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<>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>< <>4 
Jessica Mistak, Senior Fisheries Biologist 

DNR Marquette Fisheries Station 
484 Cherry Creek Rd 
Marquette, MI 49855 

906-249-]61] ext. 308 

FAX 906-249-3190 
>4> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> 

>>> "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 questions .... 

Thanks, 

<(SMP Goals and Objectives Revised.pdf>> 

Shawn C. Puzen 

Environmental Consultant 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation 

(920) 433-1094 
scpuzen@wpsr.com 

This email and any of its attachments may contain proprietary 
information, which is privileged, confidential, or subject to copyright 

belonging to WPSR. This e-mail is intended solely for the use of the 

individual or entity to which it is addressed. If you are not the 
*ntended 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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Upper Peninsula Power Company - Au Train (FERC NO. 10856) 
LAND SALES CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS 

Attachment 30 
28 July 2006 

COVER LETTER FOR MAILING OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS 
TO EASTERN AND WESTERN FOCUS GROUPS El' AL. 
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July 26, 2006 

Mr. Rusly Atherton 
PO Box33 
Au Train MI 49806-0033 

Dear Rusty: 

Enclosed is a copy of the environmental assessments for AuTrain, Boney Falls, and 
Cataract. These are being sent to all focus group members, alternates, and the resource 
agencies today. 

Although the report will be available on UPPCO's Web site, we're sending you an 
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 discfosed 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. I. Sawyer. Displays will be set up at 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 adjourn and return to the displays for one-on- 
one conversations, individual questions, and a closer look at the visual matedais. 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 aquatic habitat, loon nesting, recreational resources, and aesthetic 
resources. We won't be in a position to discuss the Shoreline Management Plan (SMP) 
at these sessions. The SMP will be the subject of a future public open house and will be 
formulated from the study results, the agency consultation process and public comment. 

Sincerely, 

UPPCO General Manager 

V 
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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 49806-0033 

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

Mr. Todd Brock 
N6518 Alger Heights Road 
Munising MI 49862 

Mr. Tom Curry 
N2693 M-67 
Limestone MI 49816 

Mr. Bill Br~sso. 
N2693 State Road M-67 
Limestone MI 49816 

Mr. Greg Stevenson 
PO Box 173 
Perkins MI 49872 

Mr. William Malmsten 
22300 County Road CL 
Ishpeming MI 49849 

Mr. Joe McDonnell 
3113 13 ~ Lane 
Bark River MI 49897 

Mr. David Allen 
318 E. Prospect 
Marquette MI 49855 

Ms. Vlckie Micheau 
Delta County Area Chamber of Commerce 
230 East Ludington Street 
Escanaba MI 49829 

Mr. Jim Dellies 
PO Box 150 
Gwinn MI 49841 

Ms. Bonnie Hartzell 
PO Box 98 
Gw:nn M149841 

Mr. Tom Elegeert 
5698 25 ~ Road 
Gladstone MI 49837 

Mr. Archie Hendrick 
N6139 Elmer Johnson Rd 
Skandia, M149885 

Mr. Jim Keebaugh 
104 Provider 
Gwinn MI 49841 

Mr. Dave KoskJ 
PO Box 143 
Chatham MI 49816 

Mr. Rod Larson 
E5351 Park Street 
AuTrain M149806 

Mr. Joe Maki 
609 N. 8 = Skeet 
Gladstone MI 49837 

Mr. Greg Nominelli 
Lake Superior Community Partnership 
501 South Front Street 
Marquette MI 49855 

Ms. Lois Ellis 
Lake Superior Community Partnership 
501 South Front Street 
Marquette MI 49855 

Mr. Gerald Plourde 
3892 East River 24.9 Lane 
Comell MI 49818 

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

Mr. Arnold Sirtola 
1456 W. Maple Ridge 37 = Road 
Rock MI 49880 

Mrs. Carol Verbunker 
PO Box 192 
Munising MI 49862 

Mrs. Kay LeVeque 
PO Box 405 
Munising MI 49862 

Mr. Gerald Corkin 
108 Woodland Drive 
Negaunee MI 49866 
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July 28, 2006 

Mr. Bill Besonen 
6893 E One Mile Road 
Trout Creek MI 49967 

Dear Bill: 

Enclosed is a copy of the environmental assessments for Bond Falls, Victoria, and 
Pdckett Dam. These are being sent to all focus group members, alternates and the 
resource agencies today. 

Although the report will be available on UPPCO's Web site, we're sending you an 
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 agencies for their use 
in the consultation process. 

We look forward to seeing you at the Monday, August 7, open house at the Ewen-Trout 
Creek School Displays will be set up at 6:00 PM (Eastern) for review prior to the 
presentations, which will begin at 6:30 in the cafetorium. An open question-and-answer 
period will follow the presentations, and at 7:30 we'll adjourn and return to the displays 
for one-on-one conversations, individual questions, and a closer look at the visual 
materials. 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 resufls of the environmental studies conducted on 
wildlife and aquatic habitat, loon nesting, recreational resources, and aesthetic 
resources. We won't be in a position to discuss the Shoreline Management Plan (SMP) 
at these sessions, because the SMP will be formulated from the study results, the 
agency consultation process, and public comment. That will be the subject of a future 
public open house. 

Sincerely, 

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 
Watarsmeet MI 49969 

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

Mrs. Fay Groitzsch 
8281 US Hwy 45-S 
Br~ce Crossing MI 49912 

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

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

Mr. Dawayne Holtz 
11554 U.S. 45 
Bruce Crossing MI 49912 

Ms. Victoria James 
Smut/it-Stone Container 
One Superior Way 
Ontonagon MI 49953 

Mr. Bill Marlor 
Village of Baraga 
100 Hemlock Street 
Baraga MI 49908 

Mr. John Pelkola 
P.O. Box 60 
Trout Creek MI 49967 

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

Mrs. Linda Rein 
420 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Ontonagon MI 49953 

Mr. James Rein 
420 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Ontonagon MI 49953 

Mr. Fred Sliger 
9968 Calderwood Road 
Trout Creek MI 49967 

Mr. Jeff Sturgell 
100 Hemlock Street 
Baraga MI 49908 

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

Ms. Christa Walck 
1010 East Fifth Avenue 
Houghton MI 49931 

Mr. Dean Juntunen 
11425 Aspen Lane 
Mass City MI 49948 

Mrs. Nancy Warren 
P O Box 102 
Ewen MI 49925 

Mr. Dan Loosemore 
Route 1 - Box 372 
Baraga MI 49908 

Mr. AI Warren 
P O Box 102 
Ewen MI 49925 

Ms. Pare Malnar 
PO Box 216 
Bruce Crossing MI 49912 

Ms. Sherry Zoars 
P.O. Box 701 
Watersmeet MI 49969 
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Mr. Ted Soldan 
17559 Cemetery Rd 
Pelkie MI 49958 

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

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

Mr. Peter Heidemann 
205 North Cedar 
Ewen MI 49925 

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

Mr. Eric Forsberg 
Houghton County Controller 
401 East Houghton Avenue 
Houghton M149931 

Mr. Jack Lehto 
c/o Ottawa Sportsmen's Club 
PO Box 475 
Baraga MI 49908 
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Uppcr Pcninsula Powcr Company - Au Train (FERC NO. 10856) 
LAND SALES CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS 

Attachment 31 
28 Ju ly  2006 

PRESS RELE~;E -- AUGU.Vr PUBLIC MEETINGS 
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Press Release - August  Public Meetings - 28 July 2006 

v 

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

HOUGHTON MI - Upper Peninsula Power Company (UPPCO), 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 Management 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, etc.) 
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 suggested by resource agencies such as the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service, Michigan DNR, 
and others. 

The first Open House, which will focus on the studies at Bond Falls, Victoria, and Pricker4 
will be held on Monday, August 7, from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM (Eastern) in the cafeturium at 
the Ewcn-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 (Eastern) 
at Tailwinds Bar & Grill at K. I. Sawyer. 

Topics to be discussed 

"We'll discuss the results ofthe environmental studies that were conducted on wildlife and 
aquatic habita4 loon habitat, recreational resources, and aesthetic resources," said Shawn 
Puzcn, Environmental Consultant. "We know people are equally interested in the 
development plans and potential proposals for docks and other shoreline uses. However, 
we're not in a position to discuss those issues yet. Those plans won't be developed until all 
the comments on the environmental studies are in so they can be considered in the plans. 
We'll schedule more public meetings after the shoreline uses are proposed," he concluded. 

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

Interested parties are encouraged 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 minutes of  previous public meetings and focus group meetings. 

Meeting Format 

As previously mentioned, both open houses will begin at 6:00 PM (Eastern). The first half 
hour will allow attendees to review displays, maps, and other graphic information and 
become familiar with the scope of the studies. Presentations will begin at 6:30, followed by 

! 2/29/2006 
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Press Release - August Public Meetings - 28 July 2006 

an open question and answcr pcriod. At 7:30, thc prcsentation period will  adjourn to al low 
time to visit  the tables for one-on-one discussions, individual questions, and a closer look at 
visual materials. 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 commcnt at cithcr of thc two public mcctings or by mail to: 

UPPCO Environmcntal Studics 
c/o Janet Wolfe 
PO Box 130 
Houghton MI 49931 

Comments should address spccific issucs addrcsscd by tile environmcntal studics and be 
postmm'ked by August 28, 2006. 

12/29,2006 
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J 

Upper Pen i . su la  Power Company 
(a ~,tlb~idlar) ~lt '*, P~ Rfg.OUfC~'S ( ' l l r p n t a t : l l n l  
P ( ) .  llo:~ I~)(1()1 
( i l C e l l  I h l ) .  Vv] #,4 ;07  ~#l)l l l 

July 2~, 2006 

(Recipient Address) 

Dear (Recipient): 

Draft Environmental Assessment Reports 

Enclosed is a copy of the draft environmental assessment reports gathered by Upper Peninsula 
Power Cornpany (UPPCO) as ,nformation for the development of a Shoreline Management Plan for 
the Bond Falls (Bond Falls and Wctoria), Prickett, Cataract, Au Train and Escanaba (Boney Falls) 
Hydroelectric Projects 

A copy of these reports ~s being provided for comment to all members of the relevant agency group 
Cop,es of the reports will also be provided for comments to the members of the focus groups The 
public ,,,;ill alse be able to access the reports via the UPPCO website The public and focus group 
versions of the reports will not urovide the nesting locations of sensmve species (bald eagles wood 
turtles, and loons). 

Please prowde your comments by the end of the day. August 28. 2006 If UPPCO does not r~ce,',,e 
comments by the end of the day. August 28. 2006, it will assume you do not have any comments 

Should you have any other queshons or concerns, please do no~ hes,late to call me at (920) 4:y}- 
!094 c contact me at S[)_uze[l~(#wDsr cem. Thank you for your hme and constderat~on 

S,ncer~ ly, 

Shawn C Puzen 
Enviror mental Consultant 
le lephone (920) 433-109,1 

syx 

Fnc 

cc Mr Bill Campbell. E PRO Corlsulhng (no enc ) Mr Deug Clark, Foley & Lardner (w / eric ) 
Mr Dave Dominie, EPl'~OConsulitng(noenc;) Mr John Fstep FERC (cover only) 
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This letter was sent to the follDwing recipients: 

Ms. Angela Tomes 
National Park Sen'ice 
626 l-ast Wisconsin Avenue 
Suite 100 
Mihvaukee. WI 532112 

Ms. Pil l l le]a Stevenson 
Assistant Attorney General 
ENRA 
P.O. Box 311755 
I.ansmg. M I 489119 

Mr. James Schramln 
i-x (.) MRIIC 
P.O. Box 828 
Pentwater, MI 49:1.19 

Mr. Norman Nass 
USDA Forest Sen'ice - Ottav<a National Forest 
Region 9, Watersrneet Ranger District 
E24036 Old US 2 Fast 
Watersmeet. MI 49969 

Ms. Jessica Mistak 
Michigan l)epartment of Natural Resources 
Marquette State Fish I latche D' and Station 
488 ('berry (reck Road 
Marqucue. MI 49855 

Mr. (;ene Mcnsch 
Kcwecnax~ Bay Jndliln ([Olllllltlflily 
Keweenaw Ilay l'ribal Center 
1117 llearhr.,,n Road 
l~araga, MI 49908 

Ms. Ann Mc(.'amrnon Sohls 
(ireal lakes Indian Fish & Wildlife ('onlmJSSlOll 
P ( ) .  |}I)X 9 
()danah, Wl 54861 

Ms. l)arla Lenz 
IJSDA Forest Service - Ottawa National I:orcst 
Region 9. Ontonagon Ranger D~strict 
12119 Rockland Road 
Ontonagon, MI 49953 

Mr. Mike Lanasa 
Ecosystems Team Leader 
Iliawatha National Forest 
2727 l.incoln Rd 
t'scanaba. MI 49829 

Ms. I esley Kordella 
Fedela] Energy I~.egulalory ('t~fnlnissR)ll 
888 [-'irsl Street. NI[ 
\~, ashington. I)C 211426 

Ms. ('ary (iustalkon 
Michigan Department of Environmcntal Quality 
(.r3stal Falls Field Oilicc 
142111"S ltv, S 2 
('~'slal Falls, MI 49920-q626 

Mr. Kirk Piehler 
I)SDA Forest Sen'ice 
2727 North l.incoln Road 
Fscanaba, M I 49829 

Mr, Chris Freiberger 
Michigan I)epartrnenl of Natural Resources 
Stevens T Mason Building 
PO Box 311028 
[.arising, MI 48909-7528 

Mr. Mark Fed,ara 
I.JSI)A Forest Service 
Ottawa National l:orcsl 
E6248 US Highway 2 
Ironwood, IMI ,19938 

NIs. ('hristie Deloria-Shcffield 
US Fish and Wildlife Servme 
1924 Industrial Parkway 
Marquetle, M I 41}855 

Mr. Bill l)ecphouse 
MRIR' 
1210 E Fifth A~cnuc 
1 loughRm, M1-19931 
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8 August 2006 

] ) I 'B I  If  ~1£1'~ I I N ( ;  
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Public Nlcctmg 8 Aug. 20(~'~ 2 

I'resentation of  Environmental  Studies - T a i h v i n d s  Restaurant,  KI Sawyer,  MI. 

E-Pro  Presentation 
llt February and March, resource agencies provided a list o f  recommended studies they 'd like to 
see on these impounds. Three basic categories were developed: recreation, aesthetics and 
wildlife/aquatic habitat. Loon habitats were singled out as a separate study because of  their 
sensitive nature, l 'hesc categories wcrc based on recommendations nfagcncics .  

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

%ite visits by boat were then conducted, going around the perimeter of  a lake; where there 
appeared to be areas of  recreation, the environmental consultants got out and investigated those 
sites. Using a standard survey lbrm, about 5 pages long, they recorded characteristics of  the sites 
such as amenities, measurements and crDsion. The site's location was also recorded on a global 
positioning system (GPS). The sites were also characterized as being formal or inlbrmal - tormal  
meaning the site was actively being managed and lherc were amenities provided such as tDilcts. 
picnic tables, fire pits, etc. 
Informal sites are not actively managed but arc frequently visited by people and have paths or 
trails wont leading to the site. All sites, formal and informal, were put on a map. 
There is a representative photo and a narrative that describes what each site is like in the reports. 

()n all sites, there arc tbrmal recreation sites. LJPP('O has campsites at Boney Falls and 
Au "1 rain. Bond Falls has extensive recreation, as does Cataract. Also, there are several infomaal 
sites at each irnpnund~ncnt. All are depicted on the map and explained in detail in the report. 

For the studies, the cnvironntcntalists also determined a boating carrying capacity for each site. 
l h i s  exercise was done to determine the appropriate number of  watercraft acceptable on each 
impoundment, l f an  impoundment was to bc used for water skis, jet skis, etc.. that 's going have 
different results than one that would if people used watercraft like canoes and kayaks. They tried 
to determine the usable surface area ,af the irnpour~dnlent, taking the size of  inlpoundrttcnt and 
subtracting out a 100-200 foot buflbr as safety zone around lake. [ 'hey then got a usable lake 
surlhcc area, divided by a boating density thctor that was determined by types of  boats used. 
Places where larger boats would be used would have larger usable surface types. 

Aesthetics - The agencies wanted to understand what areas are considered to have high ac~;thetic 
value, why and who values these areas. People have a clear visual preference with regards to 
landscape. Water and dramatic relict, or a combination o f  the two, make an area aesthetically 
pleasing. The study utilized research that exists and did a quantitative assesstncnt of  what the 
aesthetic values are of  each irnpoundlncrJt. 
Impoundments were divided into subunits, about a 1/2-mile to 1 Inilc large. This was the criteria 

for the attalysis: 
Re l ie f / typngraphy - T h i s  refers to change in visible relief, dramatic relief (which is a 

change w/in a I/2 mile) and ridgclmc layering (how many different ridgclines can yon scc?). 

v 
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Publ ic  t, leCi l i l i l  7 A ug  20i)6 

Physical Features - Thi s  inch ldcs  i s lands ,  coves+ rocks ,  l edges  and beaches ,  l h e  I/iOl+e 

there are e l ' t h o s e  ill :.i site. lhe h i g h e r  the r a r l k i n g  T}lcrc is a l so  the uonlpon,2nt o f  ID>stcr) ,is ill 

re'tinting to kccp  g o i n g  to scc t~ i la t ' s  a roui ld  tile bend.  

V e g e t a t i o n  D i v e r s i t y  Is it conilL:rous,  d e c i d u o u s ,  a c o m b i n a t i o n  o f  the t'~,,tl, super  stoi  T 
trees, t :ccs  I c a n m g  out  on wa tc r  these  arc all  impor t an t  aes the l i c  , ,alues. \Ve lkmds  arc ano ther  

t h ing  peop le  l ike to look at ;ts wel l  cis secisonal color .  

S p e c i a l  Fea lure .~  - Th i s  rclL'rs to a p lace  whcrc  you  ccul ,, i0t', t,,ildlitL: eag les ,  deer.  

Moose  rapiers ,  etc. this adds  to the landscape .  
Cultural  or Histor ical  Features -- An example ot ' t l l is  is all old eabitl i l l the t~,ol)ds t ~. ith l i is to i  3 
their draw people in. 

N a l u r a l  C h a r a c l e r  A l l  o f  the inlpoundn+~ents have thi~. II+us ba+ical ly n+ecln'~ the land 
is ratht r undeveh iped  l i l e re  t+;lll } c  some development  t l lcrc i t  it is t rol l  done. But i f  there i~ 
rl.'sidetuial, recreational or mdustricil devc iopnlen l  lhcil i-+ poor ly  throe, those arc detractors. 
People don' t  l i ke  it> see that and those t ;cre g iven ne[-'ali', e pti inls. 

l hu  mites were d iv ided hire +tlhunit$ thc~,e :ire tho rcilill.tt,~. I(+l + tho i l l lpt+tnldnlenls on the eastern 
end. (1 lc d idn ' t  g ive ratings for  tile titles oil tile \;esten+l) l h e  point  system used coin bc found in 
the rcp~)rts. 

Au  T r a i n  - A sizable site. it t~a+ d iv ided hire sc~ cn subtinit~,. ,.\ couple o f  subunil+ ralcd 
high at,d tlk" rest were nlcdi tn l l  ntinc Wul+C roiled hey<. l i l t s  sit+, is a rca+4on~ibiv attractive t,iic' 
()tit." re iSOil Au  "l'rain has IllOrc pohlts ix because it got points l(+l rcliciL td~lle the ethelS licit ~.' 
s ign i f icant ly  less re l i e f  A lso  . \ t l  T ram ires more '+egt.,l[ilioil diversi ty.  

(~illilrllcI Also di,. idcd it i lo st:,. 0tl subullhs, most ill" them i+atcd l l lud i l lm tt ith ci Im,t 
l o ' , t  s+  

Boney Falls -- A l l  the stlhtlnits on this impoundnlct l t  rated Itnt. (')tic pr l lnar}  tcu>,on I~u 
Ihi-, \t~l., ahl l t )ugh it hci> nice natural characlcr+ it is \ 'or} fhil '+t hl l  a un i l t i i l l l  sht~rchlie 1 hi -  
dom<,ii" lllCCitl it isn+t ,. isuall} altr; ict i t  c. it i+.iust a r;u+ikin7 

( ;a l ' )  "t, Pre~,t+li l i l lhnl 
For tiii+ .,ttid',+ a toaiil o f  cnt iitinliit~tltal cotl>;tilt;int>, v,a~, It)rillt.'d. lilchidil+l~ K ing  & Ni t (h ie  _'t)l. :1 
Miclli.t~:m-basctl consultm+_, t ] r m  

lhc ~o:ll ',tas to prodtlCC a t]dlt]l{I] resourc<-" base lIHLp~ iL tt2lllp]iltt." tt) tl+~C later ~tl to pt+tcntiall} 

detcl l l l l l lC dlld {l'~ o id illltl~lC[S to IIlCSC ICSotlrccs. Prior It) tile Sllitl+v+ they cons~liltgd ru~-OtllC, 
agcncic,~ It) dcveh+p a prt)tocol anti (lis~.'u>,s v+ hich iestilllCt.'-; tt e l f  tll" intele'q to ti l t ' in and 
~cncrci I~< dclcrnGiliC the t.'xtt_'ill o f  the h.'t cl e l  tile l l lapplne t.+lhu i. 

hl Ma}. ]iclicopter sur\c)s Ibr eug]e nest>++ greul hhlc hcrtm end L>,pi'c5 ttL.'rc c'onductcd \ 

prclmm+ar> base ma p  xt ith inlt+ltllati~ul ell  these  -;pcc1~.'s t',a< prt+ducud l 'hcv  then tt ¢llt tell' to 

t}ic.'se a , eas  to ill'. t-'>,tigate..,',,I,o+ in .Iu]Ic+ boat ,+urt cv,, <,t cry" d tmc  It) t)l++sCl ~. c. + tIIc terrestr ia l  at<.'~t>, Ill 

the ilDpOUllclP.letlt>. Large allt] ,re'tall habitat Comp(~lICllt-, Inll+~OMatlt to t.+c[tilill species \%clc. > 

mappoi+ a+ v, cll us sct+Isiti;'c llabitat'4, hkc tt ctland-, and ,,uhmcr,<,~ud aquanc t cgclation bed., 

Ihe rc.~,uhs in lhc in]pt)tll ldllIelHS t~cic k e l \  CI~II";IStCIH '~k ilh \t Ira: ~a.~ I(]ll l ld Ill IH[ICIS...\re, • ~+1 
stibillCl~ett ~ttJUatic \c~cta: lOl l .  CllleQ!C!ll aqlKl~iU \ c~cl:l l iOlh ~hltl~ "~ \~.cII;l[Id~, \ t e ] ¢ b  picall> 
locate(! ill ;II+C~I?. e l  + Iott ClleI~++ ~tlC1+i d> )+i~I% ~., tlt+[ c\po'+cd It+ V, +[Ii.] ~, I Iic> n+appctI tJO;II'SCl ;Ilt->;l ~'. 

.2 "l 21,:ll, 
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coarse woody debris, deadwood, etc. and found in the coarser areas with high energy, there ,.,.,ere 
more wave wakes and wind energy, al'ld in lower energy areas more v¢cthn'~ds. 

According to the study, there is Loon activity at Au Train, but it is unknown if there was any 
nesting activity. "lhc Loon activity was sporadic, there was some toragmg but they weren ' t  
acting as if they wcrc defending tcrritory. There were also habitat for Sandhill Cranes at Au 
Train; the environment consultants ohsc~'ed foraging habitat, staging and roosting habitats as 
well. At all impoundments, there was a variety o f  waterlbwl. At Cataract. there ,...'ere more water 
tbwl, dipping ducks and diving ducks because there is more undcr,.vatcr vegetation there. 

Ter res t r i a l  Hab i t a t  Woodland raptor calls were done using an MP3 player. At Au 
Train, they got two responses from Red-Shouldered l lawks. '1 hcrc is likely a nest in the area, but 
they were not able to dctenninc if it is within project lands. They also did calls for barn owls. but 
only heard one m the distance. They also heard one Osprey at Cataract but saw no nests. They 
also looked for old growth, but didn't  find any o f  that - they lound some old trees, but none that 
exhibited old growth coo-system characteristics. 

In general, the habitats are typical to the upper Midwest. Again, the maps that ,,,,'ere producecl are 
templates that arc going to be used to pc, tcntially detcnnine hn;v to avoid and minimize ncgati;,e 
impacts. It was necessary  to find out w h a t ' s  there so it can be protected. 

Questions 
Q: When you were doing ~'our studie.s with the wetlands and waters ond slt([f dot'.s the 
07~ograph)' o/'the shorelines in your stucli~w have any impact on what you would sug~zest [i~r 
~h~c'k.s or anything O/that nature hec'ause q[ erosion aml compaction? 
I--Pro's job v.'as not to cvahlate or assess any type Dl'dcvclopment. f h i s  '.','as simply a starting 
point with which those decisions can be later made. Areas of  erosion around the wirious 
impoundments ,.'.'ere noted mid depicted on the maps. 

Q: tfrm much time did you .wend survo ' i ,g  the hind vermls time you spent torah,ling? Am/a re  
there any other I>hm~ /or ,v~ending more time i ,  other season.~ when certain , ihlli[~" mi~ght he 
t ~ l o r c  p t ' e N t ' n l ~  ~ 

[:~el',.vccn all the fichl crews, l'.-Pro spefd approximately 26 fickl days out there between May and 
June. l--Pro ti~lt it captured a good base map and a good template to move tbr;vard. 

Q. wI O, dight 't E-Pro eontuet more h>c'al people, use~w o/ the  impoundments like fishermen. 
htoltetw, campers, and patktletw? l wouht like to see you talk to a lot more local users o/ these 
hinds and ask them why they wdue it and have that m your study. 
t~-PrD did contact and gnt their input on. that included the Ottawa national lbrcst, fisheries and 
biologists at MDNR, UP Fisheries supervisor at MDNR. Ecosystem team leader at t l iawatha 
National Forest, the campgrotmd managers at bond falls who also are familiar with the others 
and us tbrests service station manager. Admittedly, E-Pro did not talk to everybc×ly who '.','as out 
on the impoundment on a regular basis. 

12 2 ~) 201m 
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(_) I1o:'¢ yuu  had  deve loped  aqr  l~orotm'tcr~ or or.lie Io ~lnl" com' lus imh Io deal  with ua tcr  Ireel 
/luctltotiotl~ un the reserve.r,  V~c('ili¢'.llv rcfl'rring the .'tu li'ain imp~nmdment which Ia tn  
inlcrc,stcd in~' 
( ) t f ly  n l in imal ly .  [-~-Pro did look at licenses and what arc tile \vaLor lu, vcl regimes lhal arc dictated 
m the licenses. Where f lmrc ~sa~ signi f icant  var lat ion E-Pro did note what the potential  impacts 
ol'that might bc within the realm of the sludics conducted 

(._)' JI'h ; /Hit the  ('('(ltltlllli(" in/t.v.~ttion f . i  RLW's tm the"/;o~k tables~ ]s it t~p~.n /~." dis~ux si¢.l ell 
this Im olin,q? 
UPI>C¢ ) put the irdbrn~ati,,m on the back tables as an update to information prc,, io:lsl) requested 
by interested parties. The discu>sion at this n]c,..,tmg ts airncd at the environmental studies. I hc 
ccc.nol tic data '.'.'ill be discussed at a future n]cu'tmg. 

(_).' /)i~d the .slIK]V tclkC int¢~ (r.t~itA'rotion V)ec i('~, ,.z.tnc . m ]  m.l.,.. '.m,', lhtlt tire/;Kt'~ont ill l/Ic's'c 
impoundntcnt.~ in the/al l - t ime~ ~li.4rato O' V~ecie~'7 
Yes, li .Pro at the itcrns of inlcrcst the agencies requested ir~cluding suitable lbraglr~g habitat lbr 
diving ;rod dipping ducks as well as staging habitat for sand ]Jill cranes and :,e,.eral other species. 

