time of this study and {fthere is snitable nesting hatntat. The reponts stress on many
occasions that more thorough investigations are necessary to truly understand loon use of the
impoundments. This idea is spelled out in the conclusions for Bond Falls and Au Train,
where Joons weie frequently observed in summer 2006,

Include information on piior loon nesting from the Michigan Natural The Michigan Loon Preservalion Association Web site was searched as par! of preparation f12
Features Inventory smd the Michigan Loon Pieservation Association. to perform this study. No useful data regarding population estimates or nesting information
in the areas of the impoundments considered in 1his study were located. Likewise, the
Michigan Natural Features Inventory {which is non-published and therefore non- public} was
not Jocated or able to be aceessed onting. If infurmation regarding priot loon nesting were
made available fiom either of these sources, it would be consideied for inclusion in this
assessment.
{Bond Falls, Au Train) We poree with the conglusions of the assessment Comment noted. 113
to contiue observations and study of the common loons a1 Bond Falls and
Ab Tiain basing. These studies will allow For potection of preferred
labitat, identification of amy limiting fac1ors, and form the basis for
recomniending any enlianceIMont Measures neesssary to insure future
TIES 1T
Aesthefic Reseurees
Adthough the surveyors Sid talk with some land managers in the area We acknowledge that the draft report eontained little information pertaining to interviews of 114
regarding which attributes are eonsidered to be visually speeial, it does not | typical users of the flowages and adjacent projeet fands. The revised report will inefude the
appear that any such interviews were condueted with typical users of these | results of {I) interviews of foeus group members who use the reservairs; (2) fn- the-field
flowages and adjacent project lands thosters, fishermen, hikers, snrveys of parties who were 1ecreating on the reservoirs during the Labor Day weekend; and
birdwatchers, picnickers, hunters, ¢te.). This would be valuable £3) UPPCO personne] familiar with winter use on the impoundments.
information to include {see below), Fhese interviews should include
questions related to the current status of the project as wel as the proposed
development.
Under the first budlet in Task 1, please desciibe what “other relevant The following studies were gonstilted and will be cited in the final report: 115

plages” were reviewed for information on seenie lake asscssments,

Hiawatha National Foiest: Assessment Report for Transition to Scenery Management
System, 2003

Huron- Manistes Nationa! Forests: Seenie Variety indicators {courtesy Thomas Kokx
Associates)

Maine Land Use Regulation Commission: Scenic Lakes Assessment in Maine’s
Unorgamized Towns, 1997

Maine State Planning Office: A Comprehensive Land tse Plan for the Mooschead Lake
Region (visual analysis section by 1. Dominie)

Millwatd, H. and D. Allen (1989) " The scenicresources of Nova Scotia: A maero-seale
landseape assessment.”™ As 1eported in: Natural History of Nova Seotia, Volume 1@
Topies, Nova Scotia Museum of Natural History.

National Patk Seivice: Novth Country National Scenic Trail Draft NE Minnesata Rowe
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Assessment and Environmental Assessment
Tahoe Regional Planning Ageney, Draft Proposed Seenic Review System for Shorezone,
20403

The sconng criterta for Relative Relief are not meaningfid for this area, The rating system is based upon the regional eontext within which the reservoirs are loeated, 11
owing to the relatively low relief of the lakes being studied. We the Upper Peninsula. The presence of Reliel is important in the visual appeal of Vietoria,
recommend changmg the seale to more appropriately refleet the arcas An Train, and Prickett and so will remain a factor, but be given less weight than Natural

being assessed. Also, this faetor shoubd be given less weight in the scoring | Charaeter

table,

In general, the scoring system used to develop total aesthetie quality scores | We sgree that Natural Character is the most valued visual charaeteristic of the 117
for 1he different sub-units is flawed. By breaking most aiteria down inte | impoundments. Interviews with users of the impoundments confirmed what the

varipus sub- componemnts, and rating each of them separately, moech more professionals had said and the evaluation systemn will be refined. This factor will be given

weight is given to some sub-zomponents than they warranr, especially with | highest weight in the final scoring system. However, because existing development is not a

repard to lakes in this region of the eountry. For example, physieal major {actor on these lakes, the seoring results for subunits may not ehange appreeiably in

fuatures are broken down into six sub-components, each of which is rated | refative 1erms.  Aeeording to people using some of the reservoirs {e.g. Au Train), Relief is an

with a seore of from 0- 15, Relief, Vegetation Diversity, and Special important consideration and, because of this, will not be given the least weight.

Femtures ure also each broken down inte three sub-components, and each

given a score. By eontrast, Degree of Naruralism, which was the lake

characteristic most valued by every manager interviewed (p. 5-4), is

weighted the same as any of the 15 sub-components above, giving it very

liitle impomanes overall. Therefore, the total aesthetic guality seores for

each sub.unit in Table 5-2 are very misleading, since they give muely more

emphasis to physieal features, relief and other qualities than they do to

Depree of Naturalism. We believe that the seoring system should be

rvamped t0 give the appropriate weighting 10 lake attributes that are the

w0st or Jeas! important in this region {for example: Degree of Naturalism

mizy e most important, and Relief may be least important). Interviews

with actual users of 1he fiowages {in addition to the managers already

interviewed) shoutd be done first to help gather information upen which o

base this revised weighting of the criteria,

The sconng criteria for Matural Character does not nelude 0, although this | The report has been revised to cotrect this emor. 118
number was used in Table 5.2,

Please explain how 1he individual resource management professionals Several of the professionals were dentified by agency receptionists as the “most likely 10 119
were selected to provide input on valued qualities when considering miand | know about the lakes within the ageney’s jurisdietion and why they are valued™ One was

lakes. egnsulted becavse she is familiar with HSFS seenery managerment system application in

Michigan {Leeann Loupe); another beeause he 15 the ranger responsible for Sitver Mountain,
one of the visible and noteworthy features which make Prickett Lake special.

{Prickett) An atiribnite that may deserve greater weighting at Prickett are | Agreed. The report has been revised aceordingly. 120
the floaded snags {which are a sub-compoenent within the Speeial Features

category). This would be supported by a statement on . 5-7 that “flooded

snags and submerged stumps._ . are one of the defining eharactenistics” of

Pricken impoundment,

Please elarify where Lake Gogebie, Moumain Lake, and Lake of the The report has bean revised to inelude this elarifieation. N
Clouds are Jocared,

Please elarify what is meant by “draw-down regimen.” The repord has been revised to inelude this elarification, 122
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{Au Train) The tast sentence of 1he seeond paragraph funder 5.2} should The report has been revised to imclude this eorreetion. £23
be eorreeted 1o read “is managed by the Miehigan Departnent of Natural
Resourees as a wildhife reflige”
This seetion 13 missing i formation on the types and numbers of pubkie The reports have been revised 1o reflect the results of interviews with uers of the reservairs 124
users at the basins; rather, it ouly includes the types of recreational use {e.g. activities engaged in/frequeney of use/parts of reservoirs they valuel. Where
available, According 10 the Seope of Serviees, the assessinent should information is available, user numbers (i.¢. campers) wili be estimated.
nchude information on who uses the project and why they value it
{Bond Falls) Please inchede 2 catanion fur the following portion of the last | The draft report included a citation {(personnel communieation, Tom Strietzel, USES. The 125
sentenee wineh refers to the waterfallis): “mos!: who come to see them report has sinee been updated with a new souree (1., campground office staff),
don'tstay for other aetiviries.”
(Bomey Falls) Clarily 1he meaning of “the other side” under 4.3.1. The report has been revised to clarify this issne, [
This section should include aetual expectations ol individuals who use the | The reports have been revised 10 inetude the resubis of recent inlerviews. 127
project, rather than expeetations of general recreationists. We suggest that
this information then be used to identify the obieetives to be attained for
_the vesth enic resourees ol the prajeet fands surrounding each flowage,
{Prickeit} Please correct the infonmation 1o indicate 1het 15 earftrailer units | See response 10 12, 128
are provided at the publie aceess site.
include 1he highest possible seore m the discussion, The report has been revised aceordingly, 128
Map 51 is very hard 10 undersiand. We reeommend removing the colors | The report miaps have been revised, 13¢
as they appear to be a referenee 1o individual scores in each sub-unit,
These seores are presented in table 5.2,
Sinee a primary use of these impoundments is by hoaters and fishermen, We disagree with the staternent that the seetion on public viewpoints provides little value. 131
and sinee ... “&ll parts of the lake are visually sensitive to people who are | Campers, pienickers, and people who bank fish from public access points are sensitive to
boating, informally eamping, or using shoreland preas™ {p. 3. 18}, this changes in the areas depieted on these maps. The information is bighly important, even if it
seetion on publie viewpoints provides little value to the aestheties is incommplete at present, because sueh assessment was outside of the scope of this study.
assessment. Sensitive areas will be addressed during the development of 1he Shoreline Management
Plans.
Table t. List of organizations and their involvement with Upper Peninsula | Comment noted. 132

Power Company owned Bond Falls, Vietoria, Prickett, Au Train, Boney
Falls, und Catarael basins. These basins are regulated under Federal

Encroy Regulatory Commission Heenses.,
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C £

UPPCO/EPRE Respornse

Response 13

Commenting Entity

Angust 7 Trout Creek Public
Meeting
August 29, 2006

Once again UPPCO shows total disregard for the people of the U.P.
Your objective in the aesthetic value of the impoundment was “why
ihese areas have high aesthetic values and who values them and why,”
vet the only people you ask about this was a couple of park rangers and
two campers. Your total failure to contact any local people on this
subject confirms my thoughts on your extreme greed. 11 were you I'd
feave the U.P. out of your name. Maybe Wis. Power Company would
be better, ~ Brice Crossing, MI

We acknowledge that the draft reports contained littie information pertaining to interviews of
typical users of the flowages and adjacent projeal lands, The reports have been revised to
include the results of {1} comments from foces group members who use the reservoirs; (2) in-
the-field surveys of parties who were recreating on the reserveirs during the Labor Day
weekend; and (3) UPPCO personnet familiar with winter use on the impoundments,

£33

The Jand {Bond) has been with us for 50+ vears. The people that
choose to recreale also understand this. Those that purchased property
on Bond should have known this. Good job Enviro Siudies. Praject
should proceed! - Troul Creek, M1

Cormment noted.

134

Acsthenics — Most importan! item is the protection of 1he wild
appearance of the shoretine and piers will delract from that wild
appearance. Study should include sesthetic refaled to water quality,
Clean waler exists loday but proposed use likety will reduce water
quality. — Watersmeet, Mi

The reports have been revised to give Natural Character the highest weight. Existing water
quality was considered in the reports in accordance with the approved scopes of work, The
assessments did not, however, consider the impacts on water quality froin potential future
development as it was outside of the project scope. See response (D 1

133

It is not appropriale (o use acres per boat because much of 1he reservoir
surface has submerged slumps which makes many acres unsuited to
bouls - remove stumpage acres from calculations. Wildlife studies
need to account for future changes in the old growih baffer and project
Jands - will be different 100 years from now. — Watersmeet, Mi

‘The Boating Carrying Capacity analysis was meant to provide perspective regarding potential
boating use on the reservoirs and to provide a possible tool for further assessment of this issue,

Results vary greatly based on the assumptions made. For example, il one assummes only fishing-

related, or canoe’kayak boating activity then the entire reservoir, stumps included, would be
suitable for use.

136
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Comsmenting Entlty

B
i

__LCommesnt

UppCOYEPRQ Response

Response (D

Steve Garske
Awgust 28, 2066

1T would Jike to conatent on the Upper Peninsula Power Company / WPS

Resources cnvironmental assessnient reports for the above 6 flowages, all of
which are operated by UPPCO and regulated by FERC. As most of eny
experience has to do with flonste surveys {including 1are plant surveys), 1 will
primarily comment on the "Wildlife and Aquatic Habitat" section {Section 3) of
eag report,

Comment noted.

137

Unfortumately 1 iust say that ] have read a significant number of cnvironmental
assessments by both public agencies and private consultants over the years, and
that these cookie-cattel 1eports for UPPCO arc probably the most superficial
and pootly done of all of them. Indeed they wse a significant portion of their
neager "results” secnons to report the presence of sand, rock outerops, coulse
woody debiis {old logsh and other featuies diat all Fowages would be cxpecied
to have, They make arbatrary statements and draw baseless conclusions with
little or o data to back tham up, And porbiaps imost inportantly, they dom't
adcquately addicss the potennal mmpacts that the planncd massive 1esidential
developiients witl have on the natutal, recicational, and aesthetic qualities of
these flowages,

The inicnt of 1he assessments, as scoped with the resowree agencies, was {0 conduct a
resource/habitat baseline inventory of FERC project lands and waters {particularly
littoal zomcsh This effort was not intended, nor was 1t designed to be, an
crvironmental asscssment or impact analysis. See response 1D 1L

138

The assessment reports all state that wetland types waie classificd in
secordance witl "Cowardin ot ab {1979, This source is not included in the
1eferences for any ol the repoits, lowever, Thus it becomes dilfienlt for
imerested readers withow access to a univessity library 10 rack down this
soulee, of 1o ascertain whether the methodelogy is appropriale for classifying
1he wetlands found around these flowages.

This source has been added to the references scetion of the revised reports.

139

The reports all purport 10 have included adequare survey s for rare plants and
animals on these flowages. The most widely accepted merhod for assessing the
fnistic quality of a site is 10 conduct surveys 3 times during the growing
season - in garly sprng (typically May) to find spring ephemerals and early-
flowering plants, in midsummer (fuly} for cenain sedges and other plants
flowaring at that 1ime, and in late sumimer {late August-September) to find late-
flowering plants including many aster family species. When time or resources
are limited, organizations sometimes cut comers by having an early survey
(May or fune’ and a late smivey (Aupus!- Sepember). Unfonunately LPPCOYS
consultants have taken this comuls cutting proccss 10 a new low, by siiveying
cach area only ouee - Trom func 15.19 Jot Bond Falls {p. 3.2), June 22.23 fou
Victoria Flowage, 6 days between May 26 and June 22 for Prickety, cte, These
visits wore 100 ex1]y in the scason to 1eliably delect 1are aguatic plants such as
Vasey's pondweed {Potamogcton vascyid and Farwell's water milfoil
iddyroplivilum farwelliny, botl listed as Michigan "thieatened™). They ac also
toa early 1o be effcctive in finding majer nvasives such as Eurasian water

1 ilfeil {Myriophyllum spicstum) and puiple loosestrife (Lythrum saiicaia), all
of which generally imuch easier to find later in the year. Fuithermoie, the plant
wvertory lists (for examiple, "Vallisneria, Polamogeton, Polygonum, Najas,

: Ceratophyllum, Utricutaria, Elodea, and native Mytiophyllum” for Bond Falls,

None of the reports “purpoit” to have included surveys for rare plants. 1owever,
surveys to determine the presence of rae animals, particularly many of interest to the
resource agencies, were conducted.

Mr. Gaiske is correct in indicating thal multiple growing season surveys are preferable
wlen scarching for raic, threatened, and cndangered (RTE) plants. 1t is for that very
reason that conducting RTE plant surveys was not a primary focus of the assessment.
As such, we did not conduct suiveys specifically for RTE plants because we feli the
results would be less than desitable. Rather, ow goal was 10 document the presence of
rare plants if they were encountered during other suiveys,

Mr. Garske in incomec in stating that the timing of the surveys was “too eatly to be
effective in finding major invasive such as Burasian water milfoil and purple
lgosestiife”. Mot of the submerged aguatic vegetation was well developed at the
time of 1he surveys, and field crews were able to reliably identify the presence of
Eurasian waler milfoit in the waters of the Prickett impoundment. Also, some
invasive plants, such ay purple loosestrife, have distinct features {e.g., Ieaves and the
previous years plant stalks) that are easily visible, making the plants easily identifiable
by experienced biologists. Furthermore, monitoring of loosestrife and Ewiasian
milfoil is an UPPC{ license requiremment and is being undertaken.

140
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p. 3-33 could apply to nearly every lake over | aere in size in the UP. Similady
the Prickett report {p 3-4) Hsts "Potamogeton, Elodes, native Myriophyilum,
Vallisneria, and Polygonum”, the Vietoria report {p 3.3} list ("Potamogeton,
Elodea, native MyriophyHum, sad Polygonum."} and so on. [Apparently the
consulianis were not interested in emergent or shoreline vegetation at all, sueh
a3 thai appeaning in abundance in their photo of "SAV" (submergent aquatie
vegetation) on page 3-5 of their Bond Falls report, page 3-4 of the Victoria
repor, etc.] These lists are ridieuously inadequate for deseribing the aguatic
plant communtities of each of these flowages.

Several of the reporis have entire seetions blaeked out. Most environtrental
assessments 21 least let the public know what rare species may have been
searehed for and whether any were found, blacking out only loeationally-
refated Information. But the UPIPCO reports black out essentially all the
ipformation they might have on rare speeies in these Nowages {bu! see
diseussion on the Medin below), giving the publie no way fo judge whether
rare speeies were found and what impacts UPPCO's and Naterra's development
plans may bhave on these species.

See response 1D BEL

4]

Naterra's plans 10 place numerous homes around these flowages (474 houses
sround Bond Falls Flowage alone, as { understand 11} will Hikely lead to
significant enirophication of these reservoirs due 1o increased erosion from
paths and shorelire use, as well as removal of natural vegetation, installation
and fertilization of lawns within the watersheds, and leaking septic tanks within
their respective watersheds. This degradation of water quality in furn can he
pxpeeted 1o lead 10 a decrease in diversity of native plants and animals in the
flowages.

Comument noted.

142

Fhe reports claim o assess the presence and impaets of "nuisance” speeies, but
never defines what these speeies are. In faet the "nuisance species” found in
each flowage seems 1o be arbitrarily ehosen. For example, on P 3.12: of the
Bond Falls report, they unilaterally declare reed canarygrass (Phalaris
arundinaeea) a non-invasive species: "Although not considered a nuisanee plant
speeies for purposes of this study, reed canary grass was widespread and
eommon alos g the shorelines and within most of the wetlands of the Bond Falls
impoundment.” This highly agrressive invader of satueal wetlands and other
liabitats is not native to the Great Lakes region, and is considered a major

| invasive by every state and federal agency in the region.

A list of noisance speeies of inferest was provided by the resource apencies. Asa
result, field erews primarily focused on documenting those partieular species.
However, knowing that reed canary grass is generally considerad 10 be an invasive
species, Tield crews made sure to document its presence in the assessment areas.
Hased on the text in the drafl reports, it is unclear how Mr. Garske eame fo the
eonclusion that the report authors "unilaterally deelare reed canary grass 2 non-
invasive species”.

143

The use of a helicopter 10 eonduet aeral surveys for nesting and non- nesting
bald eagles, ospreys, and great blue herons and the presenee of potential nesting
sites seems like a questionable praetice 1o me. While this method may have
certain advantages in terms of expedieney, it has the polential 1o be highly
disruptive 10 these hirds precisely duning the time that they are nesting, when
they are mast sensitive fo disturbance. The pubhe is frequently reminded (and
rightly so) by the Michigan DNR and others of the risks involved in disturbing
these binds at their nests, vet the consultants had no qualms abou! fiving over
their nests and perching and foraging sites with helieopters a1 this fime. Beyond
a lis1 of bird species that happened 1o be eneountered during their brief surveys
{wh ich, by the way, included nothing on use of these areas by migrating birds)

The use of helieopters and small planes by resouree agencies for eondueting aenal
sueveys for bald eagles is a common and aceepted method. General feld survey
methods for eonducting these flights to document the presenee of nesting and non-
nesting bald eagles, ospreys, and great blue herons were submitted 10 the resource
ageneies for review, At no time did they object to this widely aecepied survey
methed,

We dispgree with the need to revise the reports 10 provide "quantitative information
about the importanee of habitats around these flowages™ 10 birds. Rather, the reports
will remain qualifative in deseribing that, if habitats assoeiated with the
impoundments exhibit certain characieristies, these areas may be suitable for eerfain

144
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LPPCO Response (o Comments on

A

ni of the Reereatien, Witdlife, 1.oon, and Aesthetie Resourees of the Bond Falls, Boney Falls, Vietoria, Priekett, Cataract, and An Trair Empoundments

March, 2607

and sone simple and obvicus exatbook statements about the favored habitats of
a few of them, litle useful quantitative information about the nnportance of
batbitats around these Aowapes to these bards is piven.

species' life stages {e.g., foraging and staging for migratory specics).

1 the Bond Falls report {page 3. 111, the eansultants mention the presenee of
Merlins ( Faleo columbarius) near the flowage. They even give the locations of
these sightings, on map P-3-5. The same is true for the Vietoria repor, where a
Werlin "aeting aggressively” (an indication that the consultants wore near (s
nest) is mentianed an page 3-8, with the loeation plotied on map P-3.4. A
similar enedunter with an aggressive Merlin is mentionced in the Cataract report
{page 3-0 and maps P-3-3 and P.3-4} Despite the consuliant's purporied
concer about endangered species on these llowages, they seem unaware that
the Merlin is histed as "threatened” in Michigan (MNFT 1999}

We are aware that Metling are 2 state-listed threatened species m Michigan, However,
nowhete in the reports did we provide speeific information on the locations of nests,
young, ete. The reports simply state that Merlins were observed in flight and do not
diselose any information on immobile ar viinerable bife stages.

t45

The poor quality of these sssessments must be obvious 0 even the most casusl
reader. The Band Falls repart even states that (page 3.3} "Bond Falls is a
relatively large imposndment with extensive apen-waler areas and associated
wind fetehes, As a result, the majority of ncarshore aquatic habitat a1 Au Train
generally eansisted of coarse sands, Sandy areas were ubiguitous throughout
the impoundment.” And o page 3.7 of the same report: "No sandhill eranes or
suitable sandhill crane nesting habitat areas were observed at Bond Falls. In the
Lipper Peninsula, sandhil]l Cranes nest most commeonly in sphagnum bogs
{Tacha et al., 1992), a habitat that is not present at Au Train Basin." This sort of
carelessness indicates that the consulianis did net try 10 thoroughly describe the
unmique features and environmental characteristics of gach flowage, but simply
used a boilerplate, fitl- in-the- btank form, aot even bothering a1 tirmes o change
the name of the flowage supposedly heing assessed.