( )  ( ".t'ld w m  tell u.~ ~t little I;tt ah~mt tile h . m  pnpulat ion a~ their ~u ell/coted hi" the publ ic  
intcru~ t i .n  aml  htnt I ~)u .sc~, their l'[[~'l'tltl£' their nestin,k" (l l ld lh¢'i~" ]i'cditl.ff ]lahits ~tl t].~sc 
II tllCt'I~ ~11'.~ ill lhll l  o r t q l /  Ill tl]/ t]lt~t" tlrCO.~/ 

E-Prt~ {Xtll'I release or talk ~Ib(RII any specific loons since they arc a scnsitix u' species iltld I1 is 
i r responsible t,.) put thai inl~.~rrtlalion in these rcpc, rts. l h a t  in f l ) rn la l ion is a' .ai lablc f rom th.: 
rcsotm.c agencies It] terms of the nesting, it determined it" there ~r~,aS nc~,tmg habitat at thu 

HllpOtl l Idl l ICl l{S. p;ll ' lJctlhlrl.V OltC o f  lhc HIIpOIIII(JnlCIlIS |'oCl.l%Cd on \'~ ;1~ A l l  ['FHIll 

Q l lT ta / a r eyo . r /da .~  ore rm</ll~it.lS / i ," till" yt.J~(" rc/il.,~' (11 lhc vt~llth i ' ) Idq / the  .-Ill l)'o.n 

rc~cm r , . i  ~ Did you ~tmA' tlii~ and  .trait u hat l.~s sihlc / " t . r c  l~h.l~ 3 o .  mi,q'ht hove ' 
I :-Pro docurDc[tlcd ntl inancc ,,pccj~.',, :uld one ,af the species thai \,.c co iNdc rcd  IllljgilT]k.'u' "-pCCIk'< 
i l l COII>IIILIIP,)II %kith fll~: ~l~CllCJt-'n ~3.~1.< ('~lll~ldH ~OosC. I~-I:'ro dOCLlllIClllCd |hc occiil lUliCC ol',.'cc~,c 
rchl th c IIIIIIIhCFS bi l l  lh; l l  \~.;ln [hv c \ lC l t l  o l  OllI" Nlt ldk. 

('L)lllll12111g 
" ' l l ' f l t is  rnucl ing isn' t  to lalk al',cnl: dc,.clc'1~mCnt please don ' t  put m lb rmat lon  about dc,.¢lopmCnt 
on the ",ack tal',lcs I lnlc-;s ) OLI'FC ~OHIg [00pCl} it t ip Io  C\ CI~ olIC to talk i lhoLll, '" 

"S ince tim, ha:, been brc, ug]lt up and it was in the back. the handuut about these tax a-,sc~.-.nwnt, 
and ho.,, thc,. ' l l  go up. I 'm ~omg to ha',c a quustlon on that  Ru'ading f rom i',a.vc [ t+t I: the 
rid[o',', mg is an assc-;smcnt o f  taxc< vol lcctcd "(1(15 dollar'-; o f  non project land l'~onc', ]ullls ]and 
-,old and to bc -:old by I . 'PF' ( ( )  the cstimatc~ a+StlllIC Ihc lot.. arc sold and the home.  co: l . t ru<tcd 
and the. lots arc going It) take .<c\ oral ~cars v.. i thout ,a atcr acccs~ and docking rights, the cs~ muflc,. 
v, lll dn~p 50-75 percent. \Veil, I guess tile Illst qucMitm 111111) Illilld is II the price [ ; I 'P(( )  '_'cu. 
from \a tc r ra ' s  drops 5U-'75 percent ifthcv don't get the docking li,g,h>,," 

"'1 v.an cc.I to l b l l o ~  up on au ohscx,, atom aboul the rc,.lacuo)>, ,.: itlm~ Ih~ do~UmcrH.  ["~ c h<v~ 

'.c~.' inx,ab, cd in making conuucnls on all kinds u fdocu lnc : l l s  inchldl:l,.2, go,,crnlncnt docultlCiJ:. 

i. ~ .', .',p!fl 
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and this type of  treatment o f  the subject tnanner that was done. first we protested not revealing 
site specific location, bul there's a lot o f  reformation that is contained within those slatcments 
and them should be plenty of  that that is appropriate lor the public to know. Other, vise you know 
we ' re  restrained from having all the intbrmation we nccd to be able to comment fully to you 
folks about our concerns on these impoundments and how their used. So that 's  an observation, 1 
think you can treat it better and at least divt, lge some of  the information. I ccrtainly respect your 
need to kccp confidential location and things but at the same time whcn you pul that there and 
redact all that stuff  out, wc knove the animal is present so some of  the, like you wrote, is certainly 
digestible by the public." 

V 

12 2~I 2(M~6 
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Bond Falls Landowners 
420 Pennsylvania Avenue 

Ontonagon, MI 49953 
(906) 884-2903 

August 27,2006 

UPPCO l:~nvironmemal Studies 
c/o Janet Wolf 
PO Box 130 lloughton, MI 49931 

Dear Ms. Wolf: 

Re: P-1864, P-2402 

The Bond Falls l.andowners have many concerns regarding tile recent assessments done on tile six U.P. 
Flowages affected by the UPPCO/W'PS/Nuterra l.and Sales. 

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

We question the real purpose of tile study us it appears to be nothing more tlum an attempt to justify the 
proposed campground reorganization plans, the proposed residential development and plans for private 
shoreline stnlctures like PRIVATE DOCKS fro" the express use of the new lot owners. 

When we all purchased our properties, we rcnlized that we were NOT purchasing "lakefrant" or 
"shoreline" properties, and hence we have had no "exc!usive rights of use" to the shoreline, ,as the FERC 
I.iecnse dictates that it is to be managed tar the benefit of the public. Anything happening on the project 
lauds is supposed to "protect and enhance the scenic, recreational, and env!romnental values of the 
projcgr', and be for tile benefit of the public. 

Given that the study was conducted during such a short period of time, during only a several week period in 
the late spring/early summer, we believe it is inadequate and does not represent an accurute picture of these 
flowugcs. At this early time in the season, many species of tlora and fauna were not emergent at that time. 
These studies certainly canm)t qualify in any sense of the Imagination us u comprehensive EIS of any kind. 
Such u short "snap-shof' cannot possibly be complete as it does not take into account ~lny yearly or 
seasonal variations and we believe many wildlit? species were over looked, ntissed altogether, miscounted, 
and ignored. 

3he invr.sive species kr, own as Rusty Crayfish was not even noted in summary for Bond Falls Flowage. As 
Bond Falls Landowners we have documented the presence of Rusty Crayfish with file resource agencies, 
aud we have noted their presence at Bond for at lea.st the last 20 years. This desmJctive species is very 
prominent and we question how E-Pro could overlook or discount something so obvious and important. 

This make us question what else has been overlooked, omitted, miscounted, di~ounted 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 observafious" flom a quick boat ride and 
walk around to try and document how PUBLIC USE has been so detrimental and caused so much 
"erosion" on the tlowage. Interesting that the E-Pro assessment credits very little to the fluctuating water 
levels cansed by the inherent way that UPPCO/WPS manages this hydro project 

We believe more weight shoukl havc been given to the historical tact that UPPCO/WPS llucmatcs the 
water levels greatly and we question why the E-Pro surveys for the most part ovcrlook and minimize this 
fact. 

• . ] 
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A ', isual obser;'ation of  certain sites and then a subjective assumption such as the probab]e causes of 
er,o:,ion is not very scientific and tells you nothing about how many people aclually use each si:c. 
Interestingly enough none of  the cotes in the survey eluded to deer or other ~ildlife and thu path~ ~ys riley 
make to lhe water which can also cause "compaction" and "erosion" or "sedimentation" o f ,he  sites. 

A more scientific assessment would have included a look at the carol:ground log accords e l  the actua] 
usage. It is our observation thai most campel~ are consciel:tious and cause ;'er) little impact. 

Lets see self:e: "real". "iu~tbcnll,.:" da'.a, not your qualita'ive analysis which amount In nothiag n:ore Ilan 
subjective personal opinions on tl:e part o f ,he  E-Pro surveyors. Wire :l~e methodology used, lher~ wa~ a 
great chancc things could be missed anti'or omitted with the claim that "We weren'l ',ooking tbr that." \V¢ 
der:)and ta s~.'e quantitative scienlific data! 

When ;ve questim~ed the melhodolngy used regarding "Aesthetic Values" with [IPPCO and l--Pro a: tac 
PUBIAC MI-ETINGS, we were told that nuither of  you had ANY plains to actually survey or poll e:  
qm'stion any of !he "'ACT[JAL I.JSI'I~,S '' o f  these t]owages, to see which ultribules they vaiue! 

It" 3 ou REALLY wanted to know who uses and values these fiowagcs and why. you coukl have ".'cry e; sily 
res~'arci~ed your data and surw.'yed campers, visitors to the State Park and the Falls. and even v!silo:s v, he 
us~.d tile day-use area espe,..:ially on busy weekends and holidays like this past July 4, ',s her~ th.e l]ov.'agc was 
at peak u~e with hundreds ;rod hundreds of  users prcst:ut for you :o pol l  Why did you not do this? 

It ~:ppears teat no data was used from campground logs regarding campgrmuld ::stge b.~ site This would 
have given a mere accurat~ alea of who uses these campsiles, which sites are the most popular amd wh~, 
iuld which ones sabseque:lll), get !h,,: most use laid have the mOSt " aesthetic ~ altle" to the" public. 

Wt Ixalicvc yaur dam is fla~sed, it~complete and unscienlific. 

W~ L',e)ieve the asscssnt,znts fta" these Ilowages should include !!re envimcn:ental impacts o l lhe  prol;o~.,:'J 
lesidcntial devdopmews and proposed plans lbr"aon-projec~ use el pt+o~ect iat:ds" v,'h:ch does lint itpl>ea: 
to be ¢ontplianl with :he I.l-l<C License. We urge FF, I'~C to lbrue I,?F'PCO to ibilo,.,, the ,';,action 5.-1 
hand'mok process ilnd initiate a new and comprehensive envit'onnlelltal impact sturdy tit:it at.¢oul~ts for 
sei~sonal variations in the flora and lhuna, reeleet]ollal ,,lses, aesthet!t values a:ld tile ilnpact of  the plol';~sc,: 
i:or-r, ooject use e l  project lands. 

'1 hulk  you for the opgotT, Ini!y to comnlent. 

Sil curd)., 

[.i:,da S. Rdn 
Rcpres,:nting over 36 P, oqd [a']'~ Areal I al1(!o~v:lers 

( 'opy :.): 
l:iL'd eleclroniea~ly to tile l.cdcra! l:n¢ley Regulatory ( 'ontmi,sion 
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I ppcr Pl:ninsuhi l>ublic Acccss ( 'oa l i thm 
I>() llox 1()2 

t!~u'n. Nil 49925 
\t'\~. \v tlppac.COlll 

9(16 9~-2S92 
August 27. 2006 

UPI)('() Enx ironn~cnt;ll 5,1udic-, 
¢., (i Janu-I \Volt¢.' 
P(') BoX 130 
I [oughiol l .  XII "|9931 

Dc it Nl~ \Voltc: 

Rc P- 1N(,4, P-2402 

rh,., Upp~:r Peninsula Public .&cccss ( 'oa lh ion is a vohmlccr  orgal~i lat ion that ',',as lOlnlod 
, l a i l t l a~ '  2( )Ofh in rcsptmsc 1o the proposu'd saic o f  73()(I ~ici¢.'~, ( i f  l . !pp( ' ( )  hinds 
sllrrt)tllldillg six IJppcr Peliill~,tlia llo','.:.igCs to Nalclra I.alld. ;1 dc',.cloplnCtlt conlpally. 
()LH" pri l l lary CtlllCClTl i~ the inlptlC[ ~d'l 7PP( "( ) 's  pn)po~.cd non prqlcu:l uses o f  lhc pro.loci 
hin.l~,. "l'o date. \~ c hax c gathered m c r  1500 sigiiaturcs rcquc~,tin,e lhilI the I'cdcral t!ncrg}' 
iO?t l lah) ly  ( ' t ) l l l l l l i sS iO l l  order the preparation ot 'a n<.-~ a l ld  con]prehcnsi,,c 
Cl l \  h ' t ) i l t l l , : i lL l l  iml ' , ; ICl " , tudy  

\VC hiI%C I'¢[Id I}lc ell". II'~HllllCllltl] il%SeSSlllClllS lor  the  B o n d .  V i c t o N a  and  Prickctt 
Illll~OtlllC]IDCnl> that x~.clc coilductcd b", E-PR( ' )  Engmcct in~ ,t: IHI\ ffol/lllClllal ( 'onsuhi  i!: 
{IIIL [1{I\ L." -;C~.Cl'tl] COIICCI'II~C 

]'ltHll the  o h \  iotls Ollli~SiOID, alld c le r i ca l  Crl()l"4. ]l St.'~.'lll', t ic,It  (hr." rupo[l:~ \~. t.'rt." 
completed m }last¢ For cxamplc,  the Middle i.lrar, ch o l  :he ()nlol'iag(m Rlvcr. a 
prcm'licr troth stre~un and part of  the Fcdcrally dc--:it!nalcd %~ ild and Scenic Rlxcr 
N+VStcIn \% ~1,4 Ictt.'Frcd It) ;Is " 'h i lc r ior  ( ' reek" .  

..\ ,.~. atcrlhll, popular l,.,t it,, rL'crcational and ac~,thctic ,, alucn. ',', a~. mi~.su'd cntirclx b'. 
lhc li-PR( ) lu'am. \t. hen qucsti,.mcd tih~)tll lhc l~lilutc :~ document  the presence ,d" 
spo l l cd  k n n p w c c d ,  htlllC}stlCk]c gllld ruglv Cl 'dVl ]Sh.  ~/(/]l II~t[i\C hl%(iNi\C NpCL'iCS 
kllo\~,ll It) exis t  ;It l 'hmd FIo\~.agc. the I - - I 'R ( )  rcpru ' scn ta l ixc  ,,rated it <,'.:is }'JeCtltlSC 
l]lCSC spCt'lC-; tire 100 CcIII]lll()ll 

:\c, ordm~ to dTc [ I "P( ( )  &~c'umcnt (htcd 4 I~ 0(~ "'~copc o l  %;.'r,, rcc~,", the ,\Fc-l~...i~.',,, 
rcq~c>[cd t]IcH [ PP("() nl: G) and ]dentif,, "'acsihu'tic rcsourcu'~, (ar,_'a', to hL' con~,idcrcd :o 
hu\  C h igh  \'[IiLIC )1" tlll¢.i dCSCl'i[~C "wh\ '  [hc:,,c ar,.'as hti\ C h i , f i  HchIhc[ic ', ;lhIC HIRI \',110 
\tl].lt2>, [hC aesthetic; tc~,tmlcgs'" [ h i s  '.'.as a ~,talcd oh.Iccl]\c tH i[Ic s t ud \  Yet. I -PR() 
11C% Cf spoke [o one [ICILlil i LIsL'I': [)shL'I'IYI~IIh hLll)[CI', c : l I lTpc l .  [~addlu ' ] ,  bird ~ atc'hu, r. 
pie licker', l ¢ ) t l l ' in l .  IO [I>-L'CI'[[III'I l)l'sl I1[111(.i; " ' \ \  ho  \dlLIcS [ht .",¢ I'C?,t~LII'LC~; illld \% h',. ) ' "  
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The assessment.,,, completcd in JU5 a matter of  davs, captured nnJy a snapshot overview 
of some of the natural fcatures and resources of the pro eel lands and waters of the 
impoundments. 

UPPCO recently sent letters to Interior Tnv,'nship residents speculating about increased 
tax revenues to the township and county if  their proposed non-project uses of project 
lands arc approved. This data was also distributed at the public meetings giving the 
impression these increased revenues v,,ould be net gains, without allov, ing public 
questions or discussion nfincreased cost of services. We believe this is inappropriate and 
an attempt to mislead the public. 

UI'I '( 'O is attempting to solicit local suppDrt tbr private docks, piers anti trails on the 
project lands, withot, t addressing the negative impacts of these uses on the project hinds. 
Not only aesthetics but fishing, waterfowl hunting, hiking, birdwatchmg, animal tracking, 
camping and other tbnns of recreatiDn will be impacted by nnn-project t, ses of project 
lands. None of this was addressed by these studies. 

We believe the assessments for these impoundn:ents should include the environmental 
impacts of the proposed action and alternatives. Wc urge FERC to l'orce UPPCO to 
follow the section 5.4 handbook process and initiate a new and comprehensive 
environmental ilnpaet study - one that incorporates seasonal habits of birds and wildlit~. 
recreational uses, aesthetic values and tile impacts of the proposed non-project use of the 
project lands. 

Thank you f o r  tile opportunity to coinment. 

Sincerely. 

Nancy Warren 
Upper Pcmnsula Public Access Coalition 

Copy to: 
Filed electronically with I, ERC 
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Upper l 'cnninsuhl l ' o ~ c r  C o m p a n y  - Au l r m n  ( t ' I 'R ( '  N(). 10956) 
I. \~.l) ~,,\1,I-% ('()N~,L I , ] . \ I I ( )X l)o( L!~.ll~N]% 

.4 Hachtm'nt  .~6 

28 A u k . s t  2006 
(IO'%H'H'xKf) .-'~(;I':5,(/~ ('OM",I£~,IN ON |)R-'~I'I RF~P()RI~ 
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Michigan Hydro 
Relicensing Coalition 

August 28, 2006 

V 

~hawn lh.lzcn 

Uppcr Pcninsula Power Company 
P.O. Box 19001 
Green Bay, WI 54307-90t12 

RE: ]~,csource agency comments on draft cnvironnlental baseline assessments for nDn-projcct 
use of project hinds (FERC PrDjcct Numbers 1864. 1085,1, 2506, 2402, and 10856) 

l)car Mr. Puzen: 

Please find enclosed combined comments from the Michigan Department of Natural ResDurccs. 
U.S. I'orcst Service (lliav,'atha and Ottawa National Forests), National Park Service, I;.S. l'ish 
and Wildlilb Service, Michigan l lydro P, clicensing Coalition and Kcwccnaw Bay Indian 
Community (Resource Agencies) on the environmental baseline assessments conducted by E- 
PP,() l-ingmccring and Environtncntal Consulting. These studies were conducted to map and 
assess important natural resource fcalures on several Federal Energy RcgulatD~' (?ommission 
(FIiR(') hydroelectric basins (FIiRC Project Nos. 1864, 10854, 2506, 1402, and 1OX56). 

l he sc  comments are provided by the Resource Agencies in consultation with Upper Peninsula 
Power Company (UPP(?O) as part of the FERC Shoreline Management Phmning process, l h c  
ovcrarching goal of the agencies m this process is to assure that any nDn-project use of prDjcct 
lands dDcs not compromise the integrity of the licenses in place. 

We have reviewed the draft studies tbr recreation, wildlife, loon and aesthetic resources and have 
enclosed our comments on the studies for each basin. The Resource Agencies arc I~IDI inw~lvcd 
in eve~  project, therefore, we arc pro'~iding "1 able I (attached) to clarify ;,dfich agencies arc 
involved at each basra 

V 
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( ; enera l  (7oninlent.~ 

~,t,'c rcc{)mnlcnd that [JPl)("( -I ilo[ idtnl i l } '  lhcse sttidics as "' l 'nvilonmcntal !\sscssnlcnts.'" 
l{ii~ iro'.llilCnla] assessilli.'nl (I{A) ha-; a spccil]c mcanhlg under the Nalioiici] Pln\ ironnlcnkii 
I)olicy Act ( \E l lA ) .  These ass,gssnlcnls do not mccl the rcqtlir(:lncnis ofan P..\ :is, dcl]ncd under 
,NEPA In general, an I.'~A in:hides brief'discussions o f ihc  tblh)~ iilT: Ihc need for the im)po~al. 
all culalysis o f  alternalives, environnlcnlal inlp;.icts o f lhc  altcrnali\ o's. aiid a Iistm 7 o f  agencies 
and pc,sons COllsuhtd. PER(' wi l l  l ikely bc c;omplolin.'d an t-IA as part ol 're~iewing and 
approving it ShorE-line Management Plan (F~MP). In ord(:r Io rcducc contusion regarding the 
pulposc o f  the sttidies by [-PRO. wc suggcsl lhai the slutht_',; bc toiL'trod to as "'Environinc:it~ll 
I~)asel i lm ,,"l s F, c s  Sll] c i1 { s ."  

]he sllid} results do provide alI overview oEsomc of  the rcsoilrtc~, o fcach  l]owagc dl ld  

sunounding project land. "Ellis information has impro\ed our understanding o f  the IocatitUl and 
extent d" inlportant environmenulI foaltircs ;it each basin. The inl'~)rnlation, howc~cr, is ]imilcd in 
~copc ~:s il was gathered during a briet 'period during May {irld .hint 2006. The r~.'li:ihilit 3 of  lilt_' 
data collected is also qucslionablc since standard protocols, as stlggcstcd by the rcsotlI'CC 
dgcnch?s ,  w c r c  n()I u t i l i zed  for SOlllC rcso t l rccs  (raptors. s t lbs l ra lc  Inappi l lg ,  e tc . )  ( ) lhc r  rcsot l rccs .  
such [is old growth, hcnlh)ck, and oak stands were not idcntiI]ed [llld thcrelor¢ the studies {llC i1oi 
tiscftll It i ttcnli l~' ing these i lnportant habital |'calurcs l h c s c  ca\ c~lts wi l l  il¢cd to b¢ conxidclcd 
a~ the !';Nil ) is developed 

\Vc  dpplCClalC the opportunity It) provide these COmlllgllI% [1"; (,II ha \  c any questions abot: :  I[li~; 

IllLi[IcI', please COlltLIct ~llly of'the Sigllatorics below at the phone tlllllll}ClS pro\  idcd 

5;inccrcl}, 

.Icssica XIi~uik 
Scmor I Ishcrics Biologist 
\ l ichig ul I)cpartmctlt of  NalLirad Rc',omcc-, 
(t)O6} 24~}-I( , I  I cx l .  3(), ~ 

I)i~uic Ranger 

(~)0(~1 .~'5<R--155] c.'Xl I-1 

X 2X 2(,On ~):.~(J A?%1 2 
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Mikc Lanasa 
Ecosystems Team [,cadcr 
U.S. Forest Scrvice: Hiawatha NaliDnal Forcst 
(006) 789-3379 

- , ¢ t .  

Christie M. Deloria 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Sen, ice; Upper Peninsula Sub-Office 
(906) 226-1240 

V 

William l)ecphousc 
Michigan Ilydro Rclicensing Coalition 
(906) 482-6607 

Gcnc Mcnsch 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
Keweenaw l:lay Indian ('ommtznity, Natural Resources Department 
(906) 524-5757 ext 12 

Angela M. Tomes 
Regional hydropDwer coordinator 
National Park Service 

v 

8.28.2006 o:50 AM 3 
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Iqnciosurcs 

("c. John Eslcp 

S 2X 2l)06 9:50 ..\M -I 
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Combined Agency Comments 

On 

Environmental Baseline Studies 

for 

Bond Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, Boney Falls, and 
AuTrain basins. 

Unless other,vise noted the comments below apply to all basins. "Agencies" are Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Sereice, U.S. Fnrcst Service (Ottawa and 
Hiawatha National Forests), Michigan I ly,.lro P, eliccnsing Coalition, National Park Service, and 
Kewecnaw Bay Indian Community. 

Study Overview 
Impoundments 

• For many of these impoundments the reservoir target elevation or n'mlhlmm elevations 
varies. 13ecause of this we propose the minimum pond elevation that could be 
experienced dr, ring the boating season be utilized to conservatively estimate surtace area 
and shoreline. 

Basin Name I RccDmmended Elevation 
Bond Falls ] ]~9).) ~ ( l ~ i n i m u t ~  elevation 

l during boat!ng syason) 
Victoria 1-905 feet Mean s c a ~  
Cataract / 1,173..S ~ Sea Le','~-'l 
Boney Falls 906.17 USGS l)atunl L 
Au ~ -  I 772 ft local datum 

Recreat ion Resources 
Introduction 

• Michigan llydro Relicensing Coalition/River Alliance of Wisconsin (MItRe:RAW) and 
National Park Service should bc included in the list of agencies and NG()'s 

Existing Recreation Facilities 
• At the basins many informal recreation sites '.,','ere identified; most basins had a much 

higher munber of informal recreation sites compared to formal recreation sites. Please 
clarify whether UPPCO plans to keep the intormal sites open lor public use or if these 
sites will be closed. 

8'28'2006 9:50 AM 5 
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• The  Recreation Plai'~ does not discuss any nearby |ormal  or mtbrmal  trail-,. I hc,.c 
features stlould be included and mapped.  

• (A t f l r am ,  13oncv Falls, Prickcttl l 'hc  Recreation Plan dues not discuss an' ,  bank fi ,hing 
sites. "1 hcsc features should he inchldcd and mapped.  

• f o r  all ~ | ' the  sites a relative n'~casurc o f  compact ion was p rov ided  I lox\ was c,mnl-action 
111easurcd or  ob~,ervcd? 

I here are l l ldlly o ther  fo rms  e l  rccrcalJ,.)ll oi1 these l]o;va,. 'cs l]l{l[ tit) l]t)[ i n v o l v e  direct  List 

of  recreation sites idcniificd and inventoried. Fishing. ~\aterfm~l hunting, hiking. 
bird~.~, alchJng, Cal]ochlg kayaking,  an,.I other fornls o f  reercalJOll occur ,,m and around 
tllcsc fl0wagcs, l h e s c  aeti,,itics could bc irnpactcd by non-project tlsc o f  prc, jecl lands  
The Jmpacl o f  i't,.m-projcct use o |pr ,qjeet  land OlI these recreatJ,anal activities rnust bc 
ana lyzed  

(Bond Falls) Site R-I is described :is a tbrnlal heat  launching, picnicking,  camping,  and 
bank fishing site. [ h e r e  is one nearby campsite (No. 11 ). but no picnicking or hank 
fishing facilities are a,.ailable here Additionally. tx~.o formal boat laur, ching silos are 
notc,,.I. Tile secund ...ire (R-I g) is listed on page 2-19 as an mlbrmal  site. Please clari f\ 
~,hether these silos arc lbrmal or mlormal .  

(Bond Falls) l h e  I 5 mlbrmal  recreation thcilitics on Map 2-1 and dc,,eriplion arc 
confus ing  For 9 o f t l l c s c s i l c s ( R - l .  5. 9, I0. I1. 12. 13. 15. am119)youspec i l ' i ca l l  3 
ilOtC "'IlO e r o s i o n "  at the site. } ]o~,~,C\ er. t l l lder 2 2  3 Areas Not (.'olldllcJ'~ c to  
Rccrcational Dc\ch~pmcnt.  you state that "'field cne,.',s observed eroded bank,, m I': 
dfflk:rent areas arOtllld I]1¢ lake. '" Do  these [ 5 areas include the recreation sites" Plca,~c 
l1111p these  s i los  so [he.It tilt_" JocdliOll o1" lhe lleCll{.';lli(}l ~l S i lCh  Hlld ero~,lOtl s i l t s  arc she\',  n 

together. 

(Ia;und Fallsl l)csctipltons o f  the mt]~rnlal sites note that the site "appc:n'~, lu bc 
as:-,uciated", +'u'na.v bc as.,ocialcd+'+ or "'is ass,.+ciated "+ wilh a tbrmal campsite.  I Io\', ,,.:l., 
the rc]dliOllsl l ip bet\st.'c:1 ,,.qlll'lp'-,itc ~lild i i l f i l rnlal  areas dc t c r ln incd  '~ hi otlr  ohsoi\~lllOll, , .  

I1KilI\ ol'{hl.." i11|~,11111dl ~ltC-, ;llC clo,,cl} associated x; Jib l'Orllla] CalllpSitc:-,. 

(Prickctt) l h c  Michigan Rccrcalmnal  )~JOd[ill~ In tbrmatum S>stem dircclory laxailahlc 
l'rolll .Michigarl gov dnr \\chsJle} lists Pritzkctl I):llll Hackx,.alcz's , . . itc as ha\  ulg a palkinb: 
area lbr 15 car lialler unit-. P],.'asc COli'cct this Illtl)Illl~llIt)ll tor -;ilc R-2 on pa.~c 2-;  and 
1110kc lhc  i1cecssar\  t'alctlhtli¢~:l corlccLiOllS ill sCCllOll 2]{.3 l.ake t ;so Ra:c ,.m l',a!~c 2-,', 

• : \  dcsc r ip t io l l  ot a \ c r a ~ c  I'eL'lk'(ttiOl'Kll l i s t  o t ' t h c  calilp~rotnld,~, a,-: \;ell  ;is purpo.,e o l  

camp~:round \isil .  should bc ]ncludcd. 

• Include a description of  Ilox~ 'he cxis lmg rcclcam)nal  w,c may hc al];.',.tcd I" 5' prop~,~,cd 
nl.)ll-plo.jccl tlSC of  I',rojcc~ [~l l ld  

g 2g 2006 '):5(I AM ¢, 
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V 
Additional Recreation Observations 

• It shotdd be noted that Michigan l)epartmcnt of  Natural Resources s taffhave observed 
increased use of  the basins during waterfowl hunting season (September through 
No',cmber'~ and during deer ht, nting season (October through 1)ecember). l h i s  increased 
use is not captured m the short time frame of  visits in May add June. 

Please note the clays of  the week and duration of visits to the impoundnlents. Boating 
observations may have missed users who were out in the early morning or evening. Also 
weekend days may have more usage and may not have  been captured during the study. 

• A descr ip t ion  on  h o w  proposed non-project uses o f  project land will impact recreation. 
including hunting, should be included. 

• A thorough description of  recreational use by anglers, hunters, and trappers should bc 
included. 

• Passive recreational use, such as nmshroom and berry, picking or bird watching, should 
be described. 

Areas not Conducive to Recreation Development. 
] h e  use of  the phrase "natural wave action" is misleading, since the effects of  wave 
action on these flowages is magnified by the artificial manipulation of  water levels. 
which does not allow vegetation to become established in shoreline areas, thus making 
it, any areas more prone to erosion from wave  action than (hey would  normally bc on a 
natural lake. 

A discussion of  site conditions not conducive to the development ot'ctock structures and 
marinas inchtding shallow' water areas that limit ingress and egress to the shore, wethmds, 
and other sensitive areas should be included. In addition, a map Df shoreline site 
conditions trot conducive to the development o f  dock structures or marinas should be 
included. According to Wagner (1991) I. shallow areas o f  lakes (e.g., less than 5 feel) are 
most likely to exhibit negative impacts associated with boating. "lhese impacts include 
sediment re-suspension, reduced ,,,,,;tler quality, and reduced habitat lot aquatic and 

terrestrial species. 

• (Pricket|, Victoria) Please provide a derailed topDgraphic map to help visualize the steep 
bank areas around the reservoir. 

(Bond Falls) For the various sites described, the causes for any erosion observed arc 
stated (human use, natural wave action, etc). This is somewhat speculative, and it would 
be more appropriate to refer to the Bond Falls Erosion Control Plan (and subsequent 
contractor report) for information on probable causes ofcrns ion  at each site. 

n Walgner.  K J 1991. Assessing.  illl['~acls o f n l o l o r i / e d  watercra t i  on lakes: Issltes and [x.rcepl lons P~lges 77 -9 !  in 
T)rocecdlllg,; ¢~f a N{dlOllal ( olltClC[Itc l i t  |{llllilllClllt,.', thk" ~htlCS" [ ;lkL" ~ | i t l l agcmcn[  Prl)j2rallll% Nqlrlht,~lSlClll I l h t l t b t ' ,  

| * l a i l n i n [  ~ (. " l ) l l l l l l i ~ ,S l ( l l l  

8.,28.'2006 9:50 AM 7 
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Boatin- ( 'arrying Capacity 
• . , \ n  important step in determining acceptable boating densities and desired types of \~alter- 

based rccrcatmnal use is lacking: developing a "desired condilion'" for tile reser,.oir, 
I hc desired condition dclails the setting and type of  recreation experiences desired 
There arc accepted methods for developing the desired condition, such as Walcr 
Recreation Opportunily Spectmnl (WROS). \VROS helps dclernlinc tile niche of a 
parlicuhtr water body m tile region. Without determining tile desired condition. 
calculating possible numbers of boats (m a water body lacks meaning and context. A n y  

llt.llIIbCr (or range o f  lltllYibers) lhat is arrived al. alld ally specific v.atcrcrafi type, n:a> o) 
nlay llot fit "q,.ith the desired condition. The Forcsl Scrxice can provide more illl'ornlalion 
on the use of \VR()S lbr de,.cloping a desired condition Ibr particular basins. 

• I,'ser perccptiom, of acceptable b(mting density in similar setungs arc inissing from Hw 
discussion (this is part of WR()S process dcscribcd abo\ c'k 

• A discussion on the type ofx~atercraft commonly used on the iiY~poundmcnt needs :o be 
lnchldcd. 

• "lhe density estimates do not take into account potential Ibr increased public use ol the 
basin and associalcd lhcilitics over the term of the FERC license. 

The "'RccrcalionaI Rcsourccn ' "  Illilp does lIOt h lc lud¢  eOlislrtlHils It) r cc r ca ! iona l  
d e \  c ]op lncn t  (e .g . .  docks and  n l a l i n a s )  such  as shal]o'~ ~, w a t e r  atolls.  {llC[lS (,If ilqU~llh. 
'. C~,Clalioll. and  ,.~. cl land-,  

I, sahlc Lake Surfacc Area 
• Please clarit\' the clcvalion ot'"lull pond". Wc sl)ggcsl the Illi)lillltlln pond t ic\  atl~ I) 

during lhe ,,)pen v, illCl boaling sci(s~,)l] be ulili/cd It) pro,. idca COllScrvilli\ c cMilllalc "ice 

COllllllClll IlIIdcr "'%;llld} ( )vcrvie%~ : [lllpotlndlnclllS'" abo\  ,2 

(Au l lain) The southern portio!n or approximatcl,, 1 5. of the hasi!l is considclcd a 
x~ildhlbrclugeandtsclosedlbroxcr2monlhsofthc,,car, Ihlsnced~,t<)bctakcn mlo 
{IeeOtlll[ \% hen C[llt.'tlI{lllll'd the klscahlc lilkc ";riFt\Ice dl'C{I 

l~,oatin H I)cnsitv 

• Smcc this section is ba,,ed lan'gc b upun lh)almg ('an'tyro,,_' ('apacit> as dctcn'mincd I-x !he 
pro'. ious section, alld sillcc lhcrc ;tic serious qtlCSl{OllS dhOtll [he Illclhodo]ogy ll';Cd h' 
,.'stilll:.Ite lh)ating ('art> ing ("apacity (scc conlmcnts abo\ el. thc range of boat mnnl'cl, 
arri,.cd al. and the t.\ pc ol \;ill¢lcrali, has no ll~Callhlg or COlltCXl ..\gaill. a "'tics,co 
~ondition". detailing th,..' ~,vttmg and I> pc~, ofdcsirvd iccrcatlonal ,..'xpcrlcnces. need, n, hc 
determined bcfi~lC l l lakll lg calctl lat lollS ofacccptablc b o a t i n g  dcn-,itic~, and ',ypc', ~,: 
~ atercrali. 

S 2,~ 2006 9:50. \M ,* 
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bscr  perceptions of acceptable boating density at the flowagcs, or in similar settings are 
missing from the discussion. No interviews ,.,,'ere conducted with boaters on this flowage 
to help determine acceptable boating densities. 

Information on the type of v,,atcrcraft actually used on the impoundments should have 
been provided, rather than speculating as to what types of boats.motors represent the 
"nlosI likcly" users. 

Tile studies relcrcnccd (in tablc 2-1 for Bond Falls) may not bc rclevant to the discussion, 
depending on uscr perceptions in those areas and their history. Using an average of the 
figt, res obtained from these studies, is probably overly simplistic and not appropriate for 
determining appropriate boater densities lbr this flowagc. 

Please incltldc a note in the study that the Resource Agencies and I,;PPCO, while team 
evaluating impacts to project resot, rccs, will need to agrec in the Shoreline Management 
Plan upon an acceptable boating dcnsity standard. 

• Please note that fishing boats (and boats used for waterfowl hunting) often have motors 
greater than 25 l iP. 

(Prickett) ' lhe analysis should take into account the presence of stumps and floating snags 
in this flowagc, which arc abundant and which are one of the nn~uor 'Mefining 
characteristics" of this flowagc (p. 5-7). These stumps and snags are one of the mare 
features that attract fishermen to tile flowage, and fishing is the dominant recreational use 
at this time (p. 5-10). 

Concluskw~s 
• (Prickett) The presence of stumps and floating snags and the ways these featurcs shape 

the current recreational use of Pfickett Hov,'agc, needs to be included in the analysis. 
"|'his would logically bc part of the WROS assessment discussed above. 

'q~m r "  

Wildlife and Aquatic Habitat 
Study Objectives 

• "lhc main objectives of the WildlitE and Aquatic }labitat study should be clarified to 
reflect tile objectives listed in the Scope of Services: 1 ) gather all readily obtainable, 
existing infommtion on wikllifc and aquatic habitat/species associated with file subject 
impoundments and project lands, 2) conduct field work to verity the presence and 
condition of existing data, 3) map and document (on a broad-scale) new occurrences of 
habitat and species of interest obser', cd during the field work effort, and ,4) use these data 
to develop natural resource constraint maps/databases for each m~poundment. 

• In add tion to possible nesting platforms, potential nesting sites shoukt also he included in 
the list of study objectives. 

• Gray woll'and era.,, ,aolfhabitat should bc hlcluded in tile lisl of study items. 

g,'2S'2006 9:50 AM 9 
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Ncarsl;ore Aquatic 1 labitat 
• Fisllcrics asscssmcnl--; \,.ere either lacking or \ \ c rc  incorrect  h d b r m a t h m  on tile current 

slattls o f  the l]sh cornnltnllty s]lould bc JF~chldcd. 

['he presence am.l distribution o f  littoral lishcrics habitat ,;uch as gt:l".cl lenses,  \\ ot+dy 
structure, and aquatic \ cgelalioll ix dcscribcd in general terms ,,\ ithin tile assesslnents. 
The  assessments indicate that habitat conditions ;,,'ere doculnenled using Gig-based  field 
maps  and GPS. h,,)we',er tile data displayed witllm the asscs,-:rnent,; was not site speci f ic  
Furthcr detail ot 'spccif ic  habitat types ,.vith GPS mapping aspects ,,viii be necessar,, if  ally 
habitat alteration pl'op<)sals {ll'C cnterlaJllcd. I hc data displa}cd \%'llhil] the a s s c s s l l l C l l l S  

lacks specificity that x\ould allo\v fc, r ,,.l¢lernlh'drig the impacl any proposals seckizl!! 
shoreline alteralion-:. {lock conslructi,an, or woody  hahJlal manJpukltion. 

• (t~ond Falls} Plcasc pro,. idc a map sho\. , ing the location fi~r the photo in Figure 3-I .  

• (Au ' l ra in)  Please clar, I\' intent o f  tile tlllrd scrncncc m thc llr,;t paragraph under 3.2. I 

Bald haglc.  (h'eat Bluc l lcron, and ()sprcy Nesting 
• h~crude mtbrmat lon on the t,.pical altitudc abo,.c ground Ic'. cl at ",,.hich the helicoptcl 

\~,~IS I10\VI1. [IS \\cl1 as t h e  scparallo;l bcl\ \ccll  trallscct~-;. 

(Bum.I F a l l s ) l h c  intbrmalion obtaitlcd (re. exislcnc¢ ot 'suilabl¢ bald cagl¢ r,c:,t tro_'s ~,n 
the large peninsula along thc eastern shore) ix no\\ irdbrrnation a[nd needs to bc 
considered ill I'CI~21ClICC to tile nO'.\ caillpgrout'u.I unit plarmed I;.}r" lhal peninsula 

• (Ia;ond Falls) .& discussion of ' \ \he thcr  an'. natural ,,tnlablc o>.prc,, t!ccs currcnll.x cxisl in 
or  atoLtlld tile flox\agc is II]lS":illg 

(Prickcttl It is unclear :~.ha: crHcria \ \ c rc  u'-;cd to cx aluatu: rlcsting hal~itat potcntinl hu  
gF,.'at blue hcl~+;I. [ hv lalgc ',', ctland ~,,.m',plcx at tile south vnd ol ' thc I]twv:l?.c \\t*llld 
appcar to pro,. Idc good h;lbJtal ill gCllCl'al] till hgt'OllS (~llld ]ICIOIIN \% CIC Ol*l~,el'\ C(t I]lcrc ). 
",.:el Ihc stalcmu'nl is inadc ip. 3-5) that lhclc is a "'lack o f  suitable nmnral nesting habllaI 
for great bluc heron "" I lcrons arc colonial nc:,ters and \', ill uttli.,'c a \\ idc um,'.zc uI" tfo.' 
>pccics illld [rcc >,i/c,, l~)l lhc~r IlC'.,lg ( Atlas o f  I~rco.lir,.e I~hrd ,, ,af \ l l ch lga lh  1991 ). ,o  IT I', 
unclc.:,r ',\ h'. there ,s a lack o f  nesting ]labJlat. 

• \ ' lctolJa) It is concluded []1[11 "'110 suitahlc nalllral llCSltll~ habit:t: '.: a--: ob~,ctx cd" for 
osprey:.,, i'd,e:.lsc delhi,.' suitablu' o.-:prcy r,c:.ting habnat. 

\~atcrtnv. I and Sandhill ( r a n t  

• ..\c¢ordin~ to the MIchIgan ..\udubon %ucict~ -. cl'~mc> ale no: dependent ~m usnm 
tradit ional bogs v. i!h spha,~lltZlll alld Ici l lhu'rlcal l~,~r IlCSlJll~ and often u,,c ~.l'nallcr \', ,.'tl:md, 

[Hip ~..~.~ IIH~.!]l~lil:lLtdLih()llt'tq hikcl',:~lhlLihl). ,'::H1¢ h1111 
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V 

with a greater variety of vegetative cover types. Therefore it is not correct to conclude 
that there is no crane nesting habitat on pro cot lands around the tlowage. 

Ahhough evidence of watcrfuwl and sandhill crane nesting was limited during the 
assessments, tile large number ofgDslmgs, ducklings, and uvcnilc sandhill cranes 
indicate that nearby nesting locations are present. 

• l 'hesc surveys were conducted at tile wrong time of 3,'ear to accurately reflect migratory,' 
wildlife usage. 

(Prickctt) The very brief period of observation lbr wildlife on this tlowagc (2 days m 
June) must bc eunsidcrcd when reviewing tile data obtained. For example, wc have 
observed several different species of watcrlbwl on Prickett llowage over the years 
(including mallards, black ducks, wood ducks, etc.), yet the brief visit revealed only one 
watcrtbwl species: common merganser. We would consider the inlbmlatinn provided in 
this rcpDrt anecdotal. 

• (AuTrain) l'lease clarify tile intent of the last sentence of the last paragraph under 3.2.3. 

Wetlands and Significant Upland llabitats 
• l)ocumentation of the prominent plant species in each wetland cover type and 

documentation of the hydmlugical condition of'tile v,cthmds including extent of 
inundation and general water depths is missing. 

(BDnd Falls) On 3-7 it states that sandbar v¢illow ahmg the shoreline is typically flooded, 
providing excellent habitat for wildlife. This may be true in May, but by July, this habitat 
is gone, as v,'ater lcvcls are generally much lov.'cr and far below this vegetation. 

(Bond I-alls) On p. 3-9 it states that ..."no other unktuc or significant uphmd habitat v,'as 
observed at Bond Falls". ' lhis is somewhat misleading, since surveys were not conducted 
for some uphmd habitat types recommended by the agencies (stands with old grov,'th 
characteristics or stands ,.villi hen3lockiv, hite pine component). 

(Prickctt) l'hc sizeable cedar/yellow birch,hemlock wetland and the stand of mature 
hemlock is an important forest component that was noted in the study. Were these areas 
identified from a boat or examined on sl ore? 

• (Victoria) There is no discussion of Significant Uphmd l labitats. Wcrc any project lands 
survcvcd lbr significant upland habitats? 

Wood Turtles 
(Bond Falls) "1 here appears to be an error in this section; Interior Creek does not empty 
into Bond Howage, but rather into tile M. Branch of the Ontonagon River. some distance 
south Dfthc tlDwage. ' lhe location for the wood turtle observation should presumably be 
where the M. Branch llows into the illlpoundnlcllt. 
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(L~Dnd Falls) We arc lamiliar with the area around where the M. Branch tlows into the 
impoundment,  and the area with the lnosl potential tbr v,'o,.)d turtle nesting is on the 
sleeper sandy hanks along the east sidc or'this narrox,, hay. nol the west side, as labeled m 
the figure. The angle of  slope, sparsity o f  vegetation, and grcaler exposure to lhe still OlI 
the cast side of  this bay wouh.l likely be prcl~'rred b~ ',w,:.,ad turtles lot nesting. 

(Vicloria) Please clarif,'. \~ bother the south or southeast tacmg slopes that were identiI]ed 
as possible wood turtle nesting habitat were chcckcd on-the-ground tbr evidence of  use 
by nesting ',', oo(I turtles or.juM obscr',, e(.] II'OlD a distance. 

\Voodlmd Raptor Nesting 
• It is not clear ",ahat ,.listancc interval ,.,.as used to sample for v.oodland raplors, and how 

llItlch ' ,)l ' lhis sur , .e ' ,  v.,'a:,, cond t l c l ed  while on land,  v e r s u s  |l,al'Jl a boat .  A]so .  please 
provide time oF day the woodl:md raptor sur,.'eys vvcrc colldtlclcd. 

l h c  search protoco] t,.) detect wo(:.dkmd raptors and their nests is it]sufficient and poorly 
limed to accurately determine lheir presence (raptor surx c,,s should occur between April 
15 and 30). Additional raptor surveys should bc c(mductcd, as well as survcys Df raplor 
IICS[S ill abSCllCC (;|" tb]ia,ec, It; acc t l ra le ly  dglernl i l lC l ap lo r  p r e s e n c e .  

\ \ l id  Rice Sur', eys and Po:,~,iblc l'~,c~,toi'ation 

• Altl3(mgh grazing by ( 'anada geese can impact wihl rice beds. U %. Forest %erxicc 
(USF%) has rcstorcd x,. ild rice hods on other ,.,. atcr bodies v,'ithirl the ()ua\va Nattonal 
Forest ','~ here geese arc rclati,, ely abundant. The /:SI:S has not had to crnpl,, O' gccsc 
exclusion mctht)ds in Ihosc alcas. Therefore. v.c su,egcst replacing the ,.,.or,.t "'likely'" v, lth 
"'po~,sible." 

Presei lcc o l  + \ t l i~ ,ance Y,p,,.+cic,, 

• l l ' lc cunclu~,itm fl'mt c,]ange hav, kv,'co, I i:,, v, idel,, distributed vet lelati',el',, tmcolnmtul t,~ 
confi.l~,m~ atv, I needs c lar i f icat ion 

• Rccd CallaQ. !,ras:, I-. l~,'plcal]~, t. :otlsidclcd a l]oll-l la~l'..c I]Y, as i \ c  species il] lhlS alc~l. \ \  h',. 
i~, it not considered a nui:.ancc specics ill this .. ludv" 

It is m)t clear ',,. hcthcr an", s;unl',lin ~ ',', a~, dollC to dctccl aqual I..: itl". asivc plal]! specie'-. 
~,uch as l!ur~t~,l:m ,. ;atciIni l lbi ]  and curl>-]eafl ',on,.Iv.ccd. 'I hcsc and other in,.asi',c pkl:l: 
specics c',)uld ca'.,i]y bc mis..cd i f  lhe ,,rely stlr'.,cys p...'rlbrn'~cd ~ere  ob>cr,,ati,,mal, rathu'r 
Illan t£sitlg a ~ccd-tIakc or s imi lar de,, ice l,a sampk: ,. L'~clailoll+ 

I[ IS I t Icorrcc[  [o IOLEmC[> clas-,ll,. ('a1"m,.Ja gce,-,c a> I)LI]-,[I',]CC ~pCCic'-,. A] lhot l~ ] ' l  [hc', ~Irc 
capal', le o f  bccol]]H'l~ a ]'IOiS[IIICC Ill ur l ;an StlbLllh~l[] >;clli]lg-:, Ihu,. arc not  coF, sid,,.'tcd a 
llHlSalIL'C at thc<c pl~)ict;l'-; 

• (Bond Fallsl %potted kmq>v<co.I occurs, m cnan~., locations o]1 i',rojcct land,; around Bond 
I' lo',;agc. Jncludin~ the Cal l l f~rot l l ld areas, boat lan,.Im.es, c~c N(m-nali,.u. ]lOllc,,,sllck]c 
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also uccurs on project hinds in the area. Yet, there is no mcntion of  either of  these 
nnisancc species in the report. 

(Bond l.alls) Rusty crayfish, an invasivc animal species, are known to be very abundant 
within Bond t ' lowagc, yet there is no mcntiDn of  them in thc rcport. Was any sampling 
tor rusty craytish, spiny watcr-llea or other in;,asivc animals conducted? 

Shorclinc Erosion and Stecp Slopes 
• A discussion of  the general length Dfthc crosiDn sites as v,,ell as the potential causcs is 

missing. 

• It should be mentioned that some erosion does occur naturally and this type o f  erosion is 
of  less concern than erosion caused by project operations or use. 

• A description of  the scale used to define erosion as major, minor, or moderate should be 
includcd. 

• Include a dcscription of  where eroded material is being deposited. 

(Bond Falls) On 3-12 it states that "most  of  the active erosion did not appear to be a result 
o f  wave action or ice floss". "Ibis statement is rather speculative, with no connection to 
data gathcred during this study. It also contradicts some carlier statements (See. 2.2. I ) 
that wave action appeared to be a cnntribumlg l'~ctor in erosion observed at rccreation 

sites. 

Gray Wolf  Consultation 
• We agree that wolves can bc found throughout the Upper Peninsula. We would expect 

that wolves periodically use the areas around the basin for tbraging and pup rearing. 
FIccausc of  this we believe that wolves should be considered in developing the SMP. As 
previously discussed, the rcvicw and approval of  the SMP by FERC will require section 7 
consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wikllifc Scr', ice. 

• (AnTrain, l:hmcy Falls) A discussion of  the gray wol f  is missing. 

Other Comments 
• A discussion o f  rare. threatened, and endangered species is missing. 

It should be noted that the agencies had suggested that more derailed information should 
be nbtaincd on vcgctation within the project lands (specilically stands v,'ith old growth 
characteristics, stands with mesic conifers, stands with red oak), but this inforxnation was 
not obtained during thc study. 

It should be noted that recurnmended agency protocol tbr collection of  aquatic habitat 
data, and conducting raptor surveys, was not util ized This unfortunately makes tile data 
Dbtamcd of  lesser quality for assessing impacts from non-project use o f  lands and waters 
on these resources,. 
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I>lcasc make a note undcr the list o f "Othcr  WildlilL: Species ()hscrvations'" thai this iN liut 
all till inclusive list. ~,|an.v wildlife and l]sh species co111111olljy of-is;21-\ cd 0II prlticct lands 
or \vatcr~ (e.g.. Nashvil le warbler,  Nortllerli oriole, blaekbumi:m warbler,  song spairow. 
veery,  rosc-brcastcd grosbcak)  tire missing. 

• (Prickclt) Thc "'Other Wildlife Spccics Obscrvalion'"  list appears io be in the wrong 
section (currently m the Gray Wol fConsuha t ion  section). 

• Please provide, m addition to the detailed maps. a habitat constraints map shm~ mg ;ill 
m crvicw o f  the entire basin. 

C)n lilt "Species  Observat ions  ,:lnd Habitat ('onlponClltS.'" plcase color-code lhc species 
obscr \  atitms so that it is easier to idcmit~' important areas for dill ' trent suites o f  
oq,4.'anisms. For instance bald eagle observations in one color, waterfowl obscr,,ations in 
{ l n o t h c r  color, etc. 

(AuTrain) Trumpeter swans are expanding their range and ha`.c been docunlonlcd b\ 
MI)NR biologists tit thc milTr;lin Flasin. MDNR slal'fbt:lic,.c that l i t l l l l p c t e r  s`.`.311 i l c s i i l l g  
potential at the basil1 has increased arid ,.'..'ill bc rcali;,'cd v, iihir. Ihc next IL',.\' >'cal~, 

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

J' h is  sCCtlOll a l lc lnp ls  Io a s s e s s  on \  iroilillCilta] illli){le(S ol" iillpielllt. 'illill~ tl pl'tlptlsH] io 
r ename  s tumps lit Prickett. \ \ ' e  suggest  the cnvironmcnt:ll  cf| 'cets analysis pro\  idcc in 
this doculncnl is not sufficient for NEPA. The anal,,'sis would need Io be more  
conq'~rchcnsi\ c lookmg lit all proposed non-pro.icet uses of 'project hll'lds and lhc dir,:ct. 
imhrcct,  aild eUHluhiti`, c illtpacls o f  those actions on all ;il't~:ctcd resources. 

the nlonlh o f  July `.~uuld hc considered part ol'thc lisll -,pa~ n m.<,, ~,r bh'd nc:,th'tg bt ~od 
retiring scaNt.ill\; lbr so\oral fish or bird species thai i lu l i lc  lht: Slitl~S and stlbnlcrgcd .̀̀ . ood 
,\tl,.Zti,;t alld cail.v St.'plt.'lllber wotild bt: con'4idcred s!agln!! alid migration period for illn:l\ 
I~ird speeics 

I.akc S:urgcon 
• ]-`.`. O possil'llC `.\aSs ih;lt dov~llstredlll  Sltll~COll COllld I'~c i]llptlt.tgd h\ '  IIR)\ ClllCIIl ol 

",cdilDCilt arc dl-,Cus',cd..,\ coilcJtision is reached that ]illlc or 11o e|l~.'cl Io Sltll '~CoI/ ',~, ould 
iCStl]l i t 'hlgh `.\atCl" 1"10 .̀̀ . -, 1110`.C - ; cd i l ncn l  do ` .vns t r ea l l l  o l ' s p d w i l i l l g  beds. A ill(ire 
Ihort)tlgh alldlXsis is IlL'teSS{IT'+ x, lt) dctcinlillC the potential illlp[lglS o f  Sltllllp rcIIlO\ dl or1 
dtv~`.'nSllCalll SltllgCOll I'lcasc prt>x idc doeuIliCllldlioll {~r dd!;I It) \Clil 'v the e(int'iusit,i1 

";c\ oral other l]~h species likely" sp[p.\ n in Ih¢ Nltlrg¢oll Rl \e r  downst ream of l l lc  Pl;ckcll 
I){INill. All illlaly-;IS ol'illlp[IClS o f d o w n s t r c g l n l  sc( l inlent  Ill(l\'ClllClll I'CSUIIIIig l}'(lll) >lil111[) 
rcnlo`, al ~,ht~l.lld addT'cSs [hc-c species a~ x~ ell. 
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Bird Nesting Habitat 
• "]'hc conclusion reached in this section...."Removal of the trees outside the nesting and 

rearing season likely would not result m direct impacts to individuals of these three 
species," is misleading. Snags ,*ere heavily used by these species for nesting and other 
activities and contributed significantly to their local production. Please clarify how 
removal of flooded snags outside of the nesting and rearing season will not result m 
impacts to kingbirds, tree swallows, and common grackles. 

llnpoundnlent |:isherics 
• On page 3-15 it states ".. .it  is also possiblc that the tloodcd snags provide an cxccssi,,e 

amount of cover and spawning habitat. This could result in an overabundance of fish, 
leading to stunted game fish populations. Removal of some flo(xlcd snags could help to 
alleviate stunting problems." "lhc statement that the fishes of Prickctt hnpot, ndmcnt arc 
stunted is iuaccuratc and the assumption that removing woody structure would alleviate 
stunting is also inaccurate. Michigan DNI,I fisheries survey data from 1954 - 1999 has 
clearly documented a quality sport fishery within the Prickctt hnpotnldmcnt. Only one 
survey effort in 1962 found blucgills that were considered stunted. Fisheries surveys 
since that period have documented a healthy fishery composition v¢ith many predators 
(northcrn pike, walleye, and largclnouth bass) and torage species (bluegill, yellow perch. 
brack crappie, white sucker, and goldcn shiners). Data from a May 1999 survey 
dDcumcnted a mean growth index for v,.allcye to bc +2.4 inches above Smtc average . .  
l h e  report's speculation that removal of flooded snags could alleviate stunting is 
unsubstantiated by fact. A literature review has |ailed to find scientific studies that 
support removal of woody debris to enhance lish popt, lations. We recommend this 
paragraph be removed from the final report. 

In addition to providing cover ff~r bait fish, flooded snags provide a subs|rate tor aquatic 
invertebrates, hr,,ertcbratcs a r c  a n'Jajor ecosystem component and source of food lor fish 
and othcr animals. Because of the large amount of tlooded wood in Prickett basing, the 
contribution of this wood to the total available habitat for invertebrates is significant. 
l h c  potential c fleet o f  r emoving  this wood on the aquatic ecosys tem is not  adequately 
analyzed m this document. 

• Please define "dri-ki.'" 

• We suggest re-wording the concluding statement to: "Removal of flooded snags would 
eliminate a significant source of fish habitat from the impoundment." 

Common Loons (Victoria, Bond, Au Train, Prickett) 
• We agree that "human disturbance is well known to affect loon nesting and productivity" 

(p. 4.2). v,,hich is; why the agencies included "shorclinc areas with minimal road access" 
within our definition of potential loon nesting habitat. 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 \\,,mid have  pio~, idcd additional \ aluablc in lbrma:i~m v. ith \\ hich to assess l,~on 
habitat suilahilitv. 

• l h e  shorl tinlc franlc o f  the survcys ( 1,2 day in some instances) is it, adequate to e\ aluatc 
loon use o f  the f'iowagcs. 