See response D 1.

The report has been revised 1o eorreet the errongous reference.

146

Whether the consultanis daoing these "assessments” were wdamiliar with the
geography and natural habitats of the area, were not given enaugh time 10 do
the needed surveys, or were simply inecmpetent {or sone exmbination of all
three), these reports ate whally inadequate for assessing the impaets of the
large- scale residential developments planned for these flowages. They are an
insult 1o loeal residents and others wha eare aboint these areas and should be
shrows out, and full Enviranmental limpaet Statements done for each of these
areas by a qualificd and imparial organization.

See respanse 11 2,
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UEFCO Response to Comments on

Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, and Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Boney Fails, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and An Train lmpoundmenis

March, 2007

Commenting Entity Comment UPPCO/EPRO Response Response 1D
From the obvious olnissions and clerigal errors, it seems glear the reports were The report has been corrected, 148
Nancy Warren completed in haste, For example, the Middle Branch of the Ontonagon River, &
Avpusl 27, 2406 premier frout stream and pan of 1he Federally designated Wild and Scenic River
Systern was referred to as “interior Creek”.
A waterfall, popular for its recreationat and assthelic values, was missed entirely by We agree that Little Falls was missed and is an important oversight, It was 149
the E-PRO leam. When questioned about the {ailure ro document the presence of not visible during the sesthetie site visit because of the high water level. It
spotted knapweed. honeysuckie and msty erayfish, non nativefinvasive species has since been field.cheeked and the report has been revised.
known to exist at Bond Flowage, the E- PRO representative state it was because the
species are oo cOmmon,
Azgcording to the UPPCO document date 4/18/06 “Secope of Serviees™, the Agencies | We acknowledge that the drafl report contained little information pertaining 150
requested that UPPCO map and identify “aesthetic resources (areas to be considered | to inteeviews of typical users of the flowages and adjacent project lands.
10 have high value))™ and describe ““why these areas have high aesthetic value and ‘The report has been revised to include the results of {1} comments from
who values the aesthetic resourees™. This was 2 stated objective of the study. Yet, E- | forus group meinbers who use the reservoirs; {2} in- the field sarveys of
PRO never spoke to one actual user: fisherman, hunter, camper, paddier, bird parties who were recreating on the reservairs during rhe T.abor Day
watcher, pienicker, tourist, fr aseertain first hand: "Who values these resources and weekend; and/or {3) UPPCQ personnet familiar wirk winter use on the
whyt" impoundments.
The assessments, completed in just a matter of days, eaptured only & snapshot We disagree, Assessments were conducted on 27 days over & five-month 154
overview of some of the natum! features and resources of the project Jands and warers | period.
of the impourdments.
UPPCG recently sent letters to Interior Township residents speculating about This comment is irrelevant to the resouree assessments. 152
increased tax revernes to the township and eounty if their proposed non-project uses
of project Jands are approved. This data was also distributed at the public meetings
giving the impression these increased revenues would be net gains, without aliowing
public questions or diseussion of increased cost of services. We believe this is
inappropriare and an attempt to misiead the publie.
UPPCO is attempting to solicir Jocal support for private docks, piers and trails on the | The assessments were not designed to analyze the impast of non project 153
project fands, without addressing rhe negative impasts of these uses on the project uses on the eurrent uses of project lands. See the approved seopes of work
jands. Not only agstheries but fishing, waterfow! hunting, hiking, birdwatching, for the assessments.
aninmial tracking, camping and other forms of recreation will be impacted by non-
project uses of projeet lands. None of this was addressed by these studies.
We befieve the assessments for these impoundments should include the See response 18 1. 154

environmental impaets of the proposed action and alternatives. We urge FERC to
force LJPPCO to follow the seetion 5.4 handbook process and initiate a new
comprehensive environmental impact study — one that incorporates seasonal habits of
birds and wildlife, recreational uses, aesthetie values and the impacts of the proposed
non projest use of the projeet lands,
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LPPCO Response 1o Comments on

Assessment of the Reereation, Wildlife, Loos, and Aesthetic Resonrees of the Bond Fails, Boney Falls, Vietoriz, Prickett, Cataraet, and Au Train Enpoundments

Mared, 2087

Comienting Eutity

Comment

UPPCOVEPRO Response

Response 1D

Dougias R. Cornett
Angust 28, 2006

Lam wriling as an alernative eominittee member representing the Upper Peninsula
Publie Aceess Coalition for the eastern UP group. | have reviewed the environmental
studies for all 6 flowages under 1eview. | am panticularly concerned that only a few
days of field studies have been conducted for each area. As a biologist | have
reviewed niany environmentil assessment s and impact statements and beliove the
work dong so far by B-PR{ is too limited in seape 10 properly assess 1he 1esourees
that could be impacted by development of the shoreline that Naterra plans for projeet
lands and waters.

As previously stated, these studies were not intended or designed 10 be
environmental assessments. These studies, which were scoped in
consultation with 1esource ageneies, weie resource/habitat baseline
inventories. See responseto 1.

155

By limiting the studies to projeet lands, the likely effects, and eumulative effects, of
development of non-project lands is not being taken into consideration. Naterra is
planaing to, and perhaps have even staried logging and road building. Considerin g
the fact that building dozens of iniles of roads at each projeet, and logging most
meichantable timber {this is the modis operandi of Naterra of al] their other
developments in 1he UP and northern Wisconsin) will affeet projeet lands and the
waters contained in these impoundments. These action can eause long: term
deleterious effects for decades 10 come, affeeting both projeet and non project lands.

See response 1D 1.

By trying 1o limit 1the seope of comments 10 just projoct lands is ludierous eonsidering
all the esources that can potentially be impacied, Raptors that might be Found in the
projeet area, especially sensitive species like the Notthern Goshawk and Red-
shouidered Hawk, would likely huve nesting habitat outside the projeer a1ea and move
baek anid forth between projeet and non-projeet land, How ean these resources be
assessed poperly withoul looking at both land ciegories?

We acknowledge the author's comment, however, only the Jands and waters
within the project boundary ate subject 10 the Federal Eneigy Regulatory
Commission’s purview,

157

The assessmenis, hastily complered in justa matter of days, eaptured valy a snapshot
overview of some of the natural fearmes and resouress of the project lands and waters
of the impoundments. Many species 1eqiite much morm time just to locate, As
dientioned above, Northern Gashawk ean require many hows 10 find, if proper
tesearch protoeai is obseived. E-PROY said they did their raptor surveys using a
helicopter. How can mearingful dara be obtained when sueh a disturbing method is
emnplaved? Raptors are especially sensitive 1o distwibanee. | am unaware of any
good data bemg obteined throngh such an inirusive method. With that in mind, |
request £-PRO provide peer 1eviewed researeh that substantiates 1his method of data
cotieetion.

Helieopter surveys were conducied to determine the present of nesting and
non-nesting bald eagles, ospreys, and great blue licions, not woodland
1aptors. Nowhere in any of the reporis do 1he autlions state that helicopte:
surveys were eondusied for woodland raptors. Rather, woodland 1aptor
surveys were eondueted using o modified version of the ULS. Forest Service
protocol, which generally ealls for playing recordings of woodland raptor
calls in an atternpt to solicit responses from nesting 1aptots.

P58

Additionally, E-PRO chose 10 1edact entire seetions of the reports, citing that
“sensitive species” infonmation might be revealed to those secking to eolicet or harm
in other ways rare, sensitive and endangered speeies. While | understand that site-
specifie information is not good 1o release, there stil] is the need to presem
mformation that can assure the publie that sensitive species are being protecied. E-
PRO's treaiment of this was completely unprofessional and might Jead the public to
believe that there is something 1o hide.

See1esponse 1D 81,

UPPCO reeemly 1eleased information speenlating increased 1ax 1evenues 1o
lownships if your proposed nos- projeet uses of projects kands are approved, This data
wits #ls0 distiibuted at the pubtic meetings giving the impression these ine1eased
revenues would be net gains, However, vou failed 10 allow any public questions or

disenssions of increased eost of services, This is uuethieal and inappiopriate,

This commment is ivelevant to the resouree assessments.

160
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LPPCO Response to Comments on

Assessment of the Recrestion, Witdlifc, Loon, 2nd Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and Au Train Impoundments

March, 2007

considering the stadies you commissioned might influence the scale of development
and result in a reduction in the pumber of fots the developer can build on. This might
alse lead ope to believe that you are fitting your studies into a pre-determined
framework that has ne flexibility o be altered.

| beliove you should be consulting with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
and work to prepate 2 new comptehensive environmental inpact sfudy that will
consider ALL resources.

Comment noded.

16t
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LUPPCO Respense to Comments on
Assessinent of the Recreation, Wikdiife, Loon, and Aesthetic Resowrces of the Bond Falis, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and Ay Train Impoundments

March, HT

L

Cnmmentmg Engity

Comment

HPPCO/EPRO R

Response 1D

B Borcherding
Augunst 18, 2806

The environmental assessments reparding the Bond & Victoria Flowage sales leave
much to be desired. This is far too important & valuable a habitat & natural resource
10 fail to do a complete & comprehensive impact study. The argument that there sre
no developmen plans at this time doesn't seom too valid, constdering that Naterrs
Land Co. has unveiled plans to do just that, 424 lots at Bond Falls, with 33
ndividual piers & 40 multi-slip piers. | live on one of the Madison lakes, & | geta
very sick feeling when [ imagine that happening to a pristing, unspoiled flowage Hke
the Bond. There shoubd be NO) piers, NO lights, & very little impact on this area.
The people who purchase properly on these bodies of waler should understand what
is at stake, & should be 1he type of people who will be happy to beach their smalt
boats as the campers do. These waters are pol suitable for large, noisy, poltuting
watercrafl, & 1hat should nol be permined nor expected. This area can be
developed, yes, but it MUST be done responsibly & correctly with as {itle
disturbance & human impact as possible. Thank vou for your attention, B
Bolcharding McFatand, Wi

Comment noted. See response 1D .
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UPPCO Response to C tson

Assessment of the Recreation, Wikdiife, Loon, 2nd Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Fails, Boney Falls, Viciorin, Prickets, Cataract, and Au Frain Impoundments

WEarch, 2007

) Commenting Entity

Comment

LPPCO/EPRO Response

Response 1D

Scort Hickman
Aungust 28, 2046

I've becn continuing fo track shorebird migration through Alger County and have found
that Cleveland CHFfs Basin continues to support far more shorebirds than any other site.
The high counls of each species encountered last week are listed below for your tecords,
The visit on August 22nd was made with Skye Hass. 1'w afraid that [ dide't pay much
attention to waterfowl, but include a couple of species which | did note,

High counts for the basin (Aug 20 - 27} include:

Wood Duck - aver 50 August 26

Blue-winged Teal - Siayed at about the same as on 22ad, 2007 more? Well over 300
“sanedpipers" {plovers, tringines, & calidridines) on the 20th Black beflied Plover - | Aug
22 Semipahmated Plover - over 60 Aug 20 Killdeer - over 30 Aug 25 Spotted Sandpiper -
over 2 on the 20 Selitary Sandpiper - over 10 Aug 20, 22 Greater Yellowlegs - 2 on Aug
20 Lesser Yellowleps - 26 Aug 27 Semipatmated Sandpiper - over 60 Aug 20 Least
Sandpiper - over 100 Aug 20 Baird's Sandpiper - 5 Aug 22 Pectoral Sandpiper - over 76
Aug 22, more, but not counted Aug 20 BafF breasted Sandpiper - 2 Aug 22 (plus one
same day Au Train) Wilson's Smipe - 6 Aug 27 Caspian Tern - 8 Aug 22 Trumpeter
Swan - 3 Aug 22 & 17

{rther than that, | M. Hacrier on the 27 a5 well as Peregrine Faleon

(1} on the 264l and 271N,

Comment noted. This information has been incorporated into the
revised Au Train report.
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LPPCO Response to Comments ob

Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, and Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Boney Falts, Victorla, Prickest, Cataract, and Au Train Impoundments

March, 207

Commenting Entity

Comment

UEFCOEPRO Response

Response [0

Joseph Kaplan
Common Coast Research & Conservation
August 28, 2006

We apmeeiate the opportunily 10 provide eomments o1 the diaft Assessment of the
Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, Aesthetie, Resonices for Victoria (FERC Projeet #1864),
Bond (FERC Project #1864}, Ay Train {FERC Project #10856), and Prickett (FERC
Project #2402} impoundments. Our o1ganization, Common Coast Research and
Comservation, is a non-profit dedicated 10 the study and protection of loons throughout
Michigan's Upper Peninsula. Chn biclogists work closely with publie ageneies,
eonipanies, and the private seetor 10 inercase understanding of this State threatened
spegies. Qurexperience with foons spans over 15 years and ineludes the monitoring of
eodor-marked individuals at three primeipal sits in Michigan's Upper Peninsula; Seney
National Wildlife Refuge, Ottawa Nationa] Forest, and 1sle Royale National Paik. We
offer our expertise and assistance to you as UPPCO evaluates and implement measwies
toy enhance doon usage of its Upper Peninsuls reservoirs.

Comment noted.

164

Lu general. we agree with the list of loon nesting requirements provided in the drafi
assessments but recommend you add Mereury exposui€ as # potential limiting factor,
Blevated Jevels of thas highly-1oxie heavy meta] have been documented i Joons from
fhe regian, and have been shown 10 be signifivantly influenced by the type of
Sactuating water levels eommon 10 monaged impoundments,

Listing meicury exposure as a possible limiting factor to potential loon
nesting is unfounded based on any evidenee to date. While data show that
high levels of exposure affect behavior to some degree, there 15 nothing
sebstantial to support that meicury eontamination will preelude nesting
atiempts.

163

Chie prominent aspect of the assessment with which we do not agree is the emphasis
pigced on tirbidity as a factor for loon use on 1ese1voins where errtonal 1ooms were
rot documented (Vietorda and Prickett). We feel the refeienees provided in the report
do not support the eonclusions of the consultan in this 1egard, aud therefore be
1eeansidered. i1 the repants wibidity is referenced under “Water Quality™ in the
following mannes:

“Loons are visual hunters; 1therefore, elear water is cruelal for efficient

foraging, A Michigan study (Gosiomski and Evers 1 998} doeumented

that ime spent fot foraging adubls in tinbid water was significantly

greater than in elear water. Barr {1996) documented that secchi disk

readings of t.5m or less alter loons feraging behavior. A study of total

suspended selids in Seney National Wildlife Refuge, Michigan,

documented a prefeienee by breeding loon pairs for lakes that have less

than 2§ Nephelomeide Turbidity Units {NTUY, while lakes over that

level were not used for nesting priposes {Evers 200437
Tiie Evers {2004) paper cited above employed unpublished data from a study of wate
quality parameters at Seney National Refuge (E.J. Collier 2003}, The twibidity
“threshold” provided as a 1imit to loor nesting in this study was based on a sample of
only 3 unoeeupied rcfuge pools (lakes) during a single breeding season {1955). It
should be noted that these 1hree pools provided the highest turbidity values recorded on
the 1efuge during an ensuing eight-yes1 sampiing period. Owing to this extremely
limited samplc size, and fo the subsequently lower turbidity values which have not
allowed for further assessment, we do not believe that the cited reference lends valid

£ suppott to the 18pon's argument conesming possible complieations from excess
trhadity,

The assessments inelude information that was published in peer reviewed
and publiely available documents. The Tanguage ib the repoits has heen
edited to refleer that there is some data whieh suggrest that water elaity
may affect loon foraging efficieney, and that this paramete: should be
considerad to some degree when assessing the overall potential habitat
suitability.

166
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LPPCO Response to Comments on

March, 2007

Assessinent of the Recreation, Wildlife, E.oou, aud Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Boney Fails, Vicioria, Prickett, Cataract, aud Au Train Empoundments

Citing another Michigan study (Gostomski and Evers 1998} the excerpted paiagraph
stares that “time spent for foraging adults in mrbid water was signiffeantly gieater that
in elear water”. We do not agres with this inerpretation. Gostomski and Evers
themselves stale in 1heir paper that tite-budget eomparisons between Isle Royale (eleas
water) and Seney (turbid water) loons “eculd only be speculative” because of
diffsrences in sample sizes which precinded statistical comparisons. Furthermore, the
authors provide no actual data on water guality (Seney pools are described as
“penerally stained due to the inputs of tanning™), and merely speculate that the possible
differences in foraging rates between the sites may originate from visible difference m
water elarity and prey base.

The staternent “time spent for foraging adults in turbid water was
significantly greater than in elear water” is a verbatim summary by one of
the eited anthers in 2 Tarer publication (Evers 2004}, The remaining
inforrmation in this paragraph is accurate. The Janguage in the reports has
been edited to refleet that there is some data which suggest that water
clarity may affeet loon foraging efficieney, and that this parameter should
be eonsidered to some degree when assessing the overall potential habitat
suitabily.

The report has been revised o remove any conclusions indicating that
wrhidity may preclude potential loon nesting,

167

“The fina] reference within the roport pertaining to turbidity - Barr (1986) — does
provide dats in support of a visibility- related parameter operating as a potential limiting
faetor for loon oceupaney: Lakes with Secchi disc water clarity of Tess than 1.5 meters
had fower occupancy jevels {31-35%) that their more transparent counterparts
£7%09394), While Victoria’s clerity (0.9 1) falls below this threshold, Prickett's value
{1.851m) does not: the report’s conlention that the latter is approaching “ihe point at
which foraging is hindered” therefore seems both inaceurate (Barr's Himit refers to
ceenpancy, not foraging eapacity) and unjustifiable atermist. Additionally, in the same
paper Barr found an asseciate berween fluctuating high water fovels and inereased
rarbidity. 1n view of this finding we disagree with the conelusion i the assessment
report that “given the degree of turbidity observed on Victoria, and the resnitant
extreme likelikood that Joons will not nest here, water level regimes and theil potential

UPPCO believes 1he commenting party has mischaraeterized statements
in the Prickert report, The report has been revised to clarify the issue.

168

effects on nesting loons are somewhat Mmoot.””

in lght of the revelations, we suggest that UPPCO’s consultanis establish a far more
robust and defensible assemblage of peer-reviewed stidies before including turbidity as
a possible mitigating faetor for Joon oceupaney on reservoirs such as Victoria and
Prickett. We would also suggest including a discussion of how turbidity levels might
be expected to change in wesponse to the updated water managernent regulations
eontained within the new license agreement.

UPPLO believes, the commenting party has mischaracterized staterents
in the repor1. The report does not state turbidity is a “'possible mitigating
factor for loon oeeupaney™, as Sated by the copumenting party. The
report gites 1t as a possible Mmiting factor.

Published, peer-reviewed lterature to date supports the possibility that
turbidity may be a limiting facier to overall habitat quality and resuitant
oceupancy rates, The data cited has been upheld as part of the breeding
season habital requirements Hsted within the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Serviee's Status Assessment anid Conservation Plan for the Comimon
Loon {Gavia immer) In North America {Evers 2004). Given the seope of
these assessments, and the clarified language within the reports, we feel
that such a discussion is not neeessary.

134

Beyond the report’s treatment of water clarity, we also were given pause by this
repeated quotation in support of the likelihood that there may not be enough loons to
oeeupy reservolrs in Michigan: “The Michigan DNR states that only 50 pereent of
‘highly suitable” breeding lakes {for common loons) are eurrently being used in the
northem 273 of the Staw of Michigan {Michigan DNR, 2006)". As the reference
derives from a s1ate website thal provides only general information on loons — with no
sttached data on speeific regional populations, nor any definition of what constitutes a

As identified in the ageney-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the
assessments was o map and evaluate potential nesting habitat, not to
assess joon abundance or wse. (General population information was sought
only to get a basic idea of loon abundanee throughowt the Upper
Peninsula. Sinec no technical assessments were to be based on this
information, more extensive population data {Ottawa National Forest's
loon occupancy database - which is not publiely accessible nor offered

170
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March, 2007

“highly suitable™ breeding like - it seems mappropriate {o the standards of a technical
reporl. The Michigan IDNR's ewn Loon Recovery Plan (1992} highlighted the
dramatic disparity in occupaney rates between different regions of northern Michigan,
and identified the western Upper Peninsula (where three of the four surveyed reservoirs
reside) & an aren of comparatively high Joon denshiies.  Our own extensive survey
work throughout the Ottawa National Forest sugges! that occupancy rates on lakes and
reserveirs with viable nesting habitat runs far higher than 50%; we would recommend
that UPPCO consultants access the Oftawa National Forgst™s loon occupancy database
in GIS format — which was developed in partnership with Commeon Coast Research &
Conservation — to deterniine more accurately cocupancy rates in the areas surrounding
the Bond Falls, Victoria and Pricked impoundments.