( : \ i l l  rain) In general v,c \\ ould l ike Io point otlt lhc high anlounl o f  loon activity on Ihc 
I'~aSill. Wc rcconlDlt211d that I.;PPCO pursue an dlllt..'lldlllCllI [o tile Au'l 'rain FI{R(" hccll.,c 
tbr the pl'OlcctioIl alld cllhallc~2111Cll[ o f  the COllllllon h)oiI pOptllalioll. 

M ethodolog.,, 

• l lt additior, to pc, ssiblc nesting phttlbrrn:,, potcntial ncslil)g silcs ,;houh.t also he mchldcd in 
the list o f  study ob.iecii\ cs. 

• ..\CCOlding 1o lhc Scope o f  5:,crviccs. aerial rccollllaiSSalltc \ \a> to occur ill May.  I'lca,~c 
expla in ho\\ on ly  conducl ing a boat Stlr\'c\' ilI l I t id-Juiic May have illlpaclc(~ the resllh~, 

• l!xplain how conduct ing loon surveys  in mid-June could h a \ c  impacted the rcsuhs, lhc  
oplinlal lilllC tbr loon ~ur\'cy is the last two v.cck.; o f  May alld early .hlllc. 

[~ICSCIIJC o f  I.OOlIS 

• (}'~Olld ]:;ills) [ 'he  lnouth of  hucr ior  ( ' l cck  ( p  .1-41 ~hottld bc the iiiOl.llh o f  the NJ Igliltl~ll 
( ) l l lOl laoon  I{ i\'Cl'. 

(Bond Falls) It is possible that ,.~thcr aduh loon', ol',scr,, c,.l ,.turmg the sIudy had aw_"nptL.'d 
1o tics\ bct()lC the stlr',.,Jv,ars \\CFC lhcrc, and failed lbr *',no or more (llllklIo\vll) lca,;olls 
:\h,o. the I -hR( '  license inchldcs conditions \\ hich should enhance p,atcntial Ior loon 
lICSlMg t)\ Cl" lilllC; [his would llCcd to hc considered ill dlly CllVilOllllICllta] ilSNL'SNII1C:I~ !ll;l[ 
anal} zcs the potential mlpact o f  notl-l)l'Ojcc[ list o[" projccl lands and \~atcrs uil ]0011", 
] his is supported h v the stdtcn]gl]t till 4-5: "II+([otms) arc ICSitlcnl. al)d arc U>.ill~ +I'c~.ll/c 
ICI'I'IIOI'ICS. thcI1 plO',CclitHl ot'tllosC all'CaiN Ilia} UIICOLII~I~C their siiccc~,s'" 

I i l l l l I I l l~ laCIol> 

• \ disv'tt>SlOll tff \ \a tcr  Ic',.cls tllaill{aillcd b',. [ P [ ' ({ )  during: the Illllc ol'hK~n nesting 
x\ould hc bcllclicial in dctcl'tllillillg p,atcntlal ",m'cc',,. 

(Bond Falls) l h c  '-;(a(cllICllt " ' . .  it ,,,,as dclcrn'mlcd thai Ihcrc arc no [iuliling [aclor- 
\\ hich affect loons" use o f  the illlpOtltldlliciil tbr no-;tin!!" is l'Kal ,upp,,lllltblc. consid,:ri!l.,.! 
I]1c \Cl} ]iltlitcd sc~.)p¢ alia dt.llalion o f  the ~,tud\ :\ \\ id,. \aricl} ol'lh,,_l,ar-, such d~; 
reset\  oir x\atcr Ic', cl lhlclualion, htlnlan ,,listurbancc. Ioragc qualily and ,.luanlil>. ~.. ,.". 
c,.mld ha\ ¢ ca-.il', collie into pla~, a.-; lhctor> lintitulg loons" use of  the Ilt'lpOulldll'lCltl. hilt 
{hose \\ollld have IIOt I',CCII detected oil it \ l>it to 111c Ilo\\a~!c of,.,n¢ da>. 

IVictoria. Bond Fa l l s . . \ u  "l'raill. Prickcll. ) l]lc a~,sulnpltou Ih;ll Ioolls canllot bc ;e,-.unlcd 
to breed (~r \\ ill do so in the l'ultllc because only 5 0 " ,  o l l h c  Inghly suilablc hrccdin._, lake:, 
nrc currently }}CIIIU tlscd ill the norlhcrrl l\\o-lhll'dS ol'fllc %ta:c i> tlav, cd ibr lx\o lCCl~Oll> 

£ 2Rl2(IO69750 AM r6 



Jnofflclal FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-I0856-000 

1) The assumption cnuld just as easily bc made that loons can bc assumed to nest at these 
flowagcs now or in the lhture; and 2)The use of the reli:rcnce is mislcadmg since the 
term "northern two-thirds of the State" rcfcrs to the northern Lower Peninsula and not the 
Upper Peninsula. The actual point of the reference is that too few loons exist in the NI.P 
to utilize all available habitats. Wc suggest that this entire discussion bc removed from 
the  docul / l en t s .  

(Prickctt, Victoria) A Secchi Disk measurement of 1.85 m (6.07 ft) is noted as not bcing 
optimal Ibr loons and approaches the point at which foraging is hindered. Plcasc provide 
literature supporting this statcmcnt. USFS cxpcricncc on the Ottawa National Forcst is 
that watcr clarity in this region is rarely a limiting lhctor tbr loon foraging, if the lakc has 
tin adcquatc fi~rage base. 

(Victoria) It is speculative to conclude that water Icvcl changes in the tlowagc arc 
"'somewhat moot" in their effects on loons. A thorough, comprehensive study would bc 
needed to support such a conclusion. 

Conclusions 
• Conclusions reached after short duration field observations+ such as turbidity bcin~ a 

limiting factor for loon tbraging, v,,atcr lcvct tluctuations nut impacting loon nesting, or 
even thc prescncc or absence of breeding pairs during the entire brccding season, are 
speculative. Concluding statements in the study should identify the relative uncertainty 
of the data and that more thorough investigations arc ncccssary to folly understand loon 
use or possible use e r a  basin. 

• Include intbnnation on prior loon nesting from the Michigan Natural Features Inventory 
and the Michigan l.oon Preservation Association+ 

(Bond Falls, Au'l'rain) Wc agree with the conchlsiuns of the assessment to continue 
observations and study of the COliliDon It)OilS lit t:lond Falls and AuTrain basins. l hcsc 
studies ,.','ill alluw for protection of preferred habitat, identilication of any limiting factors. 
and form the basis lbr r¢comnlcndmg any c n h a l l c c m c n t  measu re s  laeccssal 'y It) insurt:  

future nesting success. 

Aesthetic Resources 

Although the surveyors did talk with somc land managers in the arca regarding which 
attributes are considercd to bc visually special, it does not appcar that any such rater,, iev,'s 
wcrc conducted with typical users of these llowagcs and adjaccnt prqiect hinds (boaters. 
fishenncn, hikers, birdwatchers, picnickers, huntcrs, etc.). This would bc ',aluablc 
information to include (scc bclow). These mtcrvicws should include questions related to 
the current status of the prqiect as ,.,,'ell as the proposed dcvclopmcnt. 

8.28.'211(16 9:50 AM 17 



Jnofflclal FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-I0856-000 

M ethod,a]ogy 
• Under  tile firs! bullet m [ a s k  l. pleasc describe what "'other relevant places'" wcrc 

rex ic\\ ed tbr in formatio[t Oil scettic lake asscssmenls.  

('riterkl 

• The scoring crJtcrm tbr Rcla t i \c  Relief  are n,at meaninglhl  tbr this ~ll'ea. o \ \ ing  to the 
rclath ely low relief  o f  the hikes behlg studied. We recc, mn',cnd changing the scale Ic, 
Iner t  appropriately rellcct the areas being assessed. Also. this thctor should be gi\  cn lets 
weight in the scoring table. 

in gcncr.:d, the scoring s} slCill [lsed to dc \ c lop  tolal aesthetic qualJly sc,..~rcs for tltc 
different sub-units is Ila\\cd. By breaking i'nost crJtcria d~.y~vn into ,,arJous sub- 
COmpOllClltS, illld rating caJch o f  them separately. Illtlch more :',eight is gJ',en to some >ul',- 
components  lhan they ,,varrant. especially with regard to lakes it1 this region o f  the 
countt T. For cxamr;Ic, pllysical features arc broken do\~.n into six sub-cotrlponents, each 
of ,a  hich is rated ',A jib at score o f  fl-oi'n (I-15 Relief. Vegetation Di,.'ersiiy, ~llld Special 
Fcalurcs arc also each brokcn dox\n htto three sub-cotllp(utents, and ¢acIt given a >core. 
I~',' contrast .  I)cgrcc o f  Naturalism, which ,.\as the lake characteristic mos t  \~.lhlcd b'~ 
e', cry rnanager in'ter,, it'.,, ed (p. 5-4 ). is ,..~ cJghlcd lhc -;anlc as any o f l h c  15 sub- 
components  above,  gp. ing it ',.cry' Ihtlc itnp,.~rlancc oxcrall. I heretorc.  'the lolal ac..;lhcTi,. 
quality scores tot each sub-unit in l 'able  5-2 :are ' ,c O" illisleadJrlg, since they give much 
more  ctnphasis to physical l~.'alures, rel ief  and other qtla]ilics tltaTt they do to [)cgrc." ~f 
Natur~distn. We belie\ c titat tile .-.corung system -,hould be r cvampcd  to gi \  c the 
appropt+Jate weight ing to lake attributes thal arc the tllosl or least intp,.irtant m this tQ!ton 
(for cx~mlple: I )egtcc  of  Naturalism may he n',osl imr,,.n'tant, and Rchcf  may  bc lea,: 
IlllpOl'tdllt). hl tet \  ic \ \s  whh  actt lal  USCT'S ~,)f tile l ' lo\ \ 'agcs (111 add i t i on  to the nranagcrs  

;Hread> inter\ m\ \ed )  silould be done first to help galthcr inl~H'nlatJon upon ~t ]liC]l ~o base 

lit is re\ iscd v,, c ighm,,e  o f  the cr i ter ia  

• lhc  see, ring t'ritcria lbr Natural ( 'harac tcr  does not inchldc O. ahh,.mgh this nund',cl :,. a ,  
uscd in Table 5-2. 

• }'lease cxr, hlin Ire\,. tiw I l tdl \  idua] [esl~tllcc rtlallaMcttlcltl plO|i.-sSiOltals \ \ e r e  sc lcc led  h, 

pro\ idc input c,n \allucd ,.lUaIHic>. \\ hen considcri:t.,.! inland hlkcs 

(Prickelt) All altrlbtllC lilal nta} de>or\ c ~lCalcr \\ ci.L.'hllng al l 'rlckctt arc ti~c l'loodcd 
sIlags {which at~." a std',-componei~t \\ itilhl the Special ica tures  catcgory).  Ibis  \ \el h.t h,.: 
supported b', a statctncnt on p. 5-7 that "l]oodc,,.I sitars :rod stlbntclged slumps . a r c  ~;nc 
hi'tile dclhlJng cltarac:crlslic>,'" o f  Prickctt Jnlpc, undnlcnt 

( ) \ t r a i l  Visual Clmracter and %cttmg 
• Please clal'll~ where I a k c  GogchJc.  Nltumtain l.akc, mv, I l.akc e l ' the  ( ' louds  arc I,.n. at,'d 

• Please ciarlf',, w It[it IS II1C[lllI i~,v "dra \ \  -do\\ II rc~illlt..'[I '" 

S 2,'< 2006 9:50 AM IX 
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V 

(Au'l ra in)The last sentence of  the second paragraph (under 5.2) should bc corrected to 
read "is managcd by the Michigan Dcparlmcnt of  Natural Resources as a wildlife 

re fhge." 

Types and Numbers of  Users 
• This section is missing information on the types and numbers of  public users at tile 

basins; rather, it only includes the types of  recreational use available. According to the 
Scope of  Services, the assessment should include information on who uses the project 
and why they value it. 

• (Bond Falls) Plcase include a citation fi~r the following portion of  the last sentence which 
refers to tile waterfall(s): "most who come to scc them don ' t  slay for other activities." 

• (Boney Falls) Clarify the meaning o f " t h c  other side" under 4.3.1. 

User Expectations 
• This section should include actual expcclations of  individuals who use the project, rather 

than expectations o f  general recreationists. We suggest that this intbrmation then be used 
to idenlify the objectives to be attaincd for the aesthetic resources o f  the project lands 
surrounding each flowage. 

• (Prickctt) Please correct the information to indicate that 15 ear/trailer units are provided 
at the public access site. 

l lighcst Value Areas 
• Include the bighest possible score m the discussion. 

Map 5-1 is very hard to understand. Wc recommend removing the colors as tile,., appear 
to be a reference to individual scores m each sub-unit. "lhese scores arc presented in 
table 5-2. 

Public Viewpoints 
• Since a primary use of  these impoundments is by bDatcrs and fishermen, and since ... "'till 

parts of  the hike :ire visually sensitive to people who arc boating, intbrmally caxnping, or 
using shoreland areas" (p. 5-18), this section on public viewpoints provides little value to 

the aesthetics assessment. 

V 

8/28.2006 9:50 AM I c) 
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( i< )iY]ill< )i1 ( i( );ist R<.'s{:arch & ( £( m s c r \  at i(}n 

I ). ( } I+,(,x £!!I2 • } t.lII{'t,(.'k, M I  l t ) I}%n • I ) ! : , , n c :  ()+}(}-IP,-  {)l i(]l l  

28 A u g u s t .  2 0 0 6  

SJla\\ II PLIZCII 

L.' P PC'( ) 
P.(). l'l.)x 19001 

Green Bay. WI 54307-'.)(}(}2 

I)car Nit+ PLI/¢II: 

\\ c appr,+:ciat¢ the opporttmity t,.) pr{,vidc ,+,;OlllltlCnts Oll the draft :\sscssJnunt o f  the RCClC:ltl{)l+L 

\VildlHc. I.oon, Aesthetic+ I~csourcc4 lbr Victoria (FI(RC I)rojcct i; 1~64}. FRmd I FI!P,(" I)r,}ic{.t ;: 
I ~64} . . \u  T ram (} I !R( '  l)rqwcI :+1(}~56}. and Prickctt (FEP.{" Pr{}jcct :: 2402} h+npt}undrncn~s 
()Lit ()rt',~tllJZalJoll. { "(}I11111{}11 ("o[l>t I{¢scaIch  ~llld (.'(.}nscr',.'~ilioi1, is :1 I1OI1-plot][ +,+{)IlIpdIl> ,.h:di+. utcd 

t,,) the Hudy and pl-otcctiOll t)I" C{+lllnlon loons throughottt \1 ichL(.1,an's t ppcr I)cnmsula { )tlr 
biolQu.ists \vork ch+scly with public agcncic>.,  c',)rl;(}rations, and  the  pri\ ate s{.'ct,,)r ill all cilk,tt  :o 

iI1crc(I~C I.llldcI'St{lndin~ ol+ th is  S t a t e - t h r e a t e n e d  species. ()ui '  Cxp.zriencc \\  itll ](sons Sp{ll14 o\ CF 

tit+teen years+ :iI1d includes thu n+~onit0ru+1~ ol+cc, I+,)r-markcd m(li,, i,.hmls at three prhIcipal si:c-: Ill 
MIchi~an+s t:ppur Peninsula: Scncv National \Vih.llit~ Rct'ugc+ ()tuB; a Nati,anal Fotcst+ al:d l-de 
Ro', ale National Park \Vc oflL+r our cxpcMi:+;c to you as UPPC() c\aluatu., u.d m4+,lumut~t< 
II1CdMIICS [() c l lh ; I l lCC IL}+,)II LISd~C or  its t ;ppcr Pc t l i l l sL Ih l  I c s c r \  {)it>; 

\ \  u arc p]ca>cd thai ' ,our ctm<tnltants flnn+u.] suitahh: ncsthlg habitat on all o r t h e  >tot"+,_++ cd 
lc%t..+r\ tir%, diici obst.'i\ cd hnm> (incIttdiLl~ a breeding pair on lhmd Fail-;) un all iml+Jtmndu+x'nt -. 

,qr~c Ib:- Prickctt+ It+ general.  \'.c agree ' ,\hh the list tfl 'loon nesting rcquitcmcnl> pio~, idcd :n th,, 

dl'~l]+l 8~'SCSSII+ICIIt. but  [cco111111c11d th[It ~Oll ;)dd TIICT'CLII'~' CXpA)SLIIC ~IS (l potCtltl[ll ]iIllitlt1~ htt. tot 

l+Ic\at,.d ]u\,:l> ol'tlfis highl.~-toxic hca',+} mural h a \ c  bcun d(u:ut+nctltcd In loon> l+rom th,. + 12:it+it+ 

and ha' c bout+ sho\vii to hc ".lgnlliCant]~ ruth]triced b}' the t~ pc {d" Ihictua~i:l.u, v, [ttcl Ic\ cl- 
C+,)MIIl{ 11 It} IIlalta~cd inlIlOtllRltllClltS. 

{) l Ic pt.+llMIICllt i21spt2ct o f  the  as++.csstllCllt x\Hh v. h ich  v ,c  do  tlOl a~I'CL + I-, the ctllp]18-.]> I+,hK cd upoH 

ttlrhi{lil~+ :is a lhnitm!., l+~wtt)r lbr hum tp+;agt. • on the re,or', t . r s  \\ h,,m.' tcrMtotml hum> \; ui[. + i+ I '~ 

docunwnto.] (Victoria and PrickcttL x.\ ,., IL'¢I that the i'cl+ur{.'n{.cs pro\ i+.Ic,,l iH thL + r,-+p{}rI tM m< 

+ttpporl the t.+onchtsi{ms o r t h e  con,:tfltant m this rct, ard+ and >hould thctcl]~ru hc rc.:.oH>idct ,'d IH 

the rcp,}rt turhidity is rct~+'r,'nccd Llndcr " \ \  dtci" Q}ualit)'" m the lulhr,\ i . g  mam+ur: 
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"L~;ons are visual hunters; thcretbre, clear water is crucial for efficient 
loraging. A Michigan study ((iostomski and Evcrs 1998) documented that time 
spent for lbraging aduhs in turbid w~itcr was significantly greatcr than 
in clear water. Barr (1996) documented tbat secchi disk readings of 1.5m 
or less alter k×m foraging behavior. A study of total suspcnded solids in 
Scncy National Wildlifc Refuge, Michigan, documcutcd a prcfcrcncc by 
breeding loon pairs tbr lakcs that have less than 28 Ncphclometric 
Turbidity Units (NTU), while lakes over that level were not uscd for 

nesting purposes (Evcrs 21)1)4)." 

The Evers 2004 paper cited above emplDyed unpublished dam from a study of water 
quality parameters at Seney National Wildlife Relhge (l-.J. Collier 20(13). ' lhe turbidity 
"threshold" provided as a limit to loon nesting in tilts study was based upon a sample of 
only three unoccupied rethgc pools ("lakes") during a single breeding season (1995). It 
shoukl also be noted that these three pox)Is provided the highest turbidity values recorded 
on the refuge during an ensuing eight-year sampling period. Owing to this extremely 
limited sample size. and to the subsequently lower turbidity values which have not 
allowed for further assessment, we do not belicve that the cited reference lends valid 
support to the report's argument concerning possiblc complications from excess turbidity. 

Citing another Michigan study (Gostomski and Evers 1998), the excerpted paragraph 
states that "time spent for tbraging adults in turbid water was signi/icantly [emaphsis 
added] greater than in clear water". We do not agree with this interpretation. Gostomski 
and Evers themselves state m their paper that time-budget comparisons between Isle 
Royale (clear water) and Seney (turbid v,,ater) loons "could only be speculative" because 
of differences in sample sizes which precluded statistical comparisons. Furthermore, the 
authors  provide no actual data on v,ater quality (Sency pools arc described as "generally 
stained due to the imputs of tannins"), and merely speculatc that the possible differences 
in foraging rates bctv,,een the sites may originate frc, m visible ditti:rences m water clarity 

and prey base. 

The tinal reference within the report pertaining to turbidity Barr (1086) • does provide 
data in support of a visibility-related parameter operating as a potential limiting factor for 
loon occupancy: Lakes ;vith Secchi disc water clarity of less than 1.5 meters had lo;ver 
occupancy levels (31-35%) than their more transparent coumcrparts (78-93%). While 
Victoria's clarity (0.9 m) falls below this threshold, Prickett's value (1.85m) does not; the 
report's contention that the latter is approaching "the point at v,,hich foraging is hindered'" 
therefore seems both inaccurate (Barf's limit refers to occupancy, not foraging capacity) 
and unjustifiably alarmist. Additionally, in the same paper Barr found an association 
between fluctuating high v,,ater levels and increased turbidity. In vie,.,,' of this finding we 
disagree with the conclusion in the assessment report that "given the degree of turbidity 
observed on Victoria, and the resuhant extreme likelihood that  [OOl'~S ;viii not nest here, 
water level regimes and their potential effects on ncst in~ loons arc somcv, hat moot , "  
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In ' ight Df fllese revelati,,Sns, ,.ve suggest thai L;PP('() 's consultants csl~bli:il~ a liar murc 
r,,.)bus! and dcfcIIsibl¢ assemblage o f  peer- re \ ic \ \cd studies before including tu rbMi t \  CB :1 
po~,sibl.,z mi l igaf ing taclor for Ioor~ occuF~ar~cy ,,Sr~ reservoirs such as \ ~cloria and Prick~.'II 
~"t' wotlht also suggest hldutlhlg a discussion of  t](5\\ ItlrbJdlly levels might be expcck'd 

Io change ]11 response to the updaled ",,.alcr lllallagenle!l{ regulati,.)ns contained ,.~ ithin the 
ncw license agrccmelll. 

Be/oral tile report's {rca{111¢nl of wa{~r clarity, w¢ also ~ c r c  ~ i ~ I c 11 pause bv lhis repcaK'd 
quotaIion in support of {he hkelihood tllat there Ill[IV I1OI bc cnouMh I'.)OIIS IO occupy 
r~_'s:r,.'oirs in Michigan:  " ' lhe  Mich igan DNR stales that (sill) 5(1 pcrCCllt (5t" "h ighly 

sui able" hreeding lakes ( lo t  common loons) arc currcnl l )  hcmg used m tile msrthcm 2 ; 
o f l h e  ~lal¢ o l 'M ich iga t l  (%lichigan L)NIL 2006)". As ~llis reference deri'.es f rom a stale 
'.'.,.:~)site that pro\  ides on b t~cm,;'(d i l l f o l ' n l a l J o n  Oll loollS v, ith no :ltlached data on 
specif ic r,:gior~al populatit+r~:-;, n,,+r any ,,I,.;tir~ilior~ ,.+f ,.,,hat COllStJttltCS a -h i  t,.My sufitaMc + 
bl'e,_'dJil~ lake it seems mappr,.)prmtc to the standar,..l:., ,at'a t¢chtncal rupert. I h¢ 
Mi,:higan I )NR 's  own I oon P, cc~sve U Plan (1002) highl ighted the ,.h'anlatic di:,parity i ' l 
occup;mcy rate'-; bctv.'ccr~ tlill"crcnt ru'gions o f  north,L'rn I%lichigan. aml idcnt i l ied the 
,,\(;~,IoFI1 [ ppcr ncIlJll~;llla I\l.II'lCr¢ l l lrec el ' the fisur SLIF\ L'VL'd F¢scrvuIF:~ I'CSKl¢) CIs all [lru'a 

of  conlparatJvdy high loon densities. (')l.]F 07,1] c?xIcIISBC S[llI\C} ' ~*V(51"k lhrou~hout the 
()l[~l'~Ia National lgsrest ntl~Csls lhaI ogctlpancy I ' [ ] ICS () I ]  lakes and I ' I~S¢II\ (SJI'S "~\ I [ l l  ,. mt'.l¢ 
ncsm~g hahJtal runs l]tr higher lhan 50%: wc ~ould reconm]cml thai l I ' l ' ( ' ()  consullan:> 

access the Otta\,~a Nal ionH Forcsl',; 1(.5(.511 ,,)ccupancy database in ( i lS  t ] ) [ I ] ] ]~ ] l  ~ hich ~as 
de,. ebped in pailnu'rshJp \~. iIh ("OIl1111011 ( 'Oi lS[ RescaR'h ,.~ ("ons¢l\  ~111Oll 1{I du'lCt'lllm~ 
ino:'e accllral¢J.v OL'CUp~InL:~ rcitcs In [hc arc[Is surroundm,~ the l]otlds I:HIs. ~,']¢[OlIja aI1d 
PrivkelI impoui~dmcl~ts 

~ I c hope fl~at b)u lind ~llc~c iliJti~l[ COIIIInL'IIIS ll~Oflll 

Si I | , :L~I ICI \  

Jos,:ph Kaplan 
J)jI'.:C[{)I" 

('t)llII11011 (Ioas| RCSC[IIIL h (~z (OlISCI+% a[lOll 

[ I !R( '  
I SI . ' \ \S  

~,l l~ N P, 
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. . . . .  Original Message . . . . .  
From: fishingalqt:charter.nct [~_naiho:fislaing~l~'chartcr.llCtl 
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2006 1:11 AM 
To: Wolfe, Janet 
Subjcct: Bond |-Iowagc l,and Sale 

1)car 3,'Is. Wolfe, 

"lhc on,. ironmcntal assessments regarding the Bond & Victoria Flowage sales leave much 
to bc desired. This is far too important & valuable a habitat & natural resource to fail to 
do a complete & comprehensive impact study. The argument that there are no 
dcvclopmcnt plans at this time doesn't sccm too valid, considering that Natcrra l,and ('o. 
has un,,cilcd plans to do just that. 424 lots at Bond Falls, with 35 individual picrs & 40 
multi-slip picrs. 1 live on one o f  the Madison lakes, & 1 gct a very sick fecling whcn 1 
imagine that happcning to a pristine, unspoilcd t lowagc likc thc Bond. There should be 
NO picrs, NO lights, & vcry litttc impact on this area. The people who purchase property 
on these bodies of  water should understand what is at stake. & should be the type of  
people who ,.,.'ill be happy to beach their small boats as the calnpcrs do. These waters arc 
not suitable tbr large, noisy, polluting watercraft, & that should not be permitted nor 
expected. This area can be developed, yes, but it MUST bc done responsibly & corrcctly 
with as littlc disturbance & hmnan impact as possible. Thank you for your attention. D. 
Borchcrdinp McFarland, WI. 
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V 

. . . . .  Original Message . . . . .  
From: scott hickman [maflto:suboscmc(¢t:hotmail.comJ 
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2006 11:01 AM 
To: Puzcn, Shawn C 
Co: christie dcloria(a)fws.gov; travisb(q;michigan.gDv 
Subject: ('CBasin 

Ill all, 

I've bccn cDntmuing to track shorebird migration through Alger County and have lbund 
that Cleveland Cliftk Basin contilmcs to support far more shorcbirds than any other site. 
The high counts of  each species encDuntcrcd last wcck are listed below tor your records. 
The visit on August 22nd was made with Skye [,lass. l'm afraid that 1 didn't pay much 
attention to waterfowl, but include a couple of species which 1 did note. 'llopc you arc 
all enjoying a fine end to your summer. Scott 

lligh counts for the basin (Aug 2(1 - 27) include: 

Wood I)uck - over 50 August 26 
Blue-winged Teal - Stayed at about the same as on 22nd, 200? more? Well over 300 
"sandpipers" (pkwcrs, tringincs, & calidridmcs) on the 20th Black-bellied Ph)vcr - 1 Aug 
22 Scmipalmatcd Phwcr - over 60 Aug 20 Killdeer - over 30 Aug 25 Spotted Sandpiper - 
over 2 on the 20 Solitary Sandpiper - over 10 Aug 20, 22 Greater Ycllowlcgs - 2 on Aug 
20 l.csscr Ycllowlegs - 26 Aug 27 Scmipahnated Sandpiper - over 60 Aug 20 Least 
Sandpiper - over 100 Aug 20 l'taird's Sandpiper - 5 Aug 22 Pectoral Sandpiper - over 76 
Aug 22, more, but not counted Aug 20 Buff-breasted Sandpiper - 2 Aug 22 (plus one 
same day Au'Fram) Wilson's Snipe - 6 Aug 27 Caspian lern - g Aug 22 Trumpeter Swan 
- 3 A u g 2 2 & 2 7  

Other than that, 1 N. l larr ier on the 27th as well as Peregrine Falcon 
(I)  on the 26th and 27th. 
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Douglas R. Cornett 
P.O. Box 122 
Marquette. MI 49855 
doug,.a;norlhwoocJswild.org 
ph. 906-226-6649 

August 28, 2006 

UPPCO Environnlcntal Studies 
c,'o Janet Wolli: 
PO Box 130 
1 loughton, MI 49931 

Dear Ms Wolfe: 

I am writing as an alternative committee member representing the Upper Peninsula 
Public Access Coalition for the eastern UP group. I have reviewed the environmental 
studies for all 6 flowagcs under review. 1 am particularly concerned that only a few days 
of fickt studies have bccn conducted Ibr each area. As a biologist 1 have reviewed many 
environmental assessments and it'npact statements and believe the work done so lar by E- 
PRO is too limited in scope to properly assess the resources that could be iinpacted by 
development of the shoreline that Natcrra plans tbr project lands and waters. 