Ibrough consultation with the USTXA FS) was not sought beyond that
which is publicly available.
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UPPCO Resp to C ts on

Assessepent of the Recreation, Wildlife, Leon, and Assthetic Resources of the Bond Falls, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and Au Train Empoundments

Mareh, 2007

Commenting Entity Comments LUPPCO/EPRD Response Response ID
. . The Bond Falls Landowners have many eoncerns regarding the recent assessments done on the | Commrent nofed. 17
Linda 8, Rein six U.0. Flowages affected by the UPPCO/WPS/Naterra Land Sales. We have studied the
August 27, 2006 assessments for Vietoria, Prickets, and Bond Flowages done by EPRC Engineering &
Environmental Consuling and have 1he following eomments and eonesrns: We question 1he
real purpese of the study as it appears o be nothing more than an atternpt fo justify the proposed
campground reorganization plans, the proposed residential development and plans for private
shoreline struetures like PRIVATE DOCKS for the express use of the new lof ownens.
When we all purchased our properties, we realized that we are NOT purchasing “lakefront™ or Comment noted. 172
“shoreling” properties, and henee we had no “exelusive rights of use™ 10 the shoreline, as FERC
License dictates that is i1 1o be managed for the benefit of the public. Anything happening on the
preject lands is suppased 10 "protest and enhance the seenic, recrestional, and environmental
valnes of the project”, and be for the benefit of the public.
CGitven that the study was condnoted during such a short peried of time, during only & several We disagree. Assessments were conducted on 27 days over a 173
week poriod in the late springfearly sumuimer, we belicve that it s inadeguate and does not five-rnonth period,
represent an accurate pietire of these fowages. At this early titee in the season, many speeies of
Mo and fauna were not emergend at that time, These studies eannot gualify In any sense of the
nnagination as & comprehensive EIS of any kind. Such a short “snap-shot™ eannot possible be
complete as i1 does not {ake into aceount any yearly or seasonal variations and we believe many
wildlife species were over looked, missed abiogether, miscounted, and ignored.
The invasive species known as Rusty Crayfish was not even noted in sumemary for Bond Falls See response 1D 72, 174
Flowage. As Bond Falls Landowners we lave doenments the presenee of Rusty Crayfish with
the resouree agenties, and we have noted their presenee al Bond for at least the fast 20 vears,
This destrietive speeies is very prominent and we question how EPRQ eould overlook or
discount something so obvious and irmportant. This makes us question what else has been
overlooked, omitied, miseounted, disepunted or ignored.
We guestion the methedology used in the study, and whether 1f can be actually eonsidered As identified i the agency- reviewed scope of work, the k75
"valid” as actual "seientific data” vs. what appears 10 be no more than "subjective observations: | obiective of the reereation assessments was 1o review and map
from a quick boat ride and walk around 10 1ry and doeument how PUBLIC USE has been so existing recreation facilities within the projeet boundary. The
detrimental and eaused so much “erosion” on the flowage. Imeresting that the E/FPRO reports have been revised to remove all references to probable
assessment eredits very lirtle to the fluetualing water levels caused by the inherent way that causes of erosion.
UPPCO/WPS manages this hydro project.
We believe more weight shoild have been given o the historieal faet that UPPCO/WPS Water level fluetuations within the impoundments are approved 176
fluetuates the water levels gready and we question why the EPRG surveys for the most part lieense eonditions of the respective FERC licenges. The
overlook and minimize this fael approved seopes of work never conternplated modifying existing
waler leve] lieense eonditions,

A visual observation of cortain sites and then 2 subjoetive assumnption sueh as the probable See response 1D 20 177
causes of erosion is not very seientific and tells you nothing about how many people actually use
each site, Interestingly enough none of the notes in the survey elnded to deer or other wildlife
and pathways thoy make 1o the water which ean also eause "eompaetion” and "erosion” or
“sedimentation” of the sites,
A moere selentifie assessment would have ineluded a look at the campground log records of the 1§ As identified in the ageney-reviewed seope of work, the F78

actna] usage. 1t is our observation thal mos! campers are conscientious and cause very little
impaet.

| objective of the reereation assessments was o review and map
i existing reercation facilities within the projeet boundary, not o
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UPPCO Response to Comments on

March, 2007

Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, and Aesthetic Resonrces of the Bond Fails, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and Au Train Impoundmenis

review and document campground usage.

Lets see somme, “1eal”, “suthentic™ data, not you qualitative analysis which amount to nothing
mare than subjective persanal opinions on the part of the E/PRO surveyors. With the
methedotogy nsed, there was a grest chance things could be missed andfor omitted with the
claim Ihe "We weren't looking for that.” We demand to see quantitative scientific datal

The methodologies 10 review and map existing recreation
faeilities within the project boundary were reviewed and
approved by the state and federal agencies consolited with fo
managing recreation resquices.

179

Witen we questioned the methadotogy used 1egarding "Aesthetic Values™ with UPPCO and
EPRO at the PUBLIC MEETINGS, we wele told that nefiher of you had ANY plans to actually
survey or poll or question any of the "ACTUAL USERS™ of these flowages, to see which
attibutes they vajue!

Since that time numerous users have been interviewed. The
repolts have been revised 0 include this information,

180

H vou REALLY wanted to know who uses and values these flowages and why, you conld have
very easily reseaiched your datz and surveyed campers, visitors to the State Park and Falls, and
ever visitors who used the day- use area especially on busy weekends and holidays like 1his past
Fuly 4, when 1ke flowage was at peak with hundreds of users present for you to poll. Why did
vou not do this? 1t appears that no data was used from campgiotnd logs regarding cempgiound
usage by site. This would have give a more acculate idea of who uses these campsites, which
sites are the most popular and why, and whicl ones subsequently get the mos! use and have the
Imost “aesthetic value™ to 1he public,. We believe your data is flawed, incomplete and
wrseientific,

See response 11 180

181

We believe the assessments for these flowages should inctude the envilonmentat impacts of the
proposed residential developments and proposed plans for "non.projeet use of projeet lands™
which does not appear to be comptiant with 1he FERC License. We wige FERC to foree UPPCO
1o follow the section 5.4 handbook process and initiale a new and compiehensive envilonmental
impac sledy that aeconnts B seasonat variations in the flora and fanna, 1ecieational uses,
aesthetic vatues and the impact of the proposed non-preject use of project Jands.

See response 1D

182

29

$393000 UT L00Z/6Z/1T1T DHESC DuRA AQ poATOR ZYI0-G02TL00¢ 30 A(G4 POISIBUSH-DURA TeTOTIFOUn

O 00-9580T-4



Assessment of the Recreation, WildliFe, Loon, and Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Fails, Boney Falls, Victoria, Pricketf, Cataract, and Au Train impoundments

UPPCO Response te C ts en

March, 2007

Commenting Entity

C N

UPPCO/EPRO Response

Response ID

Doug Scheuneman
September 5, 2006

The Alger County Fish and Game Alliance has read thru comments
made by the Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition to your company
and FERC on August 28, 2006 regaiding the Environmental Baseline
Assessments conducted by EPRG Consulting on your firm’s behalf.
(wur organization s extremely concerned that these studies were oo
superficial and lacked the necessary intensity to provide the type of
information that will he necessary for lifelong decisions to be made
regarding non-project use of projeet fands. Although we certainly
agiee that your firm should be able to see your non-project lands, we
are ve1y eoncerned that whatever you ask to do within the prajeet
boundaries will have a negative effeet on al current recreational users
of the project Jands. From hete forward all of my comments will be
1estricted to the Au Train Basin Hydio site (#10856) The study of the
Ax Train Basin was too boad for this large flowage, it only skimmed
the sueface. The time period of the EPRO work was not only short in
duration but was taken at a period when “normal” 1ecreation use was at
a minimum compared to other months. While theie weie some
fishermen and a few campers, peak use of the eampgrounds does not
occur uti] after the first of July.

Comment noted.

183

Perhaps the most significant use of showeline {project) land areas, along
this impoundment, is waterfow] hunting and bird watching during the
falt migration. From Sept. ] through the first two weeks of November
use of project lands, on both sides of this flowage, peaks. Other
important recreational uses of project lands such as sightseeing, hiking,
and eanoeing o1 kayaking oceur mainly from spring thru fall.

However, there is some winter iee fishing and snowmobiling. All of
these could be nepatively impaeted by non-project Jands and nothing
wag coveled in the EPRO study to address this issue.

See response [D 1.

184

‘The problem this vear in the Basin for irying to study recreation use in
all seasons, is that the present diastic “drawdown”, for whatever
reason, has altered and even eliminated a lot of the “normal™
recreational use of the impoundment.

Comment noted.

183

We suggest that rdditional studies be set up for next year, if normal
water Jevels permit, to measure the current recreational use of the
Basin. Then perhaps intelligent decisions can be made regarding the
real impact that non-project uses of project Jands of this flowage will
have on al] reereational users, Then, and only them, can 3 sound SMP
be wrilten for the Au Train Basin. A plan that will insure any
shoreline development occurring within project boundaries be
consistent with the requirements znd purposes of the Federal License
that is in place for thus Hydio sile.

Comment noted.

186
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Wolfe, Janet
From: webcommentform@uppac.com
1 Sent: Sunday, April 15, 2007 1:15 PM
To: Wolfe, Janet; alwarren@jarmadots.com :

Subject: UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments

This BE-mail contains comments regarding Proiects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Registration?

Name? Karin Andrus

Address? 13888 Cemetery Road

. City? Bruce Crossing, MI 49212
State?

) Zip codez?

k E-mall? bambam4@iamadors,com
Phone Number? {906} B27-3489

i Post Comments on web slte? yes

e AR R

Comments? I grew up camping on Bond lLake, so did my children. it is a tragedy that the
next generations of my family will have to miss out on this experience., Bond will never be
the same again because of greed and lies. Let the buck$ stop hers...NO DOCKS, @I like Bond
just the way iv ias.......... .

ER

S, A T

4
Woife, Janet
From: waebcommentform@uppac.com
Sent: Sunday, Aprit 15, 2007 2:39 PM
To Wolfe, Janet, alwarrengjamadots.com
Subject: UPPCO Shoreline Managernent Plan Comments

This BE-mall containe comments regarding Projechts 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Registration?

Rame? Wade Fleming

Address? 13888 Cemetery Road

City? Bruce Crossing, MI, 45912
) State? :
. Zip code? .

E-mail? wadefleming@hotmail.com
: Phone Number? 906-235-0666
i Poat Comments on welr site? yves

Comments? NO DOCKS, NO WALK WAYS, NC LIGHTED PATHS, I like Bond juat the way it is! I
liked the dispersed campsites......... don't care much for the new and improved,
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Wolfe, Janet
. From: wabcommentform@uppac.com
Sent. Sunday, Aprit 15, 2007 7:20 PM
To: Woile, Janst, alwarren@jamadots.com
Subjact UPPCO Shoreline Management Pian Commants

Thisz E-mail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Registration? :
Name? Kelly Niemi L
Address? 1117 Palmer &
City? Miles City :
Btate? MT i
Zip code? 59301

B-mail? knlemiemidrivers.coom
Phone Number? 406-234-B0B4 :
Post Comments on web Bite? yes 4

Commenta? Bond Lake will never be the same after development. Can we preserve some ‘1

serenity? Docks and lighted pathways will take away the last of any remaining perenity
this haven held.