By limiting the studies to project lands, the likely effects, and cumulative effects, of 
development of non-project lands is not being taken into consideration. Natcrra is 
planning to, and perhaps have even started, logging and road-bnildmg. Considering tile 
fact that building dozens of miles of roads at each project, and Inggmg most 
merchantable timber (this is the moth,s operandi of Naterra of all their other 
developments in the UP and northern Wisconsin) will affect project lands and the waters 
contained m these impoundments. These actions can cause long-term deleterious effects 
for decades to come, affecting bolh project and non-prqlect lands. 

By trying to limit the scope of comments to just project lands is ludicrous considering all 
the resources that can potentially be impacted. Raptors that might be found in the prqiect 
area. especially sensitive species like tile Northern Goshawk and Red-shouldered llawk, 
would likely have nesting habitat outside the project area and move hack and ~brth 
bctween pr~;jcct and nnn-project hind. I low can these rcsourccs bc assessed properly 
v,'ithout looking at both land categories'? 

The assessments, hastily completed m just a matter of days. captured only a snapshot 
over,, iew of some of the natural features and resources of tile project hinds and waters of 
the mapotmdments. Many species require much more time just tO locate. As mentioned 
above, Northern Goshawk can require many hours to find, i /proper research protocol is 
observed E-PRO said they did their raptor surveys using a helicopter, l low can 
meaningful data be obtamcd when such a disturbing methc×l is employed? Raptors are 
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usFccial[ > scns+ti,.c to disturbance. I arn una'.'.nru o f  any good datu bculg DbtairJcd 
thr, mgh such an h++truslvc inclhod. ?.,'hh that hi mhld+ I request that [!-PRO pro,.'idc pour- 
re,. :c,.: ed re>earth that '+;tlbStLlnti~ttcs this lllcthod o f  dala collection. 

Addlti,.mall>+ E-PR() cllo,C to redact entire suctions of'tllc reports, citing that "+-;cnsitnx c 
spccics'" hll~)rnlalion nllght be revealed to those seeking to collect or harm hi other ,Aa, s 
rare, sons , the  and endangered ~,pecie~,. \Vhil¢ 1 undcrst;.md that sitc-spccitic inlbrmation 
i>. to t  good to release, there ,+;till is the need to present illl;,)l+matioll thal Call assure IhC 
public lhal scnsitp.c species arc b c m g  protcctcd+ I{-PRO's trcatrncl+,t o f  this was 
cotnplctcly unprot~'ssi(mal m+Ld nlight lead thc public to believe that thcrc is something, to 
hid.,:+ 

t P P ( ' ( )  recently released inti+rmation spccuhlting increased tJ:lX revenues to townsllirJs H" 
your  proposed noll-proicct uses {)f project lallds arc appro' .cd. This data wils [llSO 
dis ributcd at the public rr+cctmgs g iv ing  the irnl+,rcs-:,.m thc,,c i t l c rcascd  revcmles v..c, ul,l 
bc let gains. I h',v.'e,, er. >ou failed tc, allo'a any public tlt.icsti0t~s or discussion c)t + 
ulc:cu+-:cd cost o f  se rv ices  I-his is uncthical and inappropriate, considering the studies 
3Oll c+.mltnissi,.mcd n+,ight JtlfltlCllCC the so+tic ~.)fdc\clopnlCllt +lnd rcstlh ii1 a reduction m 
the number  o f  lots the de,.ch)per can build ott. I b i s  might  also lead one to bel ieve thai 
vou arc t]tting your studies into ~l prc-dctcrmincd thmlcx,.,.)rk that has no flcxibilitv It+ )'c 
a]l,. red. 

[ bNic ' ,c  .,.ou -.hould bu con>.tl]th+g ,+vhh the Fcdcrul l n c r g y  Rceuklt,,)ry (',,mmfissi,,m aud 
','+ o "k to l+,rcl+,ure a nov, und cot+nprch,++'nsi ,. e c'n', hot+mlc:ttal m]pac': stut]v that ',',ill cousidc) 
A L l  rcs t )u rccs .  

l]l~ink > OU t~+r tilt: oppt',rtunhy to cotllmenL 

Ni nt:Ct'cl', 

l )ol!! las I{ (ortlctl 
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. . . . .  ()riginal Message . . . . .  
From: Stc,,e and Nanc> [maiho:asimlna'g.cct~tt, p.coni] 
Sent: Monday,  August  28.2(10(~ 8:43 PM 
I o  Wolfe, Janet 
( ' c  magalie.r .salas!a ferc.lhl .us;  aslmina!a ecoisp.com 
Subject: PUFII.IC C( )MMI-INI  ON "/,,S%I'.SSMF.NT" RI{P( ~RT% I- ( )RUPP( 'O-  
()PI!R., \TI!D FI . ( )WA( it-i%. 

August  2S. 2006 

L' I ' I ' ( ( )  t{n,.ironlDcntal Studies 
c c, J a n e t  W,,tlfi: 
P() Box 13(1 
I loughton Nil 49931 
j '.~.'~,1 ft."},': '.\ psr .com 

PI. JI~LI(' ( 'OMMI: INT ()N "ASSES.qMI(N 1 ()1" 1111: I { [ I 'RI{ :XTI()N.  \ \ ' I I . I )LIFI(.  
I.()ON. AND AI 'STI IH ' IC  I'IESOt;I~,('I!S" I~,I!PORTS FOR IR)NI)  i':AI.I.S AN[)  
".:1( "TOI,II,.\ (t1"]~,(" Pro.icct P1864L B()NI iY FM.I.S (P25061. ( ' : \  I .XR,\('T (PIO,XS.II 
AL TRAIN (PI0856). ANI )  PRI( 'KFTI" (1'2-102) FI.O\V:\(it!F, 

l)e ir .lanct ~.Volfe. 

[ ',~,ould like t,,) comment  ,,m the I ;pper  l)enil]~,ula Pu,.\ cr ( 'uml ' ,any " \VPS l~,esourccs 
ell\ ilOlllI]Cllldl aSSCSSIllCnI reports t])r the a b o \ e  (~ Ilov.ages. all o l '~  hich arc operated I.\ 
( Ip l ' ( ' ( )  al]d regulated h v I:I{RC : \s  most  o l l n y  experience hal-; to do \~ ith floristic 
,ur~ c.,,'s ( including rare pkmt sur\ cy:,). I will pr imari ly commcnl  on the "\\ 'ikllili: i)ll~l 
,'\q'.lalie l labilaI" %teflon (ScctR)ll 3) of each report. 

7111t~ltllll~ltt.'l'.,' I II l l lSt SaY that I ha\  c [cad a 'qUll l l ]Catlt  l l f l lnbCl  o | e l p ,  ffOlil l lt.:t l ial 
~l~',stSsl)lelltS h \  both I'Jtlbllc agencies and pri\  ate c,~nsultants m ' e r  th,: .vu.a,s. and that Ilh:t,t: 
ctn.kic-cutter reports M I ~I'1'('() are ptobabJx the IIRISI , .uperfidal aiR] pot~rl}' done o t  all 
of  Ihelll. h ldcd  they II~,c a significant p,,~ttion o l  their rncagcr "re,,tlhd' ~ections ',o rep,'t: 
I]k' pl'eSCllCC o[- ;dnd,  rock outcrops. CotlI'bC X~ oo(.1} debr is  {old 
I,a.,.2,s) and other fi2aturo. IMI all tlo'.'.'a,.z'cs ,.',ould be expected to haxe  "]hc} make arhhr,i],. 
-;talclncllt-: alld drav. baseless c,,tr~cluslort:, v. ith little or no data to back thclD t.ip. :\lid 
pcrhal',S IIIOSt hllpoltatlt]}, the} don't adequately addro,  s Ihc potelllial llllpaCt,, that the 
rll41111¢d Illag, i\ e lcsidelitKll dcvelopmcr.ts ',',ill M,.c on the na'ura[. T'Cc.'rcciiional, atld 
acs:hctiL qualities o f  these tlov, ages 

"l'h,: a:-;~..CSSlDCIIt repor ts  all state that ,a etland tx pc,, ,.,. ere da-,-,i lic(l in accordance ','. i th 
"( . v . a r d m  ct al. ( 1'.)TU)" [ his source iv, not hlcludcd i;1 the FcictcIICe~ fi)r alP. o f  the 
reports, hov.e\  or. I hus it bCCOlllC'-, dift 'icuh till illtel'CStCd rc:dcr-. \ \ i thout  access to a 
UIliVCISiI} hbrap,,' to track down this %OtllCC, of to ast.ellaill \~. hethcr the inefl>doh~.,..:2'> i- 
apl,ropriat,.' tbr classit~ if',,,_' the ',,.ctland~ f lmM around these I1,.,',~. ago;. 
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l 'he reports all purport to have included adequate surveys for rare phmts and animals on 
these flowages. The most widely accepted method for assessing the floristie quality of a 
site is to cc, nduct stu'veys 3 tilDeS during the growing season - m early spring (typically 
May) to find spring ephemerals and early-flowering plants, in midst, miner (July) for 
certain sedges and other plants flowering at that time. and in late summer (late At, gust- 
September) to find late-flowering plants including many aster family species. When tmre 
or resources arc limited, organizations somemnes cut comers by having an early survey 
(May or 
June) and a late survey (August-September). Unfortunately UPP('O's consuhants have 
taken this corners-cutting process to a new low, by surveying each area only once - ti'mn 
June 15-19 lot Bond Fails (p. 3-2), June 22-23 Ibr Victoria Howage, 6 days between May 
26 and June 22 for Prickett. etc. These visits were too early in the season to reliably 
detect rare aquatic phmts such as Vasey's pondwced (Potamogcton vaseyi) and Farwell's 
water millbil (Myriophyllunl farwellii), both listed as Michigan "threatened"). "]'hey are 
also too early to be effective in finding major invasives such as Eurasian '.,.ater milfoil 
(Myriophyllum 
spicatum) and purple h)osestrife (Lythmm salicaria), all of which generally much easier 
to find later in the year. Ftmhermore, the plant inventory lists (for example, "Vallisneria, 
Potamogcton, Polygonum, Najas, Ceratophyllum, Utricularia, Elodea, and native 
Myriophylhm'~" tbr Bond Falls, p. 3-3) could apply to nearly every lake uvcr I acre in 
size in the UP. Similarly the Prickett report (p 3-4) lists "Potamogcton, Flodea, native 
Myriophylhlm, Vallisncria, and Polygonum", the Victoria report (p 3-3) list 
("Pntamogeton, Elodea, native Myriophylhnn, and 
l'olygonum.") and so on. [Apparently the consultants were not interested in emergent or 
shoreline vegetation at all, such as that appearing in abtmdance in their photo of"SAW' 
(st,bmergent aquatic vegetation) on page 3-5 of their Bond Falls report, page 3-4 of the 
Victoria report, etc.] "1 hese lists arc ridiculously inadequate lbr describing the aquatic 
phmt comlnunitics of each of these llowages. 

Several of the repnrts have entire sections blacked ouT. Most environmental asscSSlllents 
at least let the public know what rare species may have been searched for and whether 
any were found, blacking out only Iocationally-relatcd information. But the UPPCO 
reports black out essentially all the reformation they might have on rare species in these 
flowages (but see discussion on the merlin belov~'), giving the public no way to judge 
whether rare species '..,,ere found 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 houses around 
Bond Falls Flowage alone, as 1 understand it) will likely lead to significant eutrophication 
of these reservoirs due to increased erosion from paths and shoreline use, as well [is 
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 tom can bc expected to lead to a decrease m diversity of native phmts 
and animals in the flowagcs. 
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l h u '  r epor t s  chlim to a s s e s s  the p r e s c n t c  dlld I l l lpa t l s  o [  "nl.ll'-;antc" "-;pctics, bnt  no \  cr  
dct ines  wha t  these species  arc. In Fact the "nu i sance  ~;pecies" found ill each  llo,e, agc  
seems to be arbitrarily chus tn .  For example ,  on P 3-12: ot" +tie Bond  l.alls re.pert, tht> 
unihl tcra l ly  de+mare rccd t a n a r y g r a s s  (Phahlr is  a r u n d i n a t c a )  a non-in,,asi,.c s p c t i t s :  
" . . \ ! though not t ons ide red  a ntlisail te plant  spc t i c s  Ior purposes  oF this s lndy,  reed can:u~ 
grass xA'itS widespread  and conln lon  a long  the shorc l incs  and within most  or ' the  x; e t lands 
n|+flle Bond  Falls  i m p o u n d m e n t J '  This  h ighly  aggrcss i , , c  invader  o f  natur:d wet lands  mid 
o ther  habi ta ts  ix not  natix c to the  ( t reat  l .akes  region,  and is t o n s i d e r e d  it major  inx as, ix c 
by  2very  s ta te  dnd  l~deral a g e n c y  m the r t g ion  

Ti l t  ttsc o f  a hel icopter  to conduc t  aerial  surveys  tbr  nes t ing and  non-nes t ing  bald eagle+,. 
ospreys, and great blue h~:rons and  tile prescr~ct o f  pot tn t ia l  n t s t i ng  sites s ccms  like ~t 
clu,=stionable pract ice  to me. While  this m t t h o d  m a y  have  ccr tahl  ad ; ' imtagcs  in terms tq" 
exped iency ,  it has the potent ial  to be b ighly  disrupt+', e to thc~;e birds prec ise ly  dur ing  tile 
t ime that the are nest ing,  when  they  are most  sensitivt: to d i s tu rban te ,  l h e  publ i t  ,s 

f requent ly  reminded  (and r ight ly so) by the Mich igan  DNR and others  o f  the r isks 
i n v o h ' t d  ill d i s tu rb ing  these birds at their nests, yet the tonsu l t an t s  had no qnahDs about  
t ly ing c, ver  their  nests and perch ing  and fo rag ing  sitt.'s wi th  he l icopters  at this tim++ 
B e y o n d  a list o f  bird spc t i e s  that happened  to b~: encoun tc r c r cd  dur ing  their  br ie l ' survc , , s  
(wh i th .  by the way, inclt.ldcd nolhit to oil Line ot ' thcs¢ area,, by tolerat ing birds) i l t l t l  sonic 
sin:pie and obvious textbook statements about the Ia',.ored habitats o f  a few o f  thtm. hi l l+ 
uselhl  quant i ta t ive  inform:t t ion about  tile i n l p o l l a n c c  of" habi tats  al'(+und these Jlt'P~%{igcs to 
t l le,e birds is given.  

In the Bond Falls repc, rt (page 3- I l )+ the cor, stJltants rncntlc, n the presence o l 'mt r l in - :  
(I a l to  cohmlbarius) near the flovvage, l h c y  t',. en L~r,. t th t  h+tatiotlS o f  these SlL~htings. o:1 
ma+ P-3-5. T i l t  sam+ is truc for the V i t to r ia  report. \ , ,h t r t  u merl in "acting :L!zgres-;i\ u h "  
(un i t ld i ta t ion that the tonsu l t an t s  ,.vcrc nczlr it,: nc-.t) is m t n t i o n c d  on l+myc 3-X. v, ith t h t  
lot.tit,art plotted on map P.3-4. A simihtr tncounlcr  x,.ith it]+ aggrt,,si,. t  mtrhr l  i,, 
me lt ioned m the ('ararat+ report (pa,-'c 3.6 and maps P-3-3 and P-3-4) D tsp i t t  the 
Co]'Sll1111nl's p u r p o r t e d  tOl]tCrll [lbouI Cl+l(hll[',cFcd s p c v k ' s  on  These +It>,.,, ilUt++:+ til t} SCtllt 
tIlliF~X arc that th t  merl in is listed :is "threaten+d" it+ M i th igan  (X+lNt I l 9c~¢;). 

]h.+' poor  qualHy ol+thc>.t as'+,es~nlel+tI -. nttr+,I hc ohxh+tP, to C',Ctl tl+tc mo-,t ttl<niil t t ; idc l  
lhu  Bond  Falls report  t v c n  ,<tatt-, that Q+,a,L.t ~-3+ "l++ond I all,: +~ :t rchm,,  t l y  hu,_!t 
Wnp,,m]+Jdmer.l with extCtl,,+vt o p c n - w a t c r  artt~s and ~sso tk f l td  ,.; hid l~.'tchts .\,< ~ rt~,uh, 
the major i ty  o f  nearsh,a l t  aqua t i t  habitat ;it , \u  'I rain gent ra l l}  ton , , i s t td  oF t o a r s e  >,end-. 
~ a t d y  a r t ; | s  w e r t  tlbi(.liiilt+tls thlOU[_'hout t h t  i lnpotIIIdtIItI1t." ,,\tld otl p;iL2e .~,-7 or ' the  ~,d'IIC 
r i p  >rt: "No sandhil l  crane-, or statable smldhil l t r ;m+ iic',tin~! hahitm :trc;~s ',,. t i t  c,h>tt", u,,I 
at l~cqtd Falls. In the Upper  l~enin>,ula. ,,undhfll ("rant>, nc,.t n+.o>t ton+me, e l y  in spl+~:tgnt:m 
bob'S ( I'athtt et al.. 199"+). it habitat that i~, ilOt present at .\u I rain l ia,; in." l 'hi,, sort o f  
tltrclessntss inditatcs dmt tht con>tlllalHs +.lit[ I1ot try [o thor+rashly dcs t r lb t  tile t l t l lq l l t  
I+¢a:UI'CS alld tl1'.,ironn+tuntal t h a r a t t t r i s t i c s  o l c a t l l  +1~++,.',~Jg... +. hilt sm+pl> nged :I bof lerphuc.  
fill. m-t l le-blank Ibrnl. not t ' ,  etl bo ther ing  at time,, It+ thatl~C the n~tnte o f  the th)~ ~l,,..tt 
suppo>edl> hcing assc'+:+,td 
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V 

Whether the consultants doing these "assessments" were unthmiliar with the geography 
and riatural habitats of the arca, were not given enough liwJe to do the needed stlrvcys, or 
were simply incompetent (or some combination o fall  three}, these reports arc wholly 
inadequate lbr assessing the impacts of the large-scale residential dcvcIDpments planned 
lbr these flowagcs. They arc an insuh to local residents and others who care about these 
areas and should bc thrown trot, and full |!nvirDnmcntal hnpact Stalemcnts done tbr each 
of these areas by a qualified and impartial organization. 

Fhank you for considering my comments. 

Steve (iarske 
PO Box 4 
Marcnisco, MI 
49947-0004 
asimina(a!ccoisp.com 

Cc: lVlagalie Roman Salas, Secretary 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
(]lard copy also sent USPS) 

References consulted include: 

[MNFI] Michigan Natural Fealurcs Inventory. 1999. M ' c h ' g a l s  Special Animals. 
13ill~:,.v, cb4msuc msu.cdu mnl],data animal ~ f ( A u g u s t  2006). 

[FERC] Federal Energy Regulatory ('onmfission. December 2t)OI. l)raft EnvirDnn~ental 
hnpact Statement for !lydropower t.iccnsing. Bond Falls Prqjcct. FERC Project No. 
1864-005. 

V 
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August 7" Trout (?reek Pubic M e e t i . g  

"Once again, LJPPCO shows total disregard Ibr the people of  the I J.p. Your objective in 
the aesthetic value of  the impoundment was "v/hy these areas have high aesthetic value 
and who values them amt why," yet the only people you ask about this was a couple of  
park rangers amt two campers. Your total l)tilurc to contact any local people on this 
subject confirms my thoughts on your extreme greed, l f l  wcrc you I'd leave the U.P. out 
Dfyour  name. Maybe Wis. Power Company wouht bc better" - Bruce Crossing, MI. 

"The hind (Bond) has bccn with us for 50+ years. The people that choDsc to recreate also 
understand this. Those that purchased property on Bond shoukl have known this. Good 

• [ t • . , job on Enviro Studies. Project should pr~ cccd. - I rout (_ leek, MI. 

"Aesthetics - Most important item is the protection of  the wild appearance o f  the 
shoreline and piers will detract fi'om that wild appearances. Study should include the 
aesthetics related to water quality. Clean water exists today but proposed use likely ,.viii 
reduce water quality." - Watersmeet, MI. 

"It is not appropriate to use acres pet" boat because much of  the reservoir surface has 
sublnerged Ml.lmps which makes nlany acrcs unsuited to boats - remove StuDlpage acres 
from calculations. Wildlife studies nccd to account lbr future changes in the okl growth 
buffer and project lands - will bc different 100 years from nov,'." - Watersmcet, MI. 

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

v 

A s s u m p t i o n s  

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

• 229 lots 
• Average Lot Price - $91,600 

Average Home Cost - $120,000 
Water Access 

• Docking rights 

Without water access and dockinq riqhts, the estimates will likely drop by 50-75%, and the 
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 constructed on the lots, which may take several years. It also assumes water access. 

St•_a te Description 
Education Tax 

tco nty O-pe   
I TOTAL 

Summer Taxes 
Amount 

6. 0000 145,372.50 
1.7503 42,407.58 

I 

$ 187,780.08 

Used For 

i 

i 
m t 

J 

Description 
School Voted 

, MARESA Allocate 
-/~I-A R E SA Voted 
County Allocate 
Coun_ty Ambulance 
_County Agi_ng Vo!@d 
MSU Voted 
Township Operate 

_Twp Solid Waste 
mwp Fir_e 

TOTAL 

Winter Taxes 
Millage 
17.8295 $ 
0.2123 $ 
1.8084 $ 
3.5007 $ 
0.9845 $ 
0.2408 
0.2360 
0.7879 
1.0000 
2.9337 

Amount  
431 ,.986.50 

5,143.76 
43,815.27 
84,817.59 
23,853.20 

$ 5,834.28 
$ 5,717.99 
$ 19,089.83 
$ 24,228.75 
$ 71,079.88 

$ _7_15,567.05 

Used For 
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AUTRAIN TAX INFORMATION 

AD V A L O R U M *  T A X E S  PAID BY UPPCO ON N O N - P R O J E C T  LANDS 
(Land sold or to be sold) 

AuTrain  Township 
2005 Summer Taxes .................. $ 2,636.00 
2005 Winter Taxes ....................... $11,459.00 

Total 2005 Taxes ........................ $14,095.00 

AD V A L O R U M *  T A X E S  PAID BY UPPCO ON P R O J E C T  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 ........................ $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 UPPCO's property is in any type of managed forest program that could result in a tax 
reduction 

August 2006 
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LIMESTONE TOWNSHIP 
$37,322,500 (Fair Market Value) x 50% = $18,661.250 (Taxable Value) 

A s s u m p t i o n s  

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

• 181 lots 
• Average Lot Price- $86,200 
• Average Home Cost - $120,000 

Water Access 
• Docking rights 

Without water access and dockinq riqhts, the estimates will likely drop by 50-75%. and the 
' development will likely take much longer to complete. 

The follow,ng 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 

S u m m e r  T a x e s  
Descr ip t ion  . . . . . . . . . . . .  - I~ i l lage 

State Education Tax 6.0000 
~.County O~erate 17503 

' T O T A L  

-L . . . . . . . . . .  A-r~-0~.nt 
L $ 111.967 50 
l S 32,66279 

! ......... $. 144~§30.29 . . . . . . . .  

Used For  

W i n t e r  T a x e s  
. . . . . . . . .  Descri-ption ] - - -  Mil lage 

School Voted ' 17.4400 I 

School Debt ~ 8.1100 
MARESA Allocate ! 0.2123 
MARESA 'doted 1.8084 

A m o u n t  Used  For 
$ 325,452.20 
$ 151.342.74 : . . . . . . . . . . . .  
$ 3.961.78 
$. 33.747.00 : ........... 
$ 65.327.44 
$ 18.372.00 
S 4,493.63 
S 4.404.06 
S 8,959.27 

County Alla_cate 
• Co~4nty__A.n_ lbulance 
• County Aging. Voted 

MSU Voted 
Twp A l . [0 .q~ !e  . . . . .  il 

[ T_o_ TAL " . .  

3.5007 
0.9845 
0.2408 
0.2360 
0.4801 

$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 ................... $ 886.00 
2005 Winter Taxes ....................... $3,776.00 

Total 2005 Taxes ........................ $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 ................... $ 311.00 
2005 Winter Taxes ....................... $ 1,326.00 

Total 2005 Taxes ........................ $ 1,657.00 

V 
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. 

August2006 
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I'OCUS (h't)up Meeting Agenda - 31 Aug, 2006 
9 

Upper  Peuinsula  I lydroe lec t r ic  Project: 
August 31 ,2006  Eastern Focus (irDup Meeting Agenda 

Focus Group PurpDsc 
The Focus Group is an advisory group. While it is neither a decision making bc, dy, nor will you 

bc asked to reach consensus on any issues, your input is important. Wc ask that you: 
• Provide feedback on the topic being prcscntcd 

• Share what your loam with others in tile community 
UPPCO thanks you for taking tile timc to be a part of  the prDCCSS. 

V 

6:00 p.m. - 6:02 p.m. 

6:02 p.m. 6:15 pro.  

6:15 p.m. 6:18 p.m. 

6:1 ~; p .m. .-  7:00 p.m. 

7:00 p.m. - 7:30 p.m. 

7:30 p.m. 

Welcome & openiug  comments :  Susan Finco 

Focus g r o u p  m e m b e r  introductions (Approx. I - 2 minutes 
each) 

• Name and organizatiDn(s) you arc rcprcscnting 
• What arc you hearing in tile community / flDm your 

associates? 

Overview comments a b o u t  environmental reports: 
• ~tlSall ] : inco 

Au Train,  Buney Falls aud  C a t a r a c t  a reas  
Env i roumenta l  repor t s  preseuta t inn:  I-TPRO 

• David R. l)ommic 
• Gary t !moM 

Focus group member comments / questions 

Meeting adjnurns 

UPCOMING .MEETING I)ATES: 

• l hu r sday ,  September 28: Eastern l"ocus (iroup Meeting 
• l 'hursday,  October 19: l'~astcrn Focus Group Meeting 

Draf t  SMP Public O p e .  Houses 
"l'cntativc dates pending upon availability / cDnfinnation of site locations 

• Tuesday, October 17: Western Meeting 
• Wednesday, October 18: Eastern Meeting 

V 

I_ - ~) _OI)(~ 
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\Vebsite Atkhtion h~'us (iroul', Meeting Notes Early ScfJtcmb,,.'r 2 

Susan ].inco opened up meeting, went over the ground rifles and the agenda, reminding everyone 
this meeting was about the environmental studies recently conducted. 

Susall wanted to make eonllllenls before starting the initial comments. There ,,,,as some confusion 
about the studies being draft documents - and the fact that there were some editing and 
grammatical  errors in the draft versions that were shared. "l'hc editing and draft errors arc being 
cleaned up -- but nothing substantive in the draft will change. 
Emphasized these are draft documents and there may be some changes betbrc the final document 
is issued. 
Input provided may resuh in changes bct'orc a final document is issued. UPP(T) did receive 
helpful insights frurn open huuscs that are bcmg considered tbr the reports. 
One example is that it was pointed out l.ittlc Falls was overlooked as an aesthetic feature. As a 
result, 1.ittlc Falls was visited and the inlormation will be included in the tinal document. 

She also mentioned the blacked out, or redacted, lines in tile document. Explained this is because 
UPPCO is not allowed to publicly identify habitats o f  rare, sensitive, threatened or endangered 

fish and wildlife. 
This information is given to the state and federal agencies UPPC() is working with and can bc 
obtained by contacting one of  the following agencies: 

• National Park Service 
• USDA Forest Service 
• US Fish & Wildlife 
• Michigan DNR 
• Michigan I)EQ 
• Great l a k e s  Indian Fish & Wildlife Commission 
• Kcwecnaw l:lay Indian Community 
• Michigan Hydro Re-licensing Coalition 
• Michigan Attorncy Generals otticc 
• I:ERC - l 'cdcral Energy Regulator3' Commission 

The environmental studies themselves focus on itcms including wildlife and aquatic habitat, loon 
nesting, recreation resotlrccs and aesthetic. 

Another example from the I:~astcrn UP is sornc information provided to us by focus group 
member Dave, who pointed out a recreational access site. It was visited and will be included m 
the final report. 

Susan reiterated that this meeting was not about non-project lands or tile development of  non- 
project land by Natcrra. Naterra is in the process of  crcatmg its initial design and is proceeding 
on a parallel path with UPPC() cvcn though it cannot tinalize those plans until UPPCO, along 
with the agencies, and with FERC approval, decides what is appropriate lor the use o f  project 

lands. 

The resuhs o f  the studies along v,'ith the agency consuhation process, and f, ublic input, ',','ill bc 
used to devch)p a proposed Shoreline Management l)km or SMI ). 

12 2~I 20¢~6 
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\t, cbslt¢ Addition Feces (iroup Meeting Notes [!arly v;ef+,teml+t'l .~ 

l h e  SM P ,.,,'ill cov,.:r rLon-projecl land use issues - and the dral+t SNIP ,.viii hc the subject o f  future 
public open houses and. if  you st+ desire, focus group meeting+ l h c  draft SMP is anticipat,.:d to I',c 
COlDplcted SOlllCtillle In October+ 

Initial +. 'Olllments 
The ba.dn doesn ' t  have all',' ,.\atcr left in it so tile canlpers are gone+ Not hearing too mucll..jtlst 
,.vonde~ing ' ,\here all the water  is. Said it would bc nice to ha,.'c a sign that said ' w e ' r e  ,.\orking 
on dam. be patient. '  I t ' s  ba,.l publicity if pcopI¢ don ' t  know wha t ' s  happenit+~g. 

From [ S( 'P  representative nlcml+,ers are looking at IDakJllg IlIOIlCV. tile',' see all opporttllllty It) 
build ht:,uses, it 's a posJti'.,e thing, l h c y  don ' t  like taxes but on other hand. t,av,,nships and 
nlunicJpalities have more and more mandates+ s,,) tile+,.' get less money  and tile only way to 
contirme is to raise mileages ,at broat.len tax base The opp,.lrtunity to broaden the tax has t  i< 
something wc support over  lllCrCdsCd mileages+ \ \ 'ant  to make  sure ~.t, It.~ support area for tourists+ 
quality o f  lilb+ It 's  not just about money  and p r o f h  

\\ :anted to knc, w Jr'people ',veru still going t,..) be able to fish :It Cataract. Said it is a big concern. 

Nc, t hcarir, g anything ,,lifl'crcnt l+rotn hctbrc+ Said tile people hc represents arc not v.Iclc,,mling o f  
illtcnsc de\ clopll+lcnt o f  lakcshore ltiid stream areas Rclbrrcd to prcviou>. COlIllllell[ till IS.IX I't[ISC. 
saying x\ ith dekIeh)plDent come> lllOl'e expenses \V]lclhcl" there iS dcx'c[OplllCnt or It() 
de\ clopnlent, there will N: ,..xp~:nse,< it i< not the ansv, cr to thc economic i',roblcms of the t P 

Ei iv i ro l | lnen la l  Pl'e~i~llla|ilnls 
I )av id  R. D o m i n i e  - I : . / P R O  - R~+crcalion a . d  Acsth+..'tic++. 
Back it: February and March o f  this year, the |IC~()[Irct.." a~el]cics pl'O". Jded all cxtcn>,i,, u li,,t ,,l" 
rccon+uncndcd studies the,.' v, ouhl like to so,.." o+mdtlctc,.I in relation t,a the d,2vclopnlell[ t+t the q \  
Jnlpout,+.hncnls. Tonight '.,. ill he regarding Boney I'all,,+ Au "1 rain and (_'alaract 

IIhc sit dies \;.crc d i \  idcd into three catcgotlcs - recreation+ aesthetics and '.; ildlil~: aquatic 
habitat In the last catcgor>, a special >,cction v. a', ,eft, un to the." Loons a-, a SllCClfic separate < ted \  
l .oons .',crc on ly  in\cst igatcd m ..\u l r a m  I)a\ id I )omh l i c  presented the recreation and ac>,',hc:it. 
portl,,m L.. el" th,: study v, hf lc (i~llI~ I':]ll(I]]d plICSCillUd the v, ddlilL" aquatic habit and loon pol uon>, tel 
the s tudy  

R e c r e a t i o n  a m l  A e s t h e t i c , ,  
Rcerl2atioll the pt.lF[It~s,3 o f  the lv't_'l¢atlOll -+tud~ wa+ to as,~t.'s~ the: qLKlllllt+~ ;llld t%'pcs tel 

lhcilJti~_'s on the Jnlp+,+LllldlllClltS. I [1¢~+ looked at c\J+4till~ ml~wnlat io l l  developed m relat ion :o the 
FI~R( I loc i> ins process. 

Site \ b i t s  wcrc  COtldtlctcd at each hllp,.~tnldlncnl, pr imari l ' ,  h,+ boa t  The\  photographed each 
site+ I]][c+,l out a sur,. cv lbrnl  [or each site as ,a ell. recording the location. ,.,.hat v, as at the s':c+ 
ei'osion, amenit ies, i t  any. and \~. hether it v, ;is a f i ) ln lal  o l  in iburml  site. I ur inal  mcaninu a~ ~,~ clx 
nlanagcd I+,v UPP( ' ( ) .  the I)NI<?. o tano thc r  inst i tut ion and ha,. ins amcmtic>, such as toilet>+. 
palIkm~ L~ ]ic~ ~ I I~[ i  [ launchc<, pi,.nic tables, ctt:. 

I? ?': ?f,!,r, 
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Wcbsitc Addmo.  l'(cus ( ; r t  up Met  g N ~ cs Early September 4 

lnfomml would be sites that were not officially managed by an institution but has been 
frequented over the 3,'ears by people. Each site is pictured in the report (figure 2. I) with a brief  
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 boats or what boating density these 
impoundments could handle. 
First, a usable lake surface was dctcm'fined by subtracting a 100-200 foot area around the shore 
as a buffcr tbr safety andior environmental reasons. The usable lake surthce was then divided by 

a boating density. 
This came from literature and varied from each place. Placcs where motorboats could be used 
would have more acres than places that wuukt have people powered boats, like canoes and 

kayaks. 

Findings of  recreation study 
Boney Falls There ,,,.'as an UPPCO carnpsite with a boat launch, toilets and parking. 

There was also an mlbrmal site with a launch. 
C a t a r a c t  There was a boat launch at the dam as well as a fishing arca, pier and a picnic 

area off" Route 35. 
There were also a couple informal sites o f f35  and then of  f an  old bypass whcrc people launch 
boa ts .  

Au Tra in  - Thcre was a significant campground,  a boat launch, toilets, capacity for 
vehicles and trailer rigs and also other smaller sites. "1 here wcre infornlal sites with a boat launch 
and camping  
"We think we 've  covered that thoroughly, but people brought forward inforntation and we may 
havc missed sonic." 

Aesthetics -- There was a fairly specific scope from the agencies regarding aesthetics. 
The3,' wanted tu map thc areas that have high aesthetic values and then know who values them 
and why. 

Rcscarch has shown that people have a clear "¢~slntl preference vvhcll it comes to aesthetics. "]hcy 
like to look at water and dramatic relief and ',vhcn those p.`"o are combined, tile ranking goes tip 

significantly. 
"l h e s e  were looked ill and  a q u a n t i t a t i v e  a s s e s s n l c n l  ,,',,as t l n d e r l a k e n .  E a c h  h l lpOt l l ld lnen t  w a s  

subdivided into subunits because each inlpoundment has distinct areas with different 

characteristics. 
Some of  the criteria used tbr the aesthetic study: 

Rel ief -  lung distance views (hills, watershed, ridgelincs, dramatic relief) 
Physical features - beaches, rocks, ledges, cliftk, coves, etc. 
Mys te ry  - If you aren't  quite sure what ' s  out there or what ' s  around the bend, it makes 

you want to keep going. 
Vegetation diversi ty the number of  types, if there 's  coniferous or deciduous or a mix 

ufboth ,  are there special emergent wetlands, super story trees, fall color, etc. 
Special feature wildlife such as watertbwl, raptors, eagles, wading birds, moose, deer. 

clc .  

I- .: } 21~(h', 
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~,l,'t'hsitt" Addition I:tlctis (;roup),leering Notes Eml> %cpten!l~c! 4 

Also.  i: 'u plaue has LnlLISUal cultural or historical tcaturcs l ike :ill o ld cabin that has buell niccl'~ 
nlainta ned. or historic fc:.lturc that is associated x\ ith the area, that is someihhlg people look l b r  
It hr ings memory  o r  l l ledl l i l lg 

[)elraelol '~; Excessive residential, recreational ( l l l t lOl + industr ial  dc\c l t )pn]cnl  lhat ilas 
becil poc, rly dolle alld doesn ' t  go v, ith the area -- people don ' t  like that. Poorly shod lacilillcs that 
[lle otlt o f  SOIl]C. wrong  color, doesl] 'l  fit. the lilies ere jtIst ,.\rong with \'vilal you .;ee arotuld you. 

\ \ h e r e  these sittlatiol'ls existed+ petals \vcrc lakcn o f f o f t h c  rating. 
Au "[ra id  scvet~ StJbtlllitS, ;! couple high. the rest llICdiunl. 
C a t a r a c t  -- lllOSt ',; crc Illcditllll+ it couple X\CFC bY,.\ 
['~one+~' - III0%I %%'ere IO\V 

;",'her, ~.orncthmg+s rated toy,. it docsn+t mean it's LIllalll'iIcli'. e. it'>; .iUSl thal relati'..e It) othc: 

areas, i: didn't rate as high. 

All o f  this iiH'ortnati,.m is m tile repoz't. %ornc o f  it has hccn modified. 

G a r y  E m e n d  -- %%'ildlife am l  A q u a t i c  Ih l l ) i t a t .  
The pu:pose o f  this part e l ' the  SlLldy ',%as [o t.'t)lldLIct [I habllat H1VClltol'y [llld ,,.it\ eh>l~ a I'lasc.'[lllU el 
Ilot itlSl the habit.:lts out there btit tile species o f  interest to the resource a~encies. A listing o f  
I'labitat~,. both ;l(.]tlalliC alld IHlld \%as (tc\ eloped. In order t,.~ acc,an'~plish thi-., a tcav'n ,.~t" col]-.tllt~tl'it<+; 
was Ib |nlcd o.msisting of  \,,ildlifc biologists, l 'hey  worked with King McGrcgor .  a consuhan:  
groLlp based hi Michigan thai has a lot e l ' exper ience  itl the U P .  Fiasically they \vorkcd v, ilh 
~lgCllCik s t(I develop v.ork scopes based Oil established protoco} alld sample  protocol 

hi Ma>. helicopter flights ','.crc conducted,  lo,.&m.L, tbr suitable and c'xistmL' held eagh:. USl,VC > 
:and gtc~lt I',luc herring hahi'.ats. I hc.,. ',,.atchcd G .  large pine tree<,, snag-, and v.ethmds and 
suitahh, perch trees. 
]:oiler. ing tip oil that. ill .hllle. [he", did heat surveys  and field sur'+'cys, v, a lkmg lhc shorchl:c alld 
c x a n l m m g  the \ egetati,.m. I "ndcrx~ atcr cameras,  typog.,raph}, t IPS de\  ices. video cameras  end 
diE,.ihll _'atncri~s \', cue all tlscd i11 Ihc - l e d \  A lltlmbcr o f  I> l'lCS o1" v, etlands and hal',irate, x: crc 
ivatcd, i hc tcuu'n did nut look Ibl a -,i;eclcs unless an a ucncy N',ccil'lcall]., a-,kcd then', to luoL h,r i: 
but the." did nolo l]Ic ab>,Clh.+C *)I+CCl'laln species+ \Vhat the'. Ibund v, as all lhrcc v, ctlands x,. l:}i 

al(Itl[I \ t i!CIilliOll '~',crc l'Olllld III alrcas \',ith shalh',v, t vpO~ldph} bcCdtlse it \',its plotectcd from 
harsh ,., a \ c s  Thc  soils c(}nduci\ c to that kind o l ' \ c g  are sand. sill. nlud. tic. In hi,gher cnclg> 
areas, tllcy t~Hllld cobble, era', cl+ coar~,c v, ood> dct',ris, old dead Ihmtm.e trees, etc. l h c y  m;H',pcd 
all e l  that x,, itll tile idea that \ ou IIqcd [0 kilo',', \L hal",  {+tit the le  Itlr habitats to a\oict iIllpaCD, O:1 
Lhc ldlld [llld l',rotcct IL 

I .oons l h Q  did not look :it ( [ l [ [ l i [ ic l  (11 l~tl l)c\ Falls ['rccHiisc the ;l~enclcs \~cle 1]ol I[~[k.'l'k'n!Cd Ill 
[hi+so a cas "l'hcy obser\'cd h+t)tls al .\u ]'railI. hLIl IIO lie',iS Ihc lootis \', elCll'[ aCtlll~ tqrrlttUiul 
hkc they typi,.ally ,.]o so it ,.,. a, ctmcluded that tile,. ,.',ere .iusl Ibragm~. the soulhern part i., tp, cd 
c\tcnsb, ely by sar, d hill cranes ior t~eding and toosthl~ at m eht I hey also, oI',ser,.cd diilclcn: 

v, atcril,',,. I species and ,.v,.+odkmd ruptors I',ir,.Is ,.H'pre> at all three. [ he,.' dldn't lend much a +oil! 

any of' hc inll'~oun,.hnctlts lhal \',as unusual the} ',\ere t>T, icul area:-; of the Mid,.\ cst and tl~c 
nt~l'lhe~!stetll I'%. ]"rolli the resells oldlc stud}, tile} ,.Ic',eh~ped a IClllplalc ol'hal~itats, knu,.x i:l!! 

,.: hcru it is. -:o that later on an~. unpac::', could hc mmimi/cd 
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Comments/qucsti(?!ls rct~ardmg prcsentations 
Susan Finco started off by saying they would start with comments regarding the presentation and 
then go around again to get people's perspectives on the aesthetics of the inlpoundmcnts. 

Where is the hest fishing? 
Gary: We have information that is on the way to us from tile DNR. Wc don't have any data for 
Cataract, but wc sampled Boney and Au Train. We don't know what tile data says, we don't '  
know tile typical size offish species. We do know all 3 impoundmcnts contain warm water fish, 
perch, walleye, pike, etc. 

Will this i~lfi~rmation he 13rthcoming at the end c?f Novemher? Will it be at hand then? 
( a rc :  1 don't  knov,' how the I)NR would fccl about us releasing field data. What wc '.,,'ill do is 
report what 's out there, not so much the health of the fishery. 
Shawn: Whenever I have visited Cataract, 1 have observed people catching fish. It doesn't 
always happen to scc people catching fi'om the shore. We're expecting Cataract would bc very 
good. 

7bhle 4.2 - rcl~'rring to aesthetics, the dcgree o['naturalism, what arc" they r~,/L'rring to? 
David: The natural setting, how undisturbed it is. 
It's .s'howhTg negative figures [hr Cataract. 
David: If one assumes a lake is natural in character, things that disrupt that nature would get 
negative points. You can sec power lines at ('ataract. The dams were considered an integral part 
of the hmdscape. If have other areas are incongruent with the setting, the area gets negative 
points. 

Is it exph~ined an.wvher(' - I can't see it. Is there something other than the power Ibtes (that 
~ ould give ('ararat[ negative points)? It is pretty aesthetically pleasing and rehttivelv 
undisturhed exccpt.fi,r power lines. It is hard to unch,twtand how tht 3' arrived at that. 
David: We can add a definition of naturalism. An area is assumed natural and anything perceived 
not natural gets negative points. If you have something that detracts from that natural character, 
it gets negative points. 
Shawn: If you look at section 4.5, it divides natural character into three categories: lo,.s. 
moderate, and high. 1 think that's what you're looking for, for a definition of why it 's this or that 
s c o r e .  

I,s it entirely hecau,~c ~/ powcr lines? 
[)avid: 1 don't remember exactly.., there arc houses that come down to the shore. An example of 
a detractor of natural character - wc wcrc driving alollg Shoreline Drive in Marquette and 
suddenly there's big pD;vcr phmt with large stacks. Aesthetically, it isn't attractive. That would 
definitely get negative points. 

Shawn: I'able 4-3 goes through each subunit and describes where detractors come fi'om. 
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 abont aqnatic weeds and stuff... Being in lower shallo;v 
water, the southern end is nothing but a large mudflat and weed bed. When that study was done, 
there were at least 3 diftbrent t>pcs of weeds you could scc, tloatin~ dead mats of v, ccds. l low 

V 

12 ?9 ?006 
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much (?fan inlpact does something like that --- v, hcn you have that man,,  di f f  t vpcs i)l+aquatic 
litE in >hallow area. how is that set up in your  study? 
(Jar,,': Wc took straight lines across the basin, if we get to a point where it .,.z,¢ts deep. What x~c'rc 
able to do is n][lp [ll'cilS O1" suhmergcnt  aqua vegetation, We IDappcd c m c r g c n t \  cgctaliOll too ;itli] 
dit't~rm/t species types. 

Other um'.s'li¢)n l have a;llWtt(" who :~ lived oround  that c:rec, knmt  ~ lhot wit/tin thol latld [+~ hc 
.~'olcL it has prohah(v  two to l tnw major  migration route.s" lhr dee, .  Will th(,rc t)c cm:v OFt  u/ 
.stuclie.s done enl what  k ind +~/ impact deve lopment  wou ld  hove +m that? 
(htrv: ] ]lilt is outside o f  our Stlldy. 
No tu~ studies ~k)nc on lcttul~ th~ll wou ld  be ~uld e~r & 'veh ,ped /  
Gary: \Vc d~dn t do ilia}' v, ork outside o f F E R ( / p r o  cot lands. 

Do veto [h/ks p /an to cottlc hock ond.studv tit(' ha.~'ins durin,.,, wat( 'rlbwl s¢'elson ~ ] knem veto ~ou a 
/('u ( "¢/,ladian Zcc','(', t>I/t .l'¢nt "re not hiltin~ tile ri£,ht lithe o[.i'£'clr 

(Jar',__: "1 his wasn" a cDnducti, .c use stud}. Wc did a habitat inventor}', taking thc assumption that 
i ra  habitat is there and is usable: the species  is there as well .  Just because \~c \~ ercn'l thcrc. 
,.]oest')'l t'~c0.n w e  wouh.ln't consider  the specic.~ inhabiting t]lat area, 
I /  yo l l  'I (' C;%%It,Vlll'Ig .I'011 VhCHI/,/ (IS.XIlIII(" u ' ( l lcr f l *u ' l  /IIIIItC.*'S o r e  I/ICI'C }O l i  d i d n ' t  li~l onv  

w( l l ( ' r f i ,w l  /llllI/CtW+ 
Gary:  [ h a l  w(.)u]d ha'.. c bcctl tic(] to recreation work. 
You diet li~t recreational lea'cry, t)ltl you di+hl '1 liM /mnt'(,r'," 
~ :  We hlp, c bccn working on that. 
(ji!r}: .,it Cataract alld Au I ran1 ~>. c were u,.t looking ill hahital charat.'tcri-,tlcs ( 'crtahl  :u,.';v., arc 
,,'c 0 '  g~,od tbr Tnigrating watcr tbwl:  x~." worked that approach x~ ith DNR lhai  x,. as one o f  then 
con(;crlls Cg.lll you  dcterllli)lc \~.ha[ is Ilscd bv water  for, 1'.) I f  the habit;t( i< there, x~c [lSSl.lllh'd ',he\ 

ilI'C the: c. 

( } i i  l/lC ',llI¢I/l Cliff'. olI(, I VOll /]sl 17.+llt.~h .(l'OllSC +llld "+hUl'/~t'~li~'+ :~ 
( ;arv:  I I" \', c h,.'ard ,.]runlnlln~! or \', halnot+ it ',x ould ]lax c bccn noted. 
Nhd\~.ll () l ie of ' the [hi l I .~N t l l i>  T'CpOFI iS d,.'signc(l tu do ~s to c(~ll,.'c+t dam v.e (]i( ln't ha le  ? ' . lcn v,c 
gut t(> l. lannhlg non-proiccl  use,., xxc'l] l ist  d"-di]~lblc d;l[[i. It",,.c ]mxc c+thct mlbrm:mon aN,u[ 
~atcrfi.,wl use. m l|lakh1~ dcclsh++1++:+ \;]icthk, r thal t.'xlMing data gets into Fcp(+rt or llOt+ It \~.tCl't 
nliltlcF +'OF doctlm¢lltHl~ ptlFpOsc~. 

] .'~.'t" .vo l l r / )o I ; I I .  / ) I l l  I f  ~I'C ( i J l l / i / . ~ I  OliI"/I~III0~', OlI o l ] IC l  i l l f O l ' l l l c l l H ) l l  i ol l  "l(" ll'~lll~, l/loll ~ l Jil l ' ]/ l"t' 
u~c/M ] le  on/v hove rcp~Jrl~ /I '~ yood  Ir~ hc hcl tcr  in /~rmcd 
5;ha~n ()no thing ~c  ~ i l l  bu doln F in dcx clophlg lhu SMP i~ mdicatm.,._, ~ h \  duci~ions ~ c ' c  
made, lhat's where other dat;l \~i l l  conlc into p l ay  

] li~uno the slmlic~ it vet 3" mlcrc~liJ1.,." lh/l cvervl~odv km~;~ ~ uolcr 11o~ li~h Ipl/l. I +Itdn 'I ,(', o/, 4 

oh(Jl# mi~rotln~ ]lird, 

q~ap,': \ \ c  could ccttah'd} hccf  thal up  
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You waited till aJter fishing ,~eason started to do studies. A II the peoph" are on the hikes and the 
wildlife disappears'. It matters because you gave more points to areas that had more wihlli[~'. 
Some phwes rated lower because there were more people, which means h,.ss wihlli/e, d l.so, 
erosion is a hit  concern o/)'ours, httt ~.Vott plan on putting 400 hottses on an impounthnent, how 

wouht that help? 
Shawn: One of  the things that wc will bc required to do is to make sure whatever gets proposed 
does not accentuate the erosion prnblcm. As we've  said in earlier meetings, once something gets 
approved, it doesn't mean wc can walk away and say so what if it's causing erosion. 
Environmental impacts will have to he dcah with. If non-project use is alti:cting shoreline, we 
will have to look at that. 1 can give you some examples if somebody ix frequently using a spot 
by shoreline, wc will have to take measures, stabilizing it or providing ahernative access with a 
stairway or something. It 's good you brought it up. We do have to take that into account. 

There are no pe~gtle there right now using it. but we still have an erosion problem. "lhe more 
people you stick in there, the more erosion you have..,Is/at as the aesthetics O/the phtee. Boney 
lqdls is in hts't place because o/roo/tops and houses and A u "l)'ain .seored a hJt higher heealtse 
there are no houses, l[)'ou stick 400 houses there, what will happen to tit(" aesthetics o/ the area? 
l low are ),ou going to deal with that? ,'llso, no nests wereJbund filr sand hill cranes and blue 
herrings hut too.st o / the  .~tmly w a s  done in a boat. You prohahly won 't./ind nest.~" floating in 
water. In order to .sllttlv 200feet of land.volt would have to go 20 peoph' wide and go arotold the 
basin. 
~ :  Wc did conduct helicopter flights to look for nests; wc scoured those impoundments 
looking for those. Sand hill cranes have special habitat requirements, wet meadows, bugs, etc. 
There wasn' t  any of  that type o f  habitat in the project boundary. In Cataract, there was one area 
that is a possible ncstmg area hut we couldn' t  find anything. 

Conlnlenls o11 Aesthetic Va]ues 
l-vcryonc v,'~ s ~ skcd. 'What do you use the impoundments for and what do you value about them 
aesthetically? 

[I Ilk</their relatively natural eomfitions. I f  k'ou want to go canoeine orrislring, it "~ nice to look 
tit natttre arennld.wnt, On too.st lakes, y o u ' r e  looking at ~¢ntl~" ,~t(v "s ]~i.l~ house, there "s too nl¢tt~F 
docks, hoat.s. 7he.s'e places (the mq~oumhnents) at'(" a ni~'e place to get awa)." /iwnt devehJpntent. 
l 're been to all three - Cataract is the closest one. That's a neat spot; there are lots ~?/nooks and 
t'rannies to 14o it! around  there. Other than that p o w e r  line, it s e e m e d  prt't O' italltraL hits o /  
wihllifi', dight 't seem like a lot q/boating pressure. The trend is more and more o/these hikes are 
hehtg lo.w. Fence Lake got bought up and closed up. llate to see the protections not en/oreed. 

I live h,ss titan a quarter mih" north q[the end o/ the (Au l)'ain) basin. There art, two great things 
you can enjoy. You can walk ahmg the river at the north end. at'ross the ~htm. the/all eolorx are 
unbelievable. A number o f  people stop to take pietures. The other thing is in the fidl, you can 
take a canoe when there's water attd there '~ alw(tvs" wihlfi[t" - deer. hear, waterfowl.., it "s great 
to go ~hm'n on old tower hilL you can watch an),thing you want to see go flying through there. 
II 's /ttsI beer1 nalttt'al enough where  .volt can go down  there and  lhere '.s alwa)w something to see. 

V 

I 2 ~!t~ 21~t)6 
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l vtlIuc (ttticl o n d  d~trknc.~" i .k'O d o e  n t o .  lit l)'tlin tit d u s k  c.V)ccial!v dur in~  water /~ ,wl  
mi,~rtlt,ons', [ ('(trio(" dol t  n the  ~11o1"c f lnd  jtl~t ~'it t here  il "~ till" [ll('k o/1111D1(111 a('l ivitv that  makc~  

it ]I,~'UUIOII% 

I+'amili,~r ~ i lh  hnnc.v / i d a  t~ut ne t  er  u~cd  it. 

.Vrv('r h c c n  t+, I Iom'v  Bu t  ..tu / r a m  a n d  ( "atur(wt._ there  i.sn 't ~l ui+cr V,,,I in the" l i d /  B y  .-lu 
1)" tin. .  vm 2ot  the  hi lA a n d  the  uat~r ,  it '~ hcuuti[id.  I ~knt 't c a r e  i / I  catch/~.dl:  h n t m c i n ~  u , ' o u m l  
ou t  in the  hoar. y o u  look  ~ll'Olltl([ ~tnd y o u  "rv /~.~t in the  ~ ho le  u , , r id  (lu~ e it yel.~ al l  tntllt tip. it 7l 

IglkC lh, II ttU'~lV 

..lu 7)'c1.;n hu~in tl or"  '~ m d , , , d v  there  lhc  /iGliu.~ i~ c ~  cl/enl,  t lw u ulh'v~'~ there  urc  t~i~aHttr 
It "~ ter n,~nizcd i~1 ttltlll.i m t t i o m d  ttl~t.,~it-_in~'.~" 1~1" it.s w~tllcvc a n d  lukc.  l hcre  e r e  m~ h+nt.sc.~'. ,u, 
li~ht.~ ~'t ni~]lt l .k'o ice l i d  i ,,, it mi~h~i.~ht. /test .~o sit  ou t  lhvre.  ] 'm o n l y  one.  that  "s w]klt  I l i ke  

l / i t  come,s to aesthet ics ,  w h e n  ) 'ou m a k e  a c lum~e  writ t a l ked  ~d>oul nl#nl~vr o / p e o p l e  lt,sill~ 

{II'U(IS, ~l']l('tl [ li~ cd in Ion('r ~/ii hi~,~tn, in .s<~l~l¢" ¢ll'c~l.~" It ~ tl.s ]icll'l] Io st'(" the luke. [)~7)eml~ on  the" 

dq~rce  q /~h 'vc lo lmlent  

N|ore  kHcst i ( . ) l l  c O i i l n l C l l t S  011 [h¢ }!11"., ironi11elllal Slt ldJes 
]~'ytlrJin,,~ tile ~v~'h'm they  tl~c'~] tl~ d e t e r m i n e  ~ i~trt~ "in~ ~ ~q~t~ it!" ~t~ld usitlR u 2()O-/i~ot hul/i'r, the  

r¢7,o:'1 dum'ed  vcCv./~'w hoal~ r .  m~ htJal.s" ill %O111C (l/'C~l.g / "DI IllJl WO'C ]llJ~t 111~11 ttil] ll[/~'('l 

("I'I>CY) X l I~ms +ul /Nlm,~ tht' I+,t.~ lip. ( "oliuwvt dnl'~tl "I h~llc tht" t~llU~+tt~ o/ hdndlin.t~ vl.rv in, tilt 

boule" t e t  5,~ Iot~ UI'C pr+qc~tcd 

II 'hat c/ /v¢t  u ~u ld  ,I I,~lt ~'~ll'r~ i~l~ cW~a~i(v h a l e  ,m plu~ls to dc lc l , ,p  thut  (I /cl l /  
l)a~. i~l: T h e  canting cal ' ,aCLt' ,  v. a s  d o n e  t o  g i  ~. e a s e n s e  ~ d ' t h e  a p p r o p l i a l u  n u n l b c r  o f  b o a t , ,  ( ) n  

(_alarart. that ' s  1lOt the kind ol+placc to ha \c . i e t  skies  alId speedboats  on. Person pov.'crcd htmts 

\ ' ,ouM he okay lhat  : '+as jLI%I ill II~eFc to ~i'. e eXaml', les,  it+s not , . lclimn,.  e 

]~i].~/l! I 0~:. WC'I'(" l l l l r l [ t  i t l~  II/'¢Hll f/l{" ?lll/ll/~('l" i t /  J¢l~ ~X tt l l  I]IC.C .I)~lxDl~ 1/ tilll'oIIc' lllltllCd ll. {/¢~ 

h d l o w  +ll~ c /k 'ck  ¢Ui +Ill 7)2i111 /k l~Hi .  IIOII Xl iHdd [k" ~i .~t~(~] /HHi" ]~i'l tlll~C I]ICI'C '~ lltJ :~l[~'l" IH ! 

l / t o ' r e  . I '. s/l~l/]oll ~i~ it is, iltsl~ is till' ttlllC t~  sc'c' I]1c itiq~t~ t +~/ ~h,~ks. ~ ~,lt ~ ell rc~llA '.co" t/l+i~ 
tll~llolll .Inol/l('r ql icst iou 17h' ~'+lst ~ldc ,,/ h~lsin is qltil~" hi/Iv • i/]lt ,mc~ ~tt~']~lll in thiH ¢lr,'~l h~l, 

t l l / l '  I (L I , s i d c r l l l i o l l  ]~(.cii ,ffi~ i112 f, ~ it tl/'t..l q / l ( / ] i t ' t  i]ltl" f~ I'lllltl[/ t l l l ( ]  s t  I~ {I,L~t' /11 []l(It ilt'('(I 

.S_ha,.vn: Circe o f  the things th:n ,.,. hun Natem~ plans de\ clopn~cnt. O~c'. h:~xc to make sure c:~ch lot 
has an :v.:c,,.'ptahlc IocaUon lbr f l in t  l h a l  conlbmcd v. ith the dlgtLtllC¢ frol l l  the :~ctual 
HIlpOtllldlllC111 shou ld  lake." i]1{o i lccoL]ll[ lh~.)se col lccr l l~,  

II hczl h i n d  o / p r o l ~ / v m ,  di+l ~+,1t rio1 e l i , ; /m Iht" +'~t~lsldc ~ 1 5 0 / i l l / v  V,t Ink",. ~e//c+,m(.' </;,:~ H 'h, '  
~i</c'~ +,1 I]ln~c /IliA+ ) t*lt ~ t e l  ]k" dr1 l l / ) [ ) ro / l i i t l l t"  (/ l~lt l t l(  ~ (i~l tlV /Filth l/It" II ?il('l'. ]llll II /Hit /1~l/!]h 'tl~ 
t~tl l op  r~/f/Ittl hill i m / , t l t l ~  I/ l i l t  ~x~ll('r ~/lld l / l i l t  ]~liSl/I ] ]lC /'lc~lp/(" I/I I/I~' c'l~ltiitlltlillV +ll'C ~'t,t/: l't ;It't] 

~i/~Oill I]11', ]~'l'tlll.St" O/  l]h' II]lO~i'~l]Y]ll 
(_ire,_,: Natcrrn has not de' .chT,  cd :lny phlIIS 3C[ b i l l  Hll(~ like that i-, ve t}  imp,,+rt fi~u future 

Coi I s lddrL l t  h)t l  

I-" 2 '1 "<u., 
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V 

As part ¢?/these studies, you didn't make any eonelusion ~,/the ~h, veh)pment ¢?/prq/eet lands" on 

hahitats? 
~ :  No. We're  v¢orking for UPPCO, not Naterra. We're  just looking within the FERC 

boundaries. 