Wolfe, Janet

From: wehcommentform@uppac. com

Sent; Monday, April 18, 2007 12.04 AM

To. Wolfe, Janet; alwarren@jamadots.com
Subject. UPPCO Shoreling Management Plan Comments

e e smat b e e 42 R AL KL

This BE-mail containg comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Regilstration?
Name? Teresa Davis
Address? 57%% Antilles Pr.
City? Sarasota

- State? FL
Zip code? 34231

" B-mail? keysumland@aol. com

' Phone Number? %41-894-0908%
Post Comments on web site? yes

Comments? To whom this may concern: I am agains the develcopment of Bankd Pallis. The docks
and lights the prospective buyers want to put in will ruin the lake for the rest of the
users. Although from what I understand you don't really care about the people thave
raised their families on the lake. Me heing one of thousands.
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Wolfe, Janet
From. wabcommentform
‘ {Rupnac.com
Sen; ;{;a:;da} Aprit 17, 2007 10:14 AM :
: . €, Janet, alwarren{Bjamadots, ;
Subject: UPPCO Shoretine Mafgigmnem Pi?r;'gommnts |

This B-mail
contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Registration? .
Neme? Jon and Horma Miller |
Address? 14715 DS 45 |

City? Bruce Crossin
Sy S, MI 49913

2ip coder

E-mail? bambamdé]amadors

. Com
Phone Number? 906 824 3ssg
Post Comments on web gite? yes

Comments? We like Bond Lake the way it is

opes in t
Ys.!‘:?.%??er peninsula. Traverse City

This areas will not benefit ¢
rom lak
is a jungle. NO DOCKS, NO LIcHTs, Hgs itke the

Wolfe, Janet

From: wabcommentiorm@uppac.com

Sent. Thursday, Aprit 19, 2007 11:56 AM

To: Wolle, Janet, alwarren@iamadots.com

Subject. UPPGCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments

thig E-mail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Registration?

Name? Wade Flewing

address? 13888 Cemetery Road
City? Rruce Crosging,MI, 499112

} State?

i Zip code?

’ E-mail? wadefleming@hotmail.com
Phone Number? 235-0666

Post Comments on web site? yes

Comments? Bond should be left the way it is! There skouldn't be any houses, docks, paths!
By putting four hundred some houases on Bond, will destroy the lake for everyone! Da you
really think this will bring business o the area will it might bring some but, most of
those people would probably much rather to go shopping in Bagle River! Most »f them will
probahly go eat in Land ‘'O7 Lakes!
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his B-mall contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10654

Ragistration?

Kwme? 1. Urein

Addreas? & Clmarwater Court
Lity? Lake Surich

Stare? TL

iy code? GO0a7

B-mail? lurpindhklavcens. com
Phone Mumbar?

Pogt Comments o0 web pite? no

Comoent#? T find tha proposed dook plan for Bond Falls to de totally unacceptabla. Tha

; idea of 424 boat slips on Jand that is suppossd to be managed for the public is not my

; idea of wmansging tha land for the public. Ror uha':inghmarimgingmlmmm
: the iland for the public. Nor is turning wildemmess camping into camping with your '
neighbor right next to yonr managing land for the public. In fact, there is no part of
your plan that takes aoyone's interests into account except for UPPCO's.

' Woife, Janet
i ——
Frons, webcommentformuppac. corm
_?:nt: mm Apeil 28, 2007 10:21 PM
: &, Janat; stwarreniBiamadots com
Bubject; UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments

Thig B-mail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2462, 2506, 108%6, L0853

Registration?
Bame? Wade Fleming
Address? 138288 Cematery Road
it City? Bruce Crossing,MI, 49913
: State?
Lip ooxie?
_ Bomall? wadefleming®hotmail.com
- Phone Mumber? 906-235.0466
Post Comments on web site? yes

i Comments? MO docks,no paths, no lights
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;«m- Monday, May 07, 2007 11:04 PM

. Wolte, Jansi; : e L
gm: UPPCO Shoreline Manugement Fian Comments

Thiw B-mail contains comwents regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 3506, 10856, 10854

Registrationt?

Hams? Darren Yirek

BAdvens? 2405 Criswell Bivi
City? Beloilr

State? Wi

sip code? 53511

B-mail? darvenyirskBoharter . nst
Phowe Numbar? §08-295-9311

i Popt Comnatts On web sita? yea

5 Compents? I/Ne have ssen it time and sime again. The bottow line is monmy. As long as
; *they* can turn A profit, there fen't any comoern what happeni to the landszape, wildlile,

f ity of this lake, or eny other lake/property likedt. Thay will cosduct Lests.
| ant Justify any esvicoomntal ipacte, but the burtoa 1ina is the savenity of the lske
; e _ sr test. You can hever get . serenity or )

will suffer no marter what they sy s the only species that bas to protect

g shorelines hack once tusans dig in. ara the only speciss that N

; curselves, from oursaives, whean 1t coses to greed. We have besn rilsed to belleve that
' smking money by clsaring and cutting Mother Earth s & gobd thing, s good idea, a good
business venture. Bince wevey is the driving force, it is near impossible to get an :
American bDusiness mau to reverse his wey of thinking when it comes ©6 this topic. They ;{
belfeve the sarth is hers to bow down to them. During their working lives they L :
{eonstrustion companiss, real sstate companies, ete) will tey to make as much as possible

off our planet to provide for theiy own neeads amd desires, and it gete juscified as good.
dovelopment oppurtanity*. when doam it stop? ;

A T

Hame, Hr. James & Piecila
Company Nama :

ARddrens: 8890 Della drive
Fity: Woodruff

Grater WX

Zip Code: 58568

Acoount Number:

i E-mail Address: jim.pietiladbopl.state.wi.ua Home Dheme: (T18) 35€-7076 Work Phone: (715}
277-3346 Cell Phone: {) -

Tomtact By: Bnail

Comrents: Comments regarding docks at
Bond Palle flowage. Please, no dockstil)

R R

R T
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Wolls, Janet —— N——
Cont 2007 845 AM.
Friday, May 11, 8:45 AM
To: Woite, Janet; alwarrsniiamadobs.com
Subject: UPPCO Shoring Managsment Plan Comments

This B-mall containg comments regarding Projects 1854, 2402, 2806, 10856, 10854

Regiacration? project 1864

Hama? Bret Hautamski

Aidresn? 20065 Silver Cresk Tarrase
Cley? Rahburm

Stata? VA

2ip onde? 20147

E-mail? bhautamaimich.sdu

Phone Number? 734-709-1738

Poat Commenta or web site? yes

Coments? As a major landowner/taxpaysr in both Inericor & Haight townships, T am adamantly
opposed To any development on project landas as proposed My the UPPCC SMP. It is in
ebvicus conflict with the provisions of the FERC 1icsnse agreement and poses a significant
danger to a federally protected watershed and sooaystem. At & minimum, an indspendent,

biologically-aoumd, environmental impact study should be mandated before any cossidavation
be given. FPlease - “do the right thing*.
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Wolfe, Janet

-
From: webcommentiormguppac.com
Sent. Monday, May 14, 2007 10:17 AM
To: Wolfe, Junet; elwarnengliamadots com
Subject UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Commants &

This E-mail containa comments regarding Projecrts 1864, 2402, 23506, 10858, 10834

Ragistracion?

Name? Jennifer Tyminski
Address? 9L1E Seminole

City? fedford Township i
Srate? MI
Zip code? 4239

E~maii? dentyminskifhoumail.com
PRone Humber? 313-715-084%

Post Comments oh web site? yes

Commensa? Questions:
Ts the map that shows the lots at Bond Falls & posted to the uppac webalte accurate?

e B

1 yes, why wasn't it made available to the public by UPPCO?

#hy haven't we seen the development plans for the sther flovages where tand hays been 2
o Materra’?

Tf this map is not ascurave, when will UPBCO release the preliminary development plans
the lakes where land has been sold?

Whether or not the msp is aceurate, we all know the land will be devalopeid. Why hast'f
the Smoact the proposed development snd private uses of the project lards will have on
water quality besn addressed in the draft Shorsline Management Plan.

Ewsn tasugh sevaral of the lakes flow into rivers designsted under the Wild & Scenig
Bivers Act, the Dzafi SMP jndicazed thab no special stuties were planned Letause the
fFluwagas are not designated. This appears 2o be in conflict with the Wild 4 Scenxo Rw
“Act & I beiiwvs the ilssue of water gualify as it percalns oo thess rivers mist e
cagnsessed.

Thank ol
Japnifar Tyminsks
tontyminsiifhotmatl. com
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Wolife, Janet
AR
From: webcommeniformi@uppac.com
Sant; MWMM‘WHRPM
To: offe, Janet; aiwsrmanglamsdots.com
Subject: UPPCO Sheraline Masagarnent Plan Comiments

This E-wail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10834

Registration?

Hame? Harie Alvord

Address? PO Box &is

City? Houghton

Btate? MI

Zip code? 49%31

E~mail? ktalvordémyvine.cbm
Fhone Mumber? SDE~-482-4364
Post Comments on wek zite? no

[T
e S

R

Comments? { STROBGLY OPPOSE COUNSTRUCTION OF DOCKS as proposed by Upper Peninsula Power
Compaty at Prickett Lake, Victoria, Au Train, Cataract, Bomey Fallz, and Bond Falls sit
A fulli and adequsts environmantal impsct report should be raguired of UPECO in this
mattar.,
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This: E-madl containg commeants rewgarding P:ojesta 1964, 240%, 2506, 10856, 10854

Regigtration?

- Hawma? Darven Yirak
Address? 24058 Crimmil Blvd
Clty? Beloit
State? Wi
Zip code? %3511
B+mall? dazrenylrekfcharter.net
Phonte Number? S0B-285-0311
Rost Comments on web 3ite? yaz

Compents? It is beyond me how people can destroy cur lsndecapes, environment, and our
sexenity all £of the love of money. Once you starc digglng, thats it, you have taken
anorhdr piece of our horthwoods away fovaver. Momey cumes and goes, bur what you are
proposting is final and permanent. How can yob think that what you are doing iz "good
business® or & "nice development™. It is money, and thata all it ever is, it has Lo be
Mo one who visits ¢r lives in that aArea wants this, and if they don’t then whe does? Ti
people who 1% means the lesst to &re the opes who will be developing, and those peaeple
Just. foliow the stench of money. We arze at a very critical point with our {northwoods)
environment, as well as the entire planev itself. If theae developmants don't hagpea,
then what: someone doesn't get the new Ben: they've been eyeing. This whole thing stin
of gtreed. Tf ‘these plans go through I hope those reponsible can answer for themselves €
our children snd their children. Maybe the responsible party can give them a new car o.
something shiny,. because thats whar all this ia about. You are not foviing anyone.

.3
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Woaife, Janet

From: Ches Gale [chgale@up.net)

Sent:  Wednaaday, May 18, 2007 10:08 AM
To Wolfe, Janed

Subject: UPPCO impoursdment siles

Janet: | have lived in the UP for nearly 40 years. My family has owned properly in this area
for nearly a hundred years. | have had the good fortune of being able to have access 1o the
various impoundments within an hour or two of where | live, 1o go hiking, camping,

boating, and picnicking with my family. The presence of docks at these iccations for the
benefit of a few, and to the detriment of all, is a bad idea. Removal of stumps which provide
safe refuge for fish and other water-based wildlife is a mistake.

t understand the temptation (o develop these lands in the short run for much needed funding to
SUppOrt power generation, but again, this is a bad idea. 1 am readytnpayfmtheﬁuecmmf
energy, to keep what we have. As humans, we are simply the “owners” of the land for a very
short time. We have a responsibility to be good keepers of the jand. Think about the
generations o come, the generations who have benefited 1o date, and what you want o lsave
88 your own personal legacy. 1 cannot believe that the legacy thet you, or anyone at UPPCO
wishes to leave 1o future generations is the destruction of the waterfront and wildlife by a few
who want docks and clear boating. Chris.