Is am'one doing studies on pr~jeet hind? 
~ :  That would bc directed towards Natcrra. 
Brad: We don't do individual environmental impact studies. We work with the hcahh department 
and septic systems. 

You eouht ~ipe out these streams heeattse you're on private hind? 
Shawn: No. They arc protected regardless because of  state lay,,. 
Brad: We involve I)EQ and other proper authoritics before v,,e do any de,, clopment. 

A re there any raptors nesting ? 
Brad: Not on our property. 

No devehq)ment has been proposed on the e~ts'tsieh' if~Berne3': IVhen Naterra t)hms on that. 1 will 
have something to say. 
Natcrra: l 'herc arc no roads. It will probably be sold to an adjacent property owner. We can ' t  sell 
lots where they have canoe or boat access only." 

Regarding the environmental study it seem,s" more and more that all we're doing ix building 
better hrochure [i~r Naterra to .sell land. "lhe more ae.sthetically pleasing the land is and the more 

animals you find. it drives zq~ lot prices. 
Greg: 1 understand why you would think that, but the real puq'~ose was to identify the features on 
the reservoirs, so we can determine where firings shoukt be done. where they should not be done 
and get an inventory. What you have been telling us is this is beautiful place, we know that, but 
the inventory tells us there are areas where nothing should be done and maybe areas that shoukl 
be developed. That is the purpose. Understand where you ' re  coming li'om because you had nice 
secret on the Au Train. It 's docunlented now that this is nice place. 
It's not onh water we "re ¢'otleerned with. lots all around places peoph" can't get. 7"here "s noheJ~lt' 
on that land, no acted's, so once people haw~ houses and lots, it will he taken over. It will be their 
hael(vard We'll lose the lake AND the wood~. 

lhmting pressure I see how a number ~ f  people using the hind will have an a¢h'erse q/]i,ct. It's 
DNR policy too. An exalHple eouht he Ewen township, the timherlamA" th,velopment, I haven "t 
heard attything to the negative on that where peoph, ha~'e ¢omplained, seems like it would he 

with policies related to hunting and fishing. 

%hawn's comments on the Au Trah~ drawdown 
Shawn: We need to do another news release on the Au ] r a in  drawdown. It 's unique from an 
environmental standpoint aod a dam standpoint. "lhe only way we can draw down is I00 (-'FS 
through the powerhouse. 

V 

12 2 ~) 2006 



Jnofflclal FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-I0856-000 

Wcbslle .'\ddilmn t-O<li~ ( i roup  \lcclJiil~ Note<; Farly Scpicilll~C! ] ] 

\V¢ bu!~an Jn early June and \ \c  did a news release \~¢ proBahl)  nccd to tit) an update because 
that was a long l ime ago. 7 "c ' rc  stil l viewing it as working on the S{ll11C pwiect bul lhosc nol 
familiar with the process doll'l \ low it like that. As ~\e did begin lllailllell[incc work on lh¢ sotllh 
levy, '~.¢ needed It) tit) SOlYl¢ lcsl ing il l the Basin itscllL lha l  Icsting has not }'el begun bccati~c 
we ' re  waifin,is for  bed It) tt~' otll. It i~ a mud hole r ight now. ] h a l  testing is to look tbr dupih to 
bcdroc<, that is something I.'I{R(" has asked tl~, Io do. Based on Ihal. \ \e ~ou ld  have to propose 
changes  to lh¢ d{lIll. %,Ve'rg doing nlahltenanc~." fllld tcStillg. ~,|4illl¢ilaiit;¢ slarled on the 21>1. \Vc 
Wi]] gO! Otll {l IIC\% S release to say he\,, long w e  expect  it to CoIIthltlC. EOIllO areas o f  the dyke  drg 

slighll) Io\~er th{lll olher al'CilS. Y.O FF]4(_' has asked us to raise the ¢Ievdlloi1. II settled Because 
soillc orlho organic material has decomposed that's a th¢orx In atltlition It) that, \'allen \\¢ 
reached fi le Io\~cr level. Jl~c ~ould contJlltl~ as lhe IJc¢ilsc says. thal r~.'scr~ oi r  \\ould conlhlu¢ 
io drop. St> \ 'dial we ha','c asked the r¢soi.ll'¢C agencies; lbr is to rcthlcc lilt.' {llliOUllt o f  v, aler to I r \  
to kcelz it f rom dropping.  I t ' s  bccn a dry year.  st) we  h a \ c  ' ,cry liltlc \~ ,a lcr  COIl l i l lg  in 
l{ '~apor4tion in the SUlrunerli l l i¢ is a big f(actor, Ioo. 
\Vc may see it ColllhltlC It) drop dowly. Bil l  we're I ryh lg  Io rct luu:  l]l i l l .,\~, st)on 4s \ye're dOllC. 
~ e  \ \ i l !  g lad ly  Begin to ref i l l .  

l.~ the  I "('d('ra] (;ovrrtmu'#~t tlyhlcnim.." down ~#l ]t 'vv cunlrul  sill< ," xx h(it h u p p l ' n e d  in .\'r;~ 

Orle~ms' /  
( i reg:  No. i l 's  part o f  daul salL'ty pt'ogrdnl. Nol  to say ddIYr4 tircil"l ",alL" by lho siandard the 5 \~¢rc 
Buih b),  Bul they imp lcmcn l¢d  a progranl  l0  )'cars a l e  Io prepare Ior tl~c " 'probable maXi l l l t i i l l  
f lood."  It was mathemat ica l ly  calculated, based on run o l ] 'o l ' f i¢ ia lcd and rite \~orst rain ¢\ cnl. 
W e  hax c had to m o d i f )  IDOM o f  the ddlll% ill \ \ ' PS ' s  rcsot l rccs \Vc o w n  3-1 d~tlllS Ul ldcr 2-| ! i  R (  
l icense, and lllOsI ]tad to ha\¢ >t)lllc sorl o f  modi f ica t ion.  \Vc ' rc  rebui ld ing dykc~. \Vhcn a 
ht lnlUl l  ._'tills tlow is coln in  7 o\ mr, the COlIC¢rll for  the IDa\i lDt l l l l  f lood is lht l l  dal l l  \~, ill l i  l) u\  cr 
It 's nol .just tl~c' ddlllS iD M id\~ csl. all across [ :~. Phcy ' rc  dome rephicemcnts o f  nl : l jor d)kc~, 
COIlCI'CIC \ \ork .  etc. It slarlod way Bc|'or,2 tile plier levies ISSUe ill New ()rh.'ans. 

[]¢~XV ~lt C V~tlt h¢l]¢lll('l#l'~" I lh l l  ] ~'lx W/me  I o i l  '1%' Jl¢,~/l/')itlk( Wtll/,~l(', '" u ~tl('l' ill  t i le  ];~lSl// 

Shawn \ \ h e n  ~ca thc r  was fore tas ted to be abo~c gO degrees .  ~ c  did daily tempcralurc ]'c, tding~. 
hut i f  ~ atcr got aho~ c certain temperature,  \~ c ~ ouldn' t  release the full ( ' l% { Indcr norm:d hill 
CIC\ dliOI1, ~. OIl't 'C dr'd\~, i l ig  '0. m c r  fl-om BOIIOII1 \k h c r c  il "s c o ] ( I c r  [n all fl~¢ y e a r s  ~ ¢'~ c dcah \ k i th  

dra\ ~, d.l'o, n,,;. dur ing v, arm m,t,h(s. Bul now v,c ' rc  having colder Il ighI% SO l[ iS less Of d COliC Cl'n 
\~, c ' r c  ' r y m g  :o 3el drav~do~ n. Bill it get rain. go  Back~ ards. if> ou slow do\~ n. that ¢l'IL'cp, 
lClllpcr;it l lrcy, ddd%.'s dra\~.dot~ i l  1[ "', ~l)tlt] Jill" d I4 \  <, t ie \  ~. 11 [is hc [I the, ~, edr 

IH I / I t  l.ala'1:~ ~t'nl hl law tml i lm~ i i  ~ar wt lhul l l  l l a l i ' r  uu~ ~'~ ~ w l d  d~ul~i#l.~ rl.~/ll.~. I / I t  i~dm' drop,  
.~H "o  ]71<' ~ fmdil,~ i l l  ~[ti#¥]lli'l&' ~old he/0rc l / Icy n i ' rc  /mi l l  / he re  '~ ,~ml<' l!v l i l t  w'Ol~l, lhr ~c 
were ~ , Id  w l d  lhcl 're ltuildm.!z m~*rc 7hcl 're llOl u rH'l]t III.~., ~ alvmt Iml blq <lot hr. lhcv NI~I i~ ~ml l~* 
~('(" WClli'#" .lltM ll~il l~ l]Ic ctm<lo, ~Iv <111 c~illll])/(" T]lt,~(']t(,ii]ll(, lh~ll I heir(, o#(i u~tH,r ri.~ht~ 61lI 

pl/tlln,~ c/do(~ i i i  I/I(' ix</A,r 

%usan: fhc  lopic o l l h c  nuxt mc,.'mlu. \~h id l  is %q~cnlBc' i  2,";. ",amc ..talC, same place. ~11 ~c 
CCOIIOIlliC ill lp[IClS. 

i • "L I  ~ l i l l ( ,  ! - - - 
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PI;BLI(" COMMENTS FROM DOUG S(IIFIJNEMAN 
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From: Doug Scheuneman [mailto:dscheune@ner.timberproducts.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 0S, 2006 12:31 PM 
To: Puzen, Shawn C 
Co: Les!ey.KordelJa@fercgov; john.estep@ferc.gov 
Subjec t :  E-Pro Environmental Assessment of Hydro Projects (1864, 10854, 2506, 2402, 10856) 

Sh~lwn: 
The Alger County Fish and Game Alliance has read thru comments made by Ihe Michigan Hydro 
Rel censing Coalition to your company and FERC on August 28. 2006 regarding the 
En'.,~ronmental Baseline Assessments conducted by E-Pro Consulting on your firm s behalf 
Our organization is extremely concerned that these studies were too superficial and lacked the 
necessary intensity to provide the type of information that will be necessary for lifelong decisions 
to t e  made regarding non-proiect use of project lands. Although we certainly agree that your firm 
sho.Jld be able to sell your non-project lands, we are very concerned that whatever you ask to do 
w~tL ,n tr~e project boundaries will have a negalive effect on all current recreahonal users of the 
project lands 
Fro "n here fo~vard all of my comments will be restricted to the AuTrain Basin Hydro sRe 
(#10856): 
Th,~ 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 
"no, maF recreational use was at a minimum compared to other months While there were some 
fishermen and a few campers, peak use of the campgrounds dc~es not occur until after the first of 
tub  
Per laps tho most significant use of shoreline (project) land areas along this~mpoundment is 
waterfowl bunting and bird watching during the fall m~grat~on, From Sept 1 through the first two 
weeks of November use of project lands, on both sides of this flowage, peaks Other important 
recleat~onal uses of project land such sightseeing, hiking, and canoeing or kayak~ng occur ma q~y 
fror~ soring thru fall However. there is some winter ice fish,ng and snowmobiling 
All nf these users could be negatively impacted by non-project uses of proiect lands and nothw 0 
wm covered in the E-Pro study to address this issue, 
The prohlern this year ,n the Basin for trying to study recreat,onal use n all seasons ,s that :l~( 
l;re:~ent drastic 'drawndown. for whatever reason, has alte,ed and even eliminated a lot of the 
"no=real recreational use of the impoundment 
We suggest that ad(Jit~onal stud,es be set up for next year. ,f norrnal water levels pernl~t, to 
me;.sure the current recreabonal use of the Basin Then perhaps ,ntelligent decisions can be 
made regarding the real impact that non-project uses of project lands on this flowage wdl have on 
ai', recreational users Then. ~}nd only then. can a sound SMP be whiten fur the AuTra,n Bas.: A 
p!ar that will ~nsure any shorehne development occurnng w~th~n project boundaries be cons<stent 
w~ti the requ,rements and purnoses of the Federal License that is ,n [)lace 'or th~s Hydro s~le 

S~n::erely, 

Douq Sch(.,unemarl Sr  
Vie(; President. ACFGA 
MLJf,rAIng. Mi 
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t qlctls (houp Mccllng Agenda 2S %opt 21)H(~ 7~ 

U p p e r  Peninsula II)dr(ielec(ric Project: 
September 2M. 2006 liastcnl Focus (iroup ?',lCCmlg Agenda 

Focus (iroul~ Purpo&c." 
The Pl)ctls, (h'otip is an ad\ isory group. Wili lc il is neither a decision inakinu bt)dv, nor \~ ,11 \t)ti 

hc asked ill roach c()nscll~;us till { l i ly iHStlCS, yt) t i r  input ix inlporlanl. ~\'c ask tilal ','till 
• Provide fccdback on tile topic b c m g  p r c s c n t d  

• Share what your ]C[llll with Olllcrs ill the COlIIIDtilli[v 
t ;pp(T() lh;lllks you for lakin 7 the tinlc to hc ti lxirt o f  the process 

6:00 p.m. 6:()2 p.m. 

6 ;02p .m.  6 : 1 5 p m .  

(~:15 pro .  - 6 4 5  pro .  

6:15 pro. 7:30pm 

-:3() p nl 

ss*Ic.me openin R comments: Susan Fmco 

I;OCIiS g r o u p  inen l | ) er  Jntrodoc t ions  (Approx.  1 - 2 llHillltCS 
each) 

• Name and organization(s) ,,ou arc: rot, resenting 
• \Vim[ arc ~(Itl healrag m l]Ic COIlllllllllily i'l'Olll yotlr 

[i %%0~'i[l [ C,,; *) 

Presentatio. on [.icon.talc Impact Anal~sis 
• Tom Baadc 

• Roger  l r u d c a u  

]qicus Rrool) nlelnhL'r L'Ollllllt'n|% / (lll¢'sliOllS 

Meet i .  R adjmJrns 

[ P(T())~IIN(; 311'.'1.71 IN( i  I) %'I l.lh;: 

• l lmr~da} .C)cmbcr  I ~1 l i ;n~ tc rn l 'ocu , (houp  \ looting 
• lhu r sda> ,  No~cunhcr 2: l{a,,lern I, p; Dr;II'L %MI' ()pen l lotn~' 
• lhur~da.x. No ' ,embcr  2() I{a:,tc, rn l ocus  ( h o u p  X1ctthl..! 
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Attachment 49 
2 October 2006 

E-MAIl, CORRESPONDEN(:E - ,~llCIll(;AN D N R  COMMEN IS 
RE:  REVISED S M P  (~OAI..S AND OBJECTIVES 
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l ! : : i j 'J~. :J, .~Ei l  (>E ~ : : t ' , t y  t :  ~¢h~:~t: ~t ~ a(::J~e~!;(>'J. If y'.)u ar (~  l;ot ti:+; 

: r : t e [ : . . ; , : d  r ~ : . ' : c f ) i e n t  (;:: I t : i s  , ~ - ~ : , a ! i ,  y:;:., a ~  r . e r e b y  : ~< ) ' . : g [ , ~d  t h : , t  a :~y 

(i ;;.%C':ll:ll;it!~2, fJL:;[l'lbU:~;~i, f : (I" [3 "1 ' ~ ~ ~ ' O ( ~ction t~.ke!~ in : , z : a - : . < : t  [~) [l',~ 

c ~ s - ~ r ( : : t s  o,. a :~d s t t . o c n m u t  t~; t S t h i .  S e - : r l a i l  i s  .gt r l c . - / y  p r u , h i b i t , . : d  ; iL~i  

71:; . ~l() j l : ] q w [ . ; :  . "~ f yC~l I l . .~ ' ]e  : e : : e i v e , :  t hi :3 ,!-:1~=.i1 i n  e r : c r ,  l ) ] *~is,z 
[ l ~ ) t l t  7 " h e  ~:,ertch?:" i : ~ : ; r . c ' : J : a : e i ' /  ~n<. ~ ~:er~r,;~nent!~ : t e L e t e  t h e  o r L g i r : q l  ~r td  

i : : /  ~:h.C-.' (?l t ' : . ]  S c - E i ( i ~  : ; lS , i  :•:1"/ ,:1.. '_8 : ! i : l :CI:~ • '[ '~',;lI!k yC) j ,  

; e r , ~ :  i : ' r i ~ ! , , 7 ,  ! • ;eP: '••:: 't:{~ 1 5 ,  2CO(; f~::!~, hi•; 

: : 2 :  . ) : $ . ¢ i c ! ~  : . : i ~  l k ;  Jd~ : ;  iR:~:O~?:3Y((2c) : ; :  : l i t  :2"-] . C ~ g : ;  

o,~:n.~llC(~e F r , o c v r l n g ' . : . i T I J . c o l ~ ;  k<~o~,:;e: i h : 3 e p t o : : z ,  n s u : t ( r l q . c o l : i ;  

,̂ Tr, mpbeii~e!~r'~:'o:P~u!'!:~].::(::r; ~A:r:. ,.,3 : ,~(~ i e rc. g0v ; 

: ~ : 4 - : , , y . k o r  i ,•~ ] ; i ~ l ~ r . . : . , , j , v ;  :,(>!;~; : ' ! , ~ k ;  k', eh!cr(.'.'ts,fe !.us; 

, : n r x z t l e  : e ' . :~ , r i :~P_fw:~ .~;o" ;  A:~:: D:;(:;~::c~,'.;r~ E C I E ! : ; ;  c : a c r : s c h ~ k D ~ : - . " . t ; : • , • q  o r ;  

C' . . r i :~  l . r e i b u r l , ' : ;  : :¢~ry '.~;.i:gl.;ii-~)'~[l; P~I:.Lt-¢t ~ l : ' 2v l~ . ! i : ; c r  ; 
:1:~.3:9 t : ; : : l ( >  ; : ) ' ] ; : ~ ; , ~ o v ;  : ' 3 , ; c h  ! ; ; : n~ : , t .~ 'OC( ! ; l ' , ' ! . ; : ' : t ;  : . ~ o ~ g t k [  ; [ - q l ; ; g ' : ~ 2 t ;  ~7 [ :~ t ' ] c [ '  ( ~ ' . i  

E ;  h : l t . : , , ! £ : ; ,  < : r e q o ~ y  W; I! i :  t : :~, l : . ,  E j l l ! : y n  A ;  5;D~:c5, K e : r ' , ,  A ;  : ! o y l ~ . ,  ?< , : , i :n  

k:; ' : ' [ . : : h ~ ~ ! i ,  Er~qc •Y ,2; E! - , : " : ,  h i c t : , i r ~ ]  i;,; C a l l a  I .cP.×;  ~.12c< [ .~!dc.r;~ 

. ' :u: :c '_ 'E:  , " , e v i S  '-~:i S:'~P ( ; o 5 1 : ;  a :Y l  C ,h :~ { : :  I';~:~; 

V 

: i , ! . ¢ r ,  i . n ~ h K  ~,.'(,~1 f.~'--" t [ i~!  "~."-'~:(;:-"-I:l;:-l-'/ "~(1 [ : : '<)Vi f ]~"  add~, ' - : .onal  :.n;-',.,'. ¢ o r  

t~: , ,  g~.~P ~ ;ua i~ ;  ,and O b ~ , : c - . : v ' . : . s .  ' :~.e r e v ! : ; t o n ~ ;  L/cu h a v e  a l . - e a d ]  ~:~,~/o, 

. ~} ~ (:L~'l i / t~3 t~.@ ~- ' , . f [ .~?~C 5,2CI'Z~;~, ~;{ ] C  t<; .'.,('~(.irgS.~ CC~CQEC,!; "OZeV±OG:?)~/ 

~ .x ; : /~ : ,~ ;c :d  t; 7 t ! . e  A g , ' R C i ~ : :  !~ .~ , j ~ ( ] [ : : : ]  ] 5 :¢.,.n:~,: C O m p l  ~ a r ! u t ' .  "2|;t" F, . : ' , r , . ;~ i t  

: ; /  t . r: :~v,,' i s  : ! ~ : ' - , ~ : i  ! : .  ,, n : :H ; : l , , :  ~ . , : : ' cn  : : , : r  " ' . ( : s  t ! l ; l t ,  t h e  SMI '  w ~,I : 

p ~ ' ( , ' . ' : 9 "  ,~'~( ln : :C,~ l : , r  :;:u '. t .' p :  ' : ; ! : : ) ~ ( : ] i n ¢ ~  :]s,~F J l l  a ~'IcV : : ' iL l !  ! ~  : 'c : ]~ i  E ~ ; I ~ -  

!'Ui'."2 I l,.!v,' ;J:.J~'!i! 1:)~:,1: C(:7; 'K E ' ;  ".;!:1,2L , ' i rC [ : i t  Ul'::q, o r j  t o  lTIO:'~? c I  • <'c.[ , " ~"~:  

:.p,,. ,  ; v . p  ; : O , ' 9 [ ~ ;  ~ 3 : l ' J  C !  , c . . "  ; , , = ? ~  I ~ t : 1 . :  ; ! : ( ? [ . ~ , :  : . # ' , *  ] l / O : n ~ ! . " l t : ~ .  

L [ : :  ~ ' .~k:  "1 ".'5:: ~ l :C ! l ! ! ] ( ' {~  ! h ' "  ; c ]  ]<',¢:'-r:(: ! ,T '~ ]~ !2"ChI  (3 :<J  qf !Dt(~:3: :~: !  ¢;r. ic,Li 

. ' ~ r / : ' c :  [:':: . ' t .  n S ! J ! : ~ ' 9 < ]  ~ : t  ~' ' . " :  ~ : ' : • :  
" . . . . .  ' - r J '  o c t  " ~ .nd5 "~r ' , 'uP.d ' ' '~;~ ";: ) ' 3 : : ~ 1 : i "  [;,_'7i(•6:.t.~; F<'C.z'LV(!:I •G~ . . . .  

: " "" C:. t H 
,',:.:1[~2 ~i,t~[) :I,A,'<~['~7'" t '~( :  ~ C 7 . : : : t . ~ & i  .;C~" (:O1~1 in~cc<: 

"' , '  ~+" C C i l &  I. L~E ~:~:O, l t (  [ 
,: t ' t ! i ' ) . "  IHEB;'.'J !R :.!':.> r ~(!i.:,t. •~,.. ; ]F~: • . 

i , , 

:>-~!L ~ p.' ~ r ; : . v ;ed  .":3r ~ & l , . ,  : )r  ~: : ( ; ) . ' : .c ' :  :cH:,2!:; p~(~'D'>:;o:. i  l o "  , ~ i , ~ : r n a t .  z ' . ' e  

I : iV.]TC, ~;klC] ~ .2 ...... 
: L ,  . ! ; t2 i t~r - ,c ,  n t  ~c]d[~!~;~;~:~ ":h,~ i ! ; : n ; s l : l w :  V a L U e  CI  . '3c[ : - [ ; r ' , '~ . j (2ct  a7l:35 ;H :d  : t : ' -  

: , : , ' , - ' . 'VJIT;h~, '~l ' ' . , '  V, i :J~-?~ ( i ! ; 5 0 ' J / ' 3 t e ' ]  ' " '  v r l l , : r  l , s h d s  :u<ca t ( ' ~ i  iF, " . r :z  r , - : ± c r l  
. . i-~ ..... t o  HEP~£O, the 
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• Hr:IT,~Tij.::,L'[:] " ; < ' O . q : ; L ; ~ "  ir;:~.JOLq>, <:~,2;r~rcJ(ec)[)lo Tc)::c~J:ti;:¢i. 2~n% 
. .1 q 1. ~ ; i ;  !? ; ! :'li,~ ( !  p : ' U C X  i~', C L] I ! : [ IC]  . ? C . ' t , )  , <~vc+~npbe L : ~ ,~p~occn~'a.L :; i :~q • ? c : ' " ,  

, : c r . f : . . , : . ; t , . 7 > ~ f u : c . . : ) o v %  <lest~,l.k<~,zdn!~;'=~fur~'.:Iov>, "b<.u~J C~,~rK" 
<~.c.~c~:.k~f~],~,.,c>::~>, <k~;j .uh]~r~. t ; . re:! . l .x; : . ,  <c.ht-:.st).c2 d~_,~O~!;vln','..:.'T.,~v>, "i,!,~ 

F:I !C: :L: I ' : ; i~"  ,<F'};~;IL~[J~¢:].~I]R Fi/'.L))i[~-~t'~:IZCr:iq;II:.:]07>, "CeI"/ , ' ; :y ' .  ~ :~c l : "  
"(;t'!.l'7;~F?L'~:~:tch!:~,m.q::vb "I:;~:I~]<% S t ' : v e ~ $ o : : "  <Stev~;tsoil~.?Ol.;\G~.tLi~n.<:cr:>, 
< i L L ~ L ~  . t : < ;  [ ! I C ~ ; [ G  : . ! ; t ;  • ( ; < : V  ' ~ " " (~ !¢ <: [% i ~f~I l l " ;~ : ~ ( ? C ~  rL ' l  " I t ( )  I :  b * < T ' T O J t  K ~  r (~l ' ;~J " ; l i ! "  > '  " [': : V ' /~ i~! ?" ' 

(;~l K" .G]~;:, ' , 'c~,:,~.~:;~;:. " r : : r , ,  " E q t v ( ! : ' t ,  ( ; ~ e ~ i o r y  . i "  <:&;'.~F:qt. vec t : . ! ' *~ ; , ' : . , t~ : :~ ; ' ,  
" ! b~ r : ! : , v~ ,  X ~ t . r - 7 : ~  .:~-" , K . : , l ! : ~ - tm ;m~: ' ^ ' [ s r . : : tm> ,  " ~ p e e s ,  Kerr ' /  A" 
,.KA,.;:,c:,.:;%~.(.~r.:.:_.:,>, '2.1rwL.:h K ~ i - t :  ~ "  <KE.'.'.c>?'Ie,~>;;SF.<:~:.~:~,, " ' r r < : i L ' l , ' ,  ]K' . , ;e: ..'" 