Chanitopher Gale
Buplt Consuiting, inc. )

P 28 1161
FAX S08-337.52T5
wrrikil: iy aladiup. ey
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From: H&WMGMWm_ﬁW

-Bent: Wednesday, May 18, 130 A

Tor Wolle, Janet R T

Fragmentation of wild area begins with seemingly small scale development. _
Collactively these individual development projects lead to more and more alteration of
suttable habitat. Shoreline development will have dramatic impacts on wild game such.
fish and birds, which brings in money te local economies. Shorslines aze incredibly
productive providing food and shelter for & diversse array of wilidlife including loons,
wosd turties, eagles, and sturgeon just to fame a few. T gtiongly oppose gonstiuction
docks and sll associated development preposed by the Upper Peninsula Power Tompany at .
srickett (¥ 2402), Victoria (# 1864), Au Traip (¥ 10856}, Cataract (#10834), Boney Fal
t42505) and Bond Falls {# 1B64} "sites. providing access to the genersl public to t
appreciate such areas is quirze diffarent than <akering to lakge scals devalopers; who Wi
potentially rid these areas of the very wildlife which attratit people to these laces.
Environmental Assessment shonld bae required of UPPCO, as I do pot beliave the Shoreling
Mapagement Plan is encugh to ensure that thése areas are properly wanaged and protected

Matt. ¥Yan Grinsven
237 Rright Sv. Apt. ¥#3
Hanoook MI, 48930

More photos, more messages, more storage—get 2GE with Windows Live Hotmail, _
h:tp:f/iﬁagina-uindowa}ive.sam!hcrmaii!?laca1e=an»ua&ccid:TxT*T&GHM_miqratianﬁxﬂmm&nimz
0507
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Wolle, Janet

From: Elaine Dougovilo fetadougifiap. net]
Sent:  Wednesday, May 18, 2007 6:44 PM
Yo: Walle, Janet
Subject: Plea
Pisase consider isaving Prickait Dam snd Bond Felis as 3. it i a beautifil pristing area and # would b nice f i

could stay that way. I vou must sak & for financial gain, consider an agency who would not deveiop it. Thanks for
your cormideration. Eleine Dougosito, East Shoreline L'Anss Bay, 18883 Bayshore Rg. L'Anse, Mi 49948

. 3T

p-10886-0o0™
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Woife, Janet —— —————————
From: webcommantformiPuppac. com

Sent: Wadnesday, May 18, 2007 7:06 PM

Te: Whifa, Janet: warenijamadots oom

Subject: UPPCO Shoreiine Managermant Pian Comments

This E-mail containe comsents regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2504, 1)856, 108354

Registration?

Hama? Thomas Hovel

Address? 6112 Creamsry Court
Clty? McFarland, wr 5assg
State?

Zip code?

E-mail? bearcubdléverizon.nst
Phone Number? S05-238-3193%
Post Comments on web mite? yas

Comments? Dear Sir/Madam:

Plasse note my opposition to the develogment of current UPPCO/NPS property along or near
the Bond Falle Flowage. In a time of rising energy costs, increased lows of natural teh
natural enviornment due to development, ami a declinea in the overall guality of water
repources, it appears that any typical ex-urban development will only sxacerbate tie
destxuction of the precious snviczmment that is presented Iy the BHond Falls flowage.
Hhiie nmuch of the falls has besn already sffectsd by human's to produce energy, that
should not provide any impetus to further effect che land avea,

g

SR

L

Insteady, I would suggest, thet if development is to ocour, & small eco-fremdly
developmant on a small amount of acreage that could he used as a model for other
davelopment. The development could be accompliehed in accord with the new standards being
develioped by LEEDS. With such a developoent you can develop a small area, say 89 or less
scxes, and yat the enviornment remaine protected and the resources remain in a viable long
lasting manner.
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From: webcommentiormiguppac.com

Sant: Thursday, May 17, 2007 €.20 Al

Te, Wolfe, Janet: swarrengbiamadots.com

Bubject: UPPCO Shovaling Managemant Plan Commeants

P

This E-mall contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2306, 108SE, 15854

Regiastration?

Mame? Jim Tyminski

Address? 93€4 Tecumsah

City? Redford Township

§ [rate? M3

f Zip code? 48239

' E-uall? jimtyminskiehotmail . com
Phone Humber? 313-937-884%

Fost Comments on web sibe? yes

i,

Comments? After raading the Drafc Shorelins Managemsnt Plan, I am very upset to see that
you are satill planning for private lighted dosks, pedagtrian pathe and ar scone flowsgas
viewing corridoxs. I balisve these uvsen will destroy the asathatic gualitids of these
lakes and project lands. The shorelines should rewais undisturbed, .

©  Wolfe, Janst

: From: weabcommeniformduppac.com
Sent; Thursday, May 17, 2007 .11 AM
! To: Woife, Janat, alwarreanifjamadots.com
Subject: UPPCO Shorsiine Managerment Plan Comments

This FE-mail centains comments regarxding Projects 1484, 2463, 2566, 10856, 10854

Regiphration?

Kame? Suzanne Tymineki
Address? 9364 Tecwwmmeh

Riryy Redford Township

Brave? Wi

Zip oode? 48239

i Bemalil? soyminskidghotwmall . com
- Phone Number? 213-937-8845
Posn Cnmnents on web Fite? yes

Somesents? I am opposed to all private uses of the project lands, inclugding lighted doeks
andg paths. ‘These paths, while techpically "open to the publicv

will lead frem the new lot owners private property to a private lighted dock. I 4o not
support 4 publis trail around the flowage. I baliewve if will only furbhey Eragment
wildlofe habivat.




Uncfficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OBSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-10856-000

From: wabcommentform@uppac.com

Sent: M&y,hﬂaﬂ?%?&?ﬁm

Yo: ﬁwuﬂmdamakahwsusﬂmmm

Subject: UPPCO Shavel ihnunnmmuﬁi%anik»nnuyﬁs

This B-mail contains commenta regarding Projects 1884, 2402, 2506, 10856, 108534

Registration?

Kame? Renimeth Kraft

Addresns? 41203 Pike River Rcad
Clty? Chasaell

State? MI

Zip code? 49916-3307

Bemall? kkraft@portup.com
Phons Numbey? 80§ 523 4748
Poat Coumnents ot web site? yes

Convietita? The decision to consolidate the public campgrounds was made without public
input. The elimination of vhe dispersed campsites and campground radesign should be re-
svaluated as part of the Shorsline Management Plan process. It should be a campsite design
that most beriefite the public,

1 am opposed to any private lighted individual and cluster docks or viewing corridors at
any of the flowsges. None of these activities is consistent with the current llicanse.

1 want the Federal Eneryy Regulatory Commission to crder a new Environmental Impact Study
to asgess the full impact of this development on the project Lands.
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Regigtration?

Rawa? Paywmondd LaPra

Addrass? P.O. Box 83

CLey? Xromwooxd

fcare? MY

Zip ~ode? 45330

R-maii? milo@portup. oo

Fhone MNumber? 06-332-0374
Pogt Compments on wali sitea? yes

Comments? Aitar reading the Draft Shoreline Management Plan, I am wvary upset [ see Chat
you are planning for privare lighted docks, trails and pedestrian patha at all the six
flowages. I do not support the storage of boats on Lhe projects land or viewlng corridors.
1 believe thess uses will destroy the aesthstic qualities of these lakes and project
landa. These uses are consistent with the license since the intent of the bufferzone is o
provect these areas. Tha ahorelinss should resain undisturbed.
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Woife, Janst

From: wmboommentformuppac.com .
Sent: Thuraday, May 17, 2007 8:2 AM I
To: Woifa, Jowt; alwarrengbiamadoty.com

Subjsct: UPPCO Shoreline Managemen Pisn Comments

This E-mail contadng comments regaeding Projects 1884, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 :

Reglacration?
j Hame? Pat Olajniczak
4 Address? 9375 Beech Daly

City? Redford Township
Btata? MI

Zip code? ag23s _

E-mall? polenicklistdhotmeil . com
Phome Rumber?

Posr Comments on web sita? yea

Commente? I am not lmprossed with UFPCD's incressed *conssyvetion areas®. It is just an
attempt to mitigate damage caused by private docks os well as teadls aml viewing
corridors. I cannot support private dooks on the proiject lands, Have any of the folks
invelved ever stopped even if for just a moment to think aboutr the disruption of wildiife?

Waolfe, Janet
: Lynaits Polvin Brpotvingiirmtu.edu)
2’;?;"2' Theraday, May 17, 2007 417 PM
To: Wolta, Janet
Subject: Comments an Shoreline Managemoant Pian

Janet Wolfe |
Compmunications Manager §
ot Sl ;
PO Box 130

Houghton, MI 4%931-0130

T STRONGLY OPPOSE CONSTRUCTION OF DOCKS as‘prapﬂaed Ty Upp&rﬂ?éiin?2i24§2?3§6C?g§§§f’3t
priaksct (Project Mo, 2402}, Victorla {Froject Mo, 3864F, Aa Tzrain o -

Cataract {(Project No.19854), Boney Falls )

{proiect No. 2508}, and Bowd Falls {Projesct No.1864) sites. Given the T
complexity of this issue and the Iimita§ aoope ol the'ShQrg-in& :agagemen '
Brviroomencal Assessmant should be required of UPPCO 1a vhig matter. | _

[

gincerely.

Lynetts Pouvin
45304 Superier Rd
Howghton, ML 48931

%
:
T
¢

M5 candidate FPoreat Boology and Mansgement School of Forest Resources and Enviroimental
geisnces Michigan Technological University
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From: tont ingattafliama
Sent: raday, May 17, 2007 7:53 PM
| To: Wolte, Jonet

: Astachments; "AVG certification”

Daar Ma. Wolfe:

Pleass support the docks proposal for the Bond Falls development. As & teachar at Ewen-Trout Creek Schoot, |
see thie development as a boon i our economy and 10 our schoo, The fax revences generated by this can heip -
save E-TC School, but without the decks, } cannot imagine that the land will ook ss attractive to potential buyers. :
Thark you for your tive.

Nency Gatta

. Page 1 of 1

Woife, Janat

From. Elaine Dougovito {eladougflup. natl
Bent:  Wadnesday, May 18, 2007 544 PM
Ta: Wolfe, Janet

Subject: Ples

Please consider leaving Prickeit Dam and Bond Falis as 15, 1t is @ beaulifil pristine arex arxd i would be nwee i it
couict siay that way. #f you must gell it for financial gain, coneider an agency who would not devetop it. Thanks for
your consideration. Elsing Dougoviio, East Shoreline L'Anse Bay, 15683 Bayshore Rd. UAnse, M 40846
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From: weboommentionuspac.com

Saett: Friday, May 18, 2007 3222 Al

To: Wolle, Joanot; slwarrenfBiamacions. com
Subject: UPPCO Shoreling Managemaent Plan Commants

Thin B-mail containe comsents regarding Projecta 1884, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854

Registration?

Kama? Rosaanna Larrin
Addresa? 7996 I 1.2 Mile Road
Civy? Teout Creek

State? MI

Zip oode? 493967

B-mail? yimrrinines . edu

Phone Swebher? {80&) 853-3334
Post Compents on web site? yos

Commants? The SMP mesting beld at E-9C school was the firet UPPOO public mesting that I
have attended and it was very dissppointing. Ne axe vesd te having public swetings with
pome kind of open forom and the way you comduct yoor public mestings ls very controllied,
Obvionsly, you do mot wsnt to hear what the public has to say through an open forum. X
asgura you we can cobduct cursslves as respenaible, calm aduits. Deswnding that we write
sut guestions on cards allowing you to choose which questicss you answer or which part of
the questions you angwer is not having an opsn, public mesting. It ia wandpulative and
just another way to control isforsation— a aysbol of the low regard you Bava for the
poeople of this ares to maks informed, reascnable and raticoal declsions.

The SMP report itself is full of “carrota,” whal you think the psople of this area would
respond to. But, it is things that pecple Like you and pecple wbo will be purchasing those
lote, urban pecple, think sre finw idsas. Many of us do not feel thixz way. ¥e like Boaod
Lake ag ir is now, in Ate gatursl stste. The things you are planning sre things that may
be found on any developed lake, any place in America. Bond Lake, a3 it 1w aow, is nor.

And, of coursse, mmmnmmplmMmmw.tmmmmle
Materra plans on enticing up hare, a8 well as adding to youwr $3 million comtingency fee

from Waterra. It is reprshensibla that you represent thess plana as “for the lorala” when
they are no such thing.

Your doublespesk is alsc demeaning. For axample, referring to grougs of docks asg “cluster
docks* iz ridiculous—we recugnize a planned marina when we see one.

E-PRED' s suviroamental study is flawed in maier avess. § suspect that whiteWater’s is not.

Plsase urge Natayrz teo pelease that anvironmental study bo the public. A reality check is
in arder.
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From wabcommentforniuppac.com

Sent Friday, May 18, 2007 025 AM

To: Wolfe, Janet, shwarreninnadols.;

Subject: UPPCO Shoreline Manmagement Plan Commants

This B-mail contains comments regarding Proiects 1564, 2402, 2508, 10856, 10854

Reglatravion?

Name? ‘tlit Krauwse

MAdresa? 38585 Asbury Park
City? Clintom Townahip,

State? M

2ip code? 48038

T-wall? krausemomtSehotmall . com
Phone Wamber?

Post Comments on web eibte? yes

S

RS

Comments? My family for thres generations have enjoysd the Bond Falls Flowsge as area land
ownera and admirers of the natural beauty it Molde. My father astaxted coming here in thas
sarly 1950°s, first hunting & thes vacstlioning with the family, sventually buying property
to insure his children & grandehildren would always enjoy this area. Now I feel the same
way & my children do too. We have come to love the ares, bhaving csmped & viewsd rhe falls
for 35 years. Now my grandchildres will be deprisved of this becanss some pecple went to
lins their pockets with a get.rich-quick development. This developwent is going to destroy
the beauty of a very sexene area that pesple come from all cver the world to ses. We nasd
te presexve the natural wild landscape &« feel of this ares for future ganarations to enjoy
& experisnce. Tha falls, lake and land surrounding the lake are rare jewels that can only
be found in the U9 sand whsn rhat poaceful quality is gone it iz gone, never to be regsained
though development. The land was to be retained for convervation purposes, not intentsd
for development by  greedy few, who intemd to benefit from the destruction of the natursl

landscape, We hope you will do the righr thing & stop this act in destroving the land &
instoad kesp it as is for future gemerations fo come to enioy.

%
:
2
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Wolfe, Janet

Sert:  Friday, May 18, 2007 10:42 AN
To: Wolts, Janet
Bubject: SMP cornments

Janet Wolfe
Commusications Manager
UPPCO

PO Box 130

Houghton, Ml 499310130

Dear Ms. Wolfe;

As a coalition of citizens concerned for the integrity and quality of the UPPCO-held project lands
WmW&MUmWMNMWWMmmW _
concern about rectntly developed Shorsland Mansgement Plans. We feel these plans to be inconsistent
with the uses described in the FERC license and unscoeptable for mudntaining & healthy shoreline that is
also conducive to noa-inusive public vse.

We strongly fes! that fisse SMPs fil to sooount for important environments] characteristics of the
m;@wmdmm For example, the proposed shorelins uses are contradictory to maintaining the oid

Additionally, i many cascs there sre 50 provisions 1 protest habitat or nesting sites of threatened or
endangered species such 85 osprey or bald eagic. 1tis also widely domonstirated that human impacts
mummmmmummmmmmwmmmm
1o erosion, loss of biodiversity, mnd degradation of water quality.

Proposed developments on project Iands such as docks, boat slips, and viewing areas/waiking paths for
private landowners will inevitably fmpact the poteatial for public recreational uses of these reservoir
shorekines, mmmmwmwmmowmmu be
diminished, and fishing areas will be restricted. Aside from these concrete and Jogistic changes, the
wilderness atmosphere of the area will be damaged by docks, dock lights, and cleared corridors, as well
as the development proposed on the adjoining non-project lands.

The activities outlined in the SMPs do not appesar to fit within the current and, in most cases, recently
renewed FERC project Hoenses. The license objectives serve to protect and enhance the envitonmental,
scertic, and recreational values of project lands, and proposed SMP sctivities on these projoct tands
satisfy none of the sbove. The management plans in ne way describe how docks, view commdors, or

. increased traffic are consistent with the federsl goals for the project tands,

in all, we helieve the SMPs for these flowages as they stand to be inadequate and grossly incompitant
with the intended uses of these lands.

I Thank veu for your tirme and the opportunity to comiment on these plans,

e g o e e o

foe Hovet

~orthwood Allignes
6063 Baker [k
g & e
Conover, Wi 545 z%m

o FER ¢
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Woilfe, Janet

From: Danvid R&imi rsorkigahotmas ,m}
Sant: Fricay, May 18, 2007 8:26 AM

To: Woife, Janet

Subject: damns

Hello Janet,

I would like to take a few moments to coment on UPPCo's proposed dewelopment of Prickett
Lake and other impoundments in the UP.
Straight out, I think it'a a bad idex. I feel like wa don't need any more *development® of
this type snywinere in the UP, instead we nesd to preserve and protect more wild places,
bacavse we have less and less of tham, y
I know, from an sconomic polnt of view, it sees to make sense, Lo improve tax revenuss
create scme jobs, etc, but T think thia could be achieved without changing the peradns
of the ares. -
If ths sale of the lots and the, sc called, dsvelopment is inevetable, then why promote
this action only te a high end, noisy, polluting type market? B
Instead, why not market it to customer‘s looking for a beautiful, guiet, low impact :
setting that it is now, and empbasize the natural characteristic'sg that currently define’
it, and write in sales agreements that demand it remain that way. T
I feel that your proposals are really out of touch with the current demand for wild pleces
in this coumty, and world for that matter, amd that your phort sightedness will result. it
degradation, not improvment, in the overall gquality of life for the P, )
You need not lovk any further than the Grand Traverse area in the LP, to see what and wh
these types of actions are needed and necessary, and to ses how pragervation and '
development can worxk hand in hand, to bemifit us all.
Thank you for your time.
Binceraly,
Dave Rulison

| Palxie, Mi
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Wolle, Janet

Fromn: keigtin sepen [idepeahotmad com]
Sant: Friday, May 18, 2007 1:15 PM
To: Wolfe, Janst

Mg, Walfe

I would like to voice my vehement opposition to UPPCO'as proposed

development of these sites. I have been fortunate snough to have been
able to enjoy visiting these sites and their wild and natural beauty
for many decades and hope for my offspring to be able to do the same,

Project No.1864 {Bond and Victoria)
Project No. 2402 (Prickett)

Project No.108%6 {(Mu Train)

Project Ro.14854 (Cataract)

Project Ro. 2506 (Boney ¥alls}

Kristin Tepsa
Houghion, MI 49931

382007
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Wolle, Janet ————
Frone Dise Miter idimBorgmbsady}
Sent: Friday, My 19, 2007 3:46 PM
Wolle, Jonet
o VIPPCO's plan for development (project sumbers 1864, 2402, 10858, 10854, and 2508
i i heds on
I am registering @y view on UPPCO'a plan to develop lighted Bot’ C0C K iaten for thalr
¢ the area veservoirs. Please do mot do this. Thewns lakes ave _ che
p D e Fandl Lo change thelr character fow would poss hazards =5 wildlife and changs -
spizit of tha places. It would also viclate the gpiriz (and perhaps rhe letter &9
uf your original agreamant regarding thess propertiee.
Plese aliow for the contimued protection of Thess places. Thank you.
Diane Miller
Pians Miller
0. Candidate
_ raent of Bumanities
wlchigan technological Univexsity
1400 Townsend Drive
Fouighron, MI 49932
{B0E} 37D 1069
% *1f you can't find tha btrath whers pou Are, whara do you think you will find ity*--the
o
Wolfe, Janet
From: webcommentform@uppac.cum
Sent: Wednesday, May 16, 2007 3:54 AM
To: Wolls, Janet; alwarrerdbjsmadots.com
Subject: UPPCO Shiorsline Management Plan Commenis
This E-mail contains comment: ragarding Projacuy 1844, ZaCo, SEGE, 10EIE, 1084 i
RegisToationy ;
Hame? Jawes h. Pletila :
Addrass? S8R5 tella Drive i
Tinyt W fea £7,
Branat

TR,

B Hansgement Plan
<f the flowage &
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From: webhoom i

Sent: Friday, May 18, 2007 4:21 PM
To: Wolfa, Jansd; avarrengisnadots.oom

This B-mail contalns comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10856

Regletration?

Nane? Raymond DaPra

Addrass? ¥.0. Bax B3

City? Ironwood

State? NI

Zip code? 49818

E-mail? milo@portup.com

Phune Number? 306-932-0374
Post Compenta on web site? Yo

Cormenta? After reading the Draft Htoreline Management Plan, Y am very upmet to see thag
you are planning for private lighted dockas, trails and pedostrian pathe at all the six
flowages. I d0 not support the storags of bDoats on the prodects iand or viewing corxidoss.
I balieve thess uses will destroy the sssthetic qualities of theso lakes and project
lands. Thess uses are consistent with the licenss sinte the intant of the buffexzone is to

protect these aress. The shorelines should rewsds voidstorbed .

R

i W ,Janat T :
From: wfredendall {phyiis. fredendali@finiandie.edu)
Sant Thursday, May 17, 2007 1038 P4
To: Wollte, Janet
Subject: highted docks

Dear Ms. Wolfe,

I weuld sncourage you to rethink the proposed developments on the dam sires Praject
Numbers 1064, 2403, 10858, 10854, and 2306,

T am particularly opposed to lighting areas that are not sow lit. The hahit is advergsiy
affected as t2 for wme the most precious and least appreciated asget we are gulickly losing
o this peninsula - the night sky,

Thank vou for vour time and consideration,

Phyilis ¥Fredendall
334 Summit Stresk

Hanoock, MI 495340

GO6-487 4271

6:'- :é u'f E':"' \J.ai} ey
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