~,;[ : ; , .a . i 'o ' ,~>sr.  :~,:',;,, "~{L, i J , , ' . ,  ~ d , ; , : c  P" <]4~{~ietdr}Z~wr>si . t : (= , . ,  "D~L:],'.' : , ' : , Z "  
. d L . m z : . . ' f s . C . e d . L ~  >, " l . i , : r k  ! . e d o t ~ "  < : £ . : e d o r ; ~ ? . : s . f c : : . a s :  ~, "? : : ze :~ ,  U!.~,:.v, " "  
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Wcbsite Additior, Focus (iroup Meeting Notes - lvlid October 2 

v 

U P P C O  F O C U S  G R O U P  M E E T I N G  - S A W Y E R  - SEI"I E M B E R  28, 2 0 0 6  

Susan Finco opens meeting, goes over agenda and opens the floor tbr mitml comments. 

[NI-I'IAL COMMEN I'S FROM FOCUS GROUP MEMBEP, S - ONLY TIIREE ATTENI)IN_f_J 
'I don ' t  have a )~ hole lot to give to the grotq~ tonight. "' 

"We haw, organized visits to basins that have brought peopl  • o ~t to s'upport.[or ke~7)ing things 

natural. " 

"1 'm m~t hearing a whoh" lot," there is m~ water at the Au l'rain ha~'in so eveo'om" Is gone. 
1 'm womk,r ing where the f i sh  went. 1 'd say about  3/4 O/the lake is gore'. "" 

UPPCO: Did yon see press release in the paper? 
l j u s t  saw something that said to stay o f f the  basin. 
UPPCO: We did do one explaining the draining based on your comments at the last mcctmg. It's 
up to the papers whether they want to write a story. 
It jus t  said m,t  to ~h'ive f i m r  wheelers on the Au Train basin. 

UPP('O: For us it's still one project, but to others it may not be apparent because it s bee 1 going 
on since Jtlne 

Side note from facilitator: Regarding the date of the open house. It says on the agenda November 
2. There is lots ofpre- clectiDn stuff going on that veeck so wc will bc rcschcduling it. Wc will 
get something out to you as SOOI) as we kno',.",' tODIOITO'W or next v,'eck. 

PRESENTATION O N  E ( ' O N O M I C  IMPACT ANAI,YSIS - TOM BAAI)E, NATERRA 
D E V E I  ,OPMENT .MANAGER 
Two months ago thesc nnn)bcrs came ()Lit. [ ,,,,,ill go over hnw we arrix cd at these nurnbcrs. 
We used existing prqlccts to come up with these numbers thcsc wcrc similar projects in Central 
Wisconsin. Some of them had their own piers; others had a multi-slip pier system. ]here  are 500 
units in Castle Rock. I 'hcsc are real recent numbers. 

Timber B~9: - 7his deveh~pment had about  l O.OOO acres and 38 units. O/tho.se. there were.[ma" 
units ~#'['the water with m) view and no slip. 77wse went fi~r $42,950. 7fiere were 24 units with a 
.s'fip • it is a multi-slip p ier  where each owner  is entit led to tie zq~ ore' boat those .sold fi)r 
$87.317 each..S'o yott can see what vahw a slip adds', lhe.s'c unit.s were roughly the same  siz.e. 
ahout  two ac,'es., l'he,'e arelO t"ERC /t'ontage propert ies  that look like hike hJt~" and  have vie~w 
o f  the ware," these.soM.lbr SI31.450.  Q: thin" are the 24 units different [)'om the I0  ? 
l h e  10 had a view. the 24 didn't. 

Q: Were tho.~e the S40.0007 
No, those were the S131,000. The ones lbr S40.000 had no slip and no view. Wc wanted you to 
set: l'fit)st current numbers and ,.,,'hat drives the number these units sold out in two months. 
I blOW ¢1 gt O" ~ ho (hJ~',s" real estate and he said hind is m~t moving right now. 

1 2'2t1 2f~fP(~ 
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W¢l+,sit¢ &ddltion Focus (iroup ~,lt+cllrlg Notes \11d ( )ctober 3 

l 'm  glad you iDenlioned it. \ \ 'c  ha',.c seen it sic\', dmvn  becau-;c e l ' gas  and interest rates. A lot o l  
folks b ly with a home cquhv  loan, so as the inlcrest has gone up, the stiles ha,,¢ gone dov, n. Bul 
w¢"ve been ill btlsincss 26 .x ears2 tile market gocs up and din; n. 
,,\IsD, these prices are higher than thcy would be in the ILl ' .  l h c s c  dcx clopmcnts  are by' ( 'h icago  
and Mih,+aukee. l h e r e  is a larger pool o f  people l+£1akJng nlorc n~onc+,,. \Vc ha,.e done l+narkcl 
studies in the U.P. and fccl thcrc are vahlcs up hcrc but since 3ou ha'. e to dri,, c farther, the land 
is less. 1 sat in on a blind market ing test where  they had strangers that might  hc interested in land 
m the [ !.P. We asked, what do you think about lalld I11 [,~P. and heard a lot o f  words like Sibcria. 
cold winters, dcsolalc, isol:ltcd But \vhcn yell talk to them aboul Jl. lhc+v started to realize the 
same lhmgs as to why pcoplc li,,c here. The lakes arc in bcltcr shape, lhcrc 's  more vahle. \Vc 
spent a couple years t igur ing {)tit i f ' th is is doable and vet arc conl ]dc i l t  it is. 

ll 'e "v(" I Ill ] w a r d  comtm'n l~  a l v m t  9 mfml/i.s ~*I win te r  am/ .~  mottt/ls o/ /l(lvd .s/cdditl, 'g. 
xl"Ca}l, that 's  tile first thing lhal c~tlllC to mind. 

Another  project is Twin l,akcs fin \ \ : isconsm) this development  is ot ' f lo  lhc side and thole 
difficuh to get to. I h c r ¢  arc four units ~ ilh no slips that wcnl fcv $27.200. l-i frees units '+', i!h a 

slip v.:enl for S.16.216. There  are 19 units oil the FER(" boundar> v. i th v, alcr '~ icw lhat went tbr 
5131,900. A water  v iew is Ihc most valuable thing, l 'hcsc  lots arc nlorc afftlrdablc thall othcr 
ones. f3CCdUSC of ' the type e l  land. It had heel1 Ioggu'd. had had u indsl~lllllS, it \ , .asn't ncarl 5 as 
nice :is sonlethil+ig else. It has a lot to clo with dittL+rcnl pieces. I.or cxmnplc land ,.vilh a hq fl" 
poplar ..vould go for less lhan land ~ ith big while maples 

lhcre  is continued de,. cloprncnt at Castle Rock, so wc ha',,e projected ',,. hat prices v, ill b c  I.o:,, 
v. ithou slips ,.,.,,mid be about 5;.1.0.()00. with slips SIf)O.O00 and v. ith f iontagc ',v.,mhl bc about 
$300.0¢1(1. h'~, kind ot 'a  trend to shov, you the ,,h flbrcncc of" '. ahlc v,.ith h~v, mg or not ha,. in- 
docks. ~'Il111',)1 g e m s  to sh,. away,  obx Jotlsl'.' Natcrra v. ill tr 5 to get docks ()LIt lhcrc because i: 
dri',,'cs II l) \ a h l c .  At  this pOill[, [hel'C ;Ire SO I1)dlly Ilnkllo\t, IIS. 

( ; ( ) I N ( ;  ()VI.:I,.I A S S U M I ' I ' I O N S  
A .  "! ra in  I ' .v.  nship 220 ]ols arc a>sumcd, l ips goes v, ith the as:,umplion o f  roads bcin.,..: bulh. 
seine mdi', ideal tlicr~,, but a bnlk o f  thcnl v. ould ha: c r l luhi -s l ip  plcln st> c\ or\ one could g~.t t>tlc 
slip. Ju-.t su ~otl kIlo\~. '+.c I] l l lsl lcd calcil latlOlls oil ('a':.tlc Rock ;rod u c ' t c  buil,,Img tun at (, 
pcrccl l l  per year. It steins t~ bc sic,. hi,,_' alol lg. \ \ i t h  220 lots. it : ' . i l l  bc about I(I 12 '.car< I',clotc 
it approaches ?0 pcrccnl bui ldout.  \Vc rarcl?. ,,_,co I(1(I pcrccn" hc,:ausc I<s e l 'peop le  be }  m,,rc 
than ot,c IoL l 'hJs is.just o11c d~,SUlll)plRIn made i f c \ c r s l h i l l g  ]lal'q'Jenc'`] oul l h c l c  

] [ICS~: IIUTIlbcPS ,acre figurgcl a[ r lon-holllgstc~ld lilx late:,. ~I lClI 'd  in a Ic l i rgn lc i l l  dll'`] Igcrc:llit~111ii 

horse t lcvclopcr. M,a:,t u f lhc- ,c  I v.ouh] guess - and h?. h,aking nl lh¢ de\ c lopment  x,.c", c d~,m: m 
lhc 1.'. I' - v .ould be 90 pelCcn[ plus I l on -ho l l l cs l cad .  v,l'ncl', i-: a hi}.:hci lax vale [ hc lolal  tbr \ l l  
Tra in call lc R! about ~,()()().(1()() dLdlar-, in ncx: taxc-:. 

J /Io~C /:lun/~('J:s w( ' r c  vco/ icc( /  / ,u~ ' ( /  ~,t w / io t  "~ /io/J/~cnllt~ ,'n ,Jl/t( 'r or (  ~l~ ~ 

It '-; ~.~. h:tt \~.e'\ c a~. cl~l~ud i11 olhu.r p]:.lccs, j h c  I~liNa~cs arc l ronl  co l l l l [ \  d~'~c~.snlcllls 
/x  f]l~ll :1( II1(1/ II1~" I'('~ ('#lllc'i' 

!2 2" h,,I,, 
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Yes. The  biggest gain coming  is in the schools.  It goes  directly through local schools. As a 
recreational developer,  wc rarely see school-aged children on our dc,.,elopmcnts. The re ' s  lots o f  
revenue v,'ith ,,'cry little cost v,,ith regard to schools. 

(Rq/~'rring to the av~unq, tions han~hmt) One a.~'sumption is water access, what do you mean I 9' 

that? 
It refers to the ability to get dov,,n the water.  

Evervom" has the right to get on to the water on I"ER(" land. how wotdd you mJt have ~ ater 

(I('('C.7S / 
Perhaps we used the wrong term. The idea is to bc able to keep a boat in the water. It should say 

water access  with docking  rights. 

l las .'Jaterra ever had a basin where t] ere were no ¢h)cking rtghts allowed? 
None  that I 'm aware o f  

Can )'ot~ see how that's dill,rent than what you're hJoking at with these deveh~pments?As a 
petwon who likes mltural things. I wotdd P~O' rnore fi~r lot with m~ boats, j e t  skis, etc. [17 couht 
toke walk qfier supper and look at the lake and the loons, that would he valuahh', hi the hl.vt 30 
)'ears, there has  been more interest in that sort o/ thmg, lhere '.s' probably not a lot avaihlble.fi>r 
that. Lakes have been &'vehgwd; people put hou~es as ch~sc to water as they can. sometimes 
t)vt'r Ill(" u'ol('r, lJztl Ihvl'c {s" El g r o w i n g  mov( 'mcll l  /ilr p('~q~le who want to get  ofl'couch and get 
out there. I worked at Yelhm'stone.veww ago and il ytnt walked I O0 [~'et ¢~['the road, yolt w{'rc 
alone. 77u" last time I ~la.s" there it was so d(ffi:rent. The woods" were f id l  ofpeoph?, lhat 's  
changing m the t ountp T. My gem'ration is more willing to get out there and enjoy nature and 
h,ok at thi,gs. I don't I~now (/thLs projection you "re makim, fi'om Central Wisconsin applies 

her('. 
You have a couple different thoughts here. You ' re  right, there is a trend m quiet sports, kayaks.  

fishing, etc - 

Especially i .  .~hwqla'tle ('outl(v. tton-molorized.vJorls are big. 
We are specifically looking at thal f, ar Cataract. The  bigger  tl,,~wagcs, where  there 's  a lot more  
water,  people ,,,,ill likely want to have  a fishing boat or a pontoon boat. We ' r e  appealing to 
different markets.  Quiet sports is a much smaller  market  than the trend to have the ability to be 
on lake aml have a poutoon. The values show that. 

I /you 're new'r had one o f  these developments with no docking rights, than you never know. 
Wc have one with much larger frontage. It's a no wake  lake. that 's  taken a couple  years to sell. 
We have people call and ;vhen we say you can ' t  have a wake,  t]lcy look at it and decide they 'd  
rather have lake they could have  a pontoon or  fishing boat on. One last thing on quietness - it is 
ve W vahlablc and to me. the way  we're  looking at developing these areas, we won ' t  have  homes  
on lop of  the lake. FER(" has boundaries.  

! f  )'ou have pontoon boats', that's going to kind o[... 
\ \  c re going to take 25 linear feet with docks.  ] h e r e  will  be plenty o f  space with no docks.  

v 

I ~" 29'2 ~( ¢ 
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\k'vb',ifv -\dl! lt l~,rl F'o¢ll'~ ( ,r~unp \ l cu I i r l l  ~oI¢~, \1 td  t h I~bcr "% 

l 'hc I r e t u f t  *dtw~, l ) ,mto*m h . , t t~  ,m the  lake  a n d  the' o n e  ~ ithol¢t. It "~ ,t , ~ . n / d e t e / l  di/l~'rcnt 
7('('lI[" 

Both h:ivc ;~ difIL'rcnt ,.'icy, 
.\",,t nc  ('~ ~,n'/ll'. w l lcnc \ ' e r  I , m  'r," doin,~L r~'al .stutt" (Ipl) l ' t l l~t l l~.  .I t~ll ('~ltl I l t ' l  el" .~t ' l  Elll ('l(l('l.. 

Locati*m. Ioc:llion. v,'c x\,,m't kno,, ~. i f  it'~ priced appropriately or not. 

..lh~mt "lw t ime  ~/<hT~re~ qun .  ;~'O p c r v e n t  ,!/ l a n d  w,l~ r u r a l  7/1('~! t l w r c  :~a~ a Glilt a lu l  a~ t ;mv 
Zoos  o,L u'c '/I ~cc nl~,l't" p e o / d c  wantin.t~ tt~ hc  oltt ill lilt" u~,~,d~ 
I think \,.)u'r~.- right, l'\e been it) t,,~\vn nlcctill~:,;. ~lIld \~,t2"\ C [*~CCli pickhhg ~.\ hcrc Ihcv '¢~ Ltll[ Io ~.'~_' 
public :recess. trails, getting il]put t'ronl folks that l i \ c  th,:r~.'. Right n o w  the town and county 
don't v, ant t iec land. It's n~t like c \  cr~.thing is going to get ~ rcckctl. It's a balatlcing act. 

..Ib*mt .l,, h,mlc~tcad hmd  I/lL~ /la~ he('n.~oi/lZL mz in t/i(' L . / '  l i , r a  /Ol~L t/me. h~kc~'.~ct 
d('v('l~, i,ed. pcop/c l~cep hzn/din.q hi.~L.~cr and  h i~zcr  hum('s and  it .~ct\ zmled / i , r  ~casona/ u <c 
711pi¢a'Ty people cve~imallt ~ ~m/m live hcrc .vcar - rmmd They ret ire hcrc and declare re~.:den~ c 
there I )r t/I*." hlt.~hunc/clc(/c#('~ r('.~Jdc,'ice In one p/c.'('e ~md Ill(' u !/i' dc(/c~re.~ it lhc other p/, ~ ,' ~,, 

thCt" c~,n .~L('I ]ltsme~t~'tlc/ ltl~l'~ ill Both 1)1£~¢ ('~ ]t '~ ~t t)attle wi th  lakt .Glurc 1)(.~1)/(" a n d  thl' 
town.v~' ,~p/c,  l 'm s u r e  l'mt l 'c  tlc~lrd ~ /  that  in Watcr.~nlcet  ]hc l '  ha\ 'c  kid~ thai  n e e d  the  mil/~l,.,< 
i l l  .~'ch~,~d ~Ind lilt" ]~lk(" l~('~M/c ~ o&" it (h~it n h£'('~lll.~;( ' thcl" (h,ll "t h(n (" kid~" / ;o\ 'cr / imcl l t  ])('op/c 

whal / v c  <e~'n. the mor~" dclc/~/nm'nt,  th(' l l i~hcr  tile luv ~.<. 
We're ,cuing a little offtopi,,- Wc can get int,.', the topic ol'~:oci,.flogy ai'~othcr urnc. I he cu..,~ 
bcnel]t conlparmg ."-,u I him Io tl'~c B,,md falls tlo\vagc, the rmllagcs arc roughly the same. I',u: 
the taxi,'>; iTl ..~Lt I l'ilill ~II'¢ Io\\ el" becatl~;c ',)f devei0pnlcn[ l hc\'re able Io ~encralc more tit,, c5 

"there nr¢ l'dll.;cs and I11iI11}yCg [o ill] o|'il They're CIIIlliIl~ (lilt ~lhen,.I ITl .\H I I';IIIl there ~ir,: 

institutes on either side. v,c ~.'ould go ~ll all night. 

lhcx Tl~;ix,' 11oi. %oLl'i¢ I l l !hi I{tlt pl;l~:¢~ \~ i]l ha \c  ~l loMt t inl¢ '.o \~ or]< : i l l \  oHI ;ind be i~l¢p;~ cd i~)I 
h I ' o ~  u~hips ~ ill b¢ rc~pon~ibl¢ to hmldlc ~ hm ,t'ocx olI. 

laciI1t~Ig[.: Ionl. llliI\'l~L" \ Of) C~IIl COIIIIIIIAC [O ~l )  through The ]ItIllIDL'I'%. 

I I . n c ~  Fall~ '] hi:, ix ~i IHni1~. (It', ¢lopmcnt bccau~,,.." th,.'r¢ ;Hc t(iiii dit'|~_'i¢lll to', ~.II-;hil>,; ill i[ nlhl 

it'>, the ~,Inalh.'~t ~I the three de'. ch~I'~Incnt~, 
In ('orl~¢II there ar~.'.iu~,I I\\o Io~-. In \\',..'Ib, - I~r I'hmcy. then.' mc 22 Iot~: H \',ork~ dl¢ s~inlc lhci.' 

v. illl th~ lhir marke: '. aluc ~H~,.I llOIl-hI.llDe~4tCdd t[IXCs. \Vc dS>.UlllC ~-,7~ {)()() ill I~IX biI~,C \VcII'~ dld 

hd\ c Ic l~C T'C-ZoIICJ. The Io\ ~. II l',O~H'd [tl',i'~l'o\ cd [hi\ in ~iIIli,.'iI'uHioll t~.u' ~.]c', Cl()I'~TllCnl 

[/V~HI~'I~I .~.~ "~ h~ll//H~ll /i,l'/,'I/l h~lclrkC[ l'(l/ll(, l~llOt J~ l/h'clClllcl/tcl'~ l'<!'<JlllV/~,l" JI~//~" 
$7.1.00 }. "l'h:it". ~,unlnl,..'r m \~.'-. and v, mtcr t:Ixcs 

I':',~,i.~ there's, lILt du', clopiuc:u plmmcd hctc. It v, ill I',r~I~II',l> I',,." ~ohl :~  ;Id.i~iLent l;md~v, i,_'l-. 

~,o then" '.'.ill b¢ litlh." mc'r,:~isc ',here 

'2 2': 2,,,,,, 
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C a t a r a c t  - that 's  one we had pictured marketing to quiet sports people. It will typically be a 

lower IDI price • people on this typc of  hind tend to build smaller more cfticient homes. 

We're  still seeing water access and docking rights there so people put a boat in, tic it up, they can 
have kayaks: they still have to have access to get boats out of  the water. If you take away 
docking rights, they will have to drag the canoe/kayak 600 fcet. You'l l  see no horncs ;vhilc on 
thal bas ra  If you don ' t  have a place to keep boats in project lands, you would have to drag it 
back and forth. That vahtc decreases for those people. All of  us like to have a convenience factor. 
If you took away dDcking rights, it would lose half  it 's vahtc. It would go from 55 million to S2.5 

million or less. 
With summer taxes and winter taxes, we woukl be adding $200,000 dolhtrs. 
That morn 3" i.sn 't actually" going to tile townshq)s, right? 
Divided up by millagcs, schools and other part so o f  the town. What arc wc trying to say hcrc 
jw? 
elnd the static u'olthl gel tt t)lotch ? 
Yes, they v~ould get part of  it. 

R<t~arding h¢)m('slt!od tetxvs, what 16'x do .you take awu)" sch¢)ol voted or school debt? 
1 think school voted. Typically towns vote those for non-hotncstead, that 's  how they raise extra 
tnoncy. We got this information frotn each eonumtnity. 

Does anyone have questions cm how we got these ntttnbers? It 's itnporlant to understand this is 
just an assumption. When we get there, nutnbcrs ,.,,'ill ,.':try. The units have to be approved by the 
health department, tile local township has to approve 'ae have a long way to go but this should 
give y o u  a good idea o n  tile taxes. 

Facilitator: We can ' t  finalize anything until IJPP('O gets the okay on the SMP. 

What ,,','ill happen is as the SMP is finished ttp, we'll  have a topographical map, soil mt'ortnation. 
we'll  know where roads go and we'll  cut as few trees as possible. Wc don ' t  reshape tile land. It's 
a long process. It 's fl'ustrating for a lot of  people because wc can ' t  show exactly what we ' re  
pkmning it takes year or two. 

lFhat re~'tricthm.s or involvement did tile I)EQ have on this? 
As wc develop our phms, in regards to wetlands, endangered species, etc., we have to take plans 
to the I ) E Q  and get pcrtnits. For anything that was ever wet, a pertnit is reviewed by the l)liQ 
and wc build roads according to that. f h c  health department is the one who determines septic 
systct'ns and wells. We have to prove we have a back up septic systetu and a water source. 
117u,n ym~ soy hack tq; s~7?tic, does that mean you have to have .v~ace to move something? 
Yes. Michigan has the most stringent talcs 1 have sccn when it comes to septic systems. You 
have to prove both spots work. You have to have rootn lbr the house, and tile well has to be 
drilled tnccting health codes. It works vcry wcll tbr homcbuyers.  They apply lbr a septic permit 
and it 's all set, it 's all on record. 

What u ould )'ou .s~ O" normal lilt" o/.s¢7~lic fieht i.s with part-time" resi~h'nts? 

V 
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\Vcbsil¢ ..\ddltli,iI }:titus (iroup \looting Notes X|ld October "7 

I hat ' s  hard to say lbr part-lime residents because it dcpend~ un ho~  much x~.atcr they arc using 
; l l ld how of'ten II1cy are Ih¢l'c 

117~(,~ i:.tt~ this" (h,v(,l~pe(I o'eh'/'ri~lg In the  doc'umc~tts . ith the  hi.~ m]ormut i~m)?  
..\tlgtlSl. it"-; Oll the bott,,)n'~ o f  the sheet. Wc ~,.orkcd through lhc -;ummcr t~.~ ...2,ct all the ntnnbcrs. 

>~m .~i'v 229 h~1~/hr ..fu 7)'~lm. 77~a~" '~ a p r e t  0. .V~ec(/ic mm~h~'r >'o. , 'mn.'t h.vc '  ~l mcq~. / il,~t 
u'~mde,'cd i /a / ter  em'ir~mment~d ,~n.lie,~ the m~mhc.r o/hst,  wc.~t ,low~ 
We ha,.cn'l c,.wnparcd Au Trail'~ to the envJronlnCrdal ~,tudies. \Vc ]lave tot the oi l ier  ol'~cs and the 
numbc, o f  lots has changed, q'hc big IJlizlg out tJlcrc is pier l,acation. The h~cations line up ,.!uod 
wi th protection c,f scnsiW,.'c Ilabitats. l 'here hasn't hccn a bi~: ch~n'~gc. Our fhlal plan:., Ibr ..\:~ 
Train x,ouM ha',. c to react It) the err', JrtmnlCntal studies. 

Al l y  lll:}l'l.' qUCSlJollS'. ~ 

] ¢~ln '! t]lill~ ~![¢ll(Y ¢llh~'r q l ." , thm' ,  ti,ght ;qow. 

/t '.', ;lic~" l~; he  ¢,'hl~" l~; c~.s/~ qzlc',li~m.', ¢I~ we' go  u/¢m.~d bcc~m.~v if///.~,' ~m~d/s iz~' o! lhc' .~rozq~. 

\Vc \: I1] ell}iiJl lht_' t'orr¢cI dale ibr the .i-,cn hmJ~c. [t v, iH b¢ hcrc m I'Ji i, halh,.w,m. 
Mcctim:, Ad. ioumcd.  

i ! 2"1 2~,c, ~, 



Jnofflclal FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-i0856-000 

Upper  Peninsula Power  C o m p a n y  - Au Fra in  ( I ' I !RC NO. 10856) 
LAND SALES CONSIILIA ll(. N D(K'I!MEN'IS 

v 

/ | t iachment 51 
19 O c t o b e r  2006 

F(x ' t 'S  GRO! P MEI.TrlNG A( I. NI)A 

V 



Jnofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#: P-i0856-000 

Focus ( rotJp +',.kctmg Agenda I') ()t+t 2006 .~' 

I; i)per Peninsula I lydroelectr ic Pr . ject  
()ctobcr I cL 21)0,'), t !as tcm Focus ( ; r tmp Mo:t ing ,".,g~.'FJda 

Focus (group Purpose 
I he Fc,cus (h 'oup is an acl',i~,or 5 g roup  While it i'< tlcithci u ,.Icci>,ion m:lkil'tg body, nor v, ill } uu 
bc askc(l It) P:aC]l COIISCII'4US OI1 Cllly issLIeS+ your illpLlt IS ilnport[lnt \~c ~l>,k th~tt +YOLIZ 

• Prc,'.idc f~c(.lback tm the topic bcit~g +~rcscntcd 

• Share '+'. hat you learn v. ith ,.~lhcrs in the COIIInILIIll[ 5 

[. ['1>('() thanks you for takmu the time to bca part o f  the proccs,~. 

6:00 p+m+ - 6:02 p.m+ 

6:02 F,+m. b 15, p+m 

6:15 l+~..rL -. 6 30 p.m 

6:30p.:n. 7:00Fun 

7:00 p. n. 

\~,¢Icoille ~',c oI+)L+tliIl.i~ COll11"llcntsi %tl~¢ii1 I:ilk+o 

}"c+c_+tJs gr,.mp t+ncnlbcl + i]flrodticlmt1>, (Apprt+x. I - 2 initlutc>; c;tch) 
Name and orgat~ixatiun(s) yOtl [ l l 'C representing 
\VMt ;ire you h,.'arim z in the (.'(mmmtfit 3 t'rum '¢otlr ;IS~OL+J;IICS .+ 

}~IC'-;CIIIaIJDI| ',)If RccIC[ttJOllal liI1hLIIICCll1¢Ilt~: Sha','. n I)u/cIl 

l't)cLIS ~l+Otlp nlCtDl)Cl + CotlltlICIlt>, !IIpLI[ qLICSI[OIIS 

X Icctm+ adiumi',+ 

t P ( O ~ I I N ( ;  ~ I I . ] C I I N ( ;  I).~,1 I.IN 

1 hursday. No~cmb~.'r 30: h~tcrn }ocu~ ( houp 5.1~.'ctm~ 

DrM't ~";~IP P.hl ic Open Ihm~e ~h'e(in~ Date: I .  hr. dL'lermim'(I. 
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I>r¢~s 14clc~su- "~hoicllll¢ ~laria!!t'iliulil Phlns 25 ( l r i  -)(J~)6 -' 

I ;PP(  '0  £xpecls Draf t  Shoreline ~,lan;igenlenl Phin,i Io lit" Coiliplele :lnd Presenled to file 
Public by nll(I- Io I:lie .'NOVelllber "I006 

I hn i~h lo i l  ~,11 ,,\f ief <<..,athc'rinb' data 17on'i cr~vironmontal sitidics and mcctJn b, \~iih ~h¢ puhhc'. 
Ibcus ~rl.)llp~. Cllltl nulilu-rOtlS l~o', cmmcntt i l  LlTcilcius. I.Jl~pcr I>u'ninsuhi Powor Coll lp{ln}' c'xl)t.'c'l~ 
hi un~cil iis drtlt't Shorel ine ~,l~ii'l~l~Cll~0lll Plan (~.~,lP) for t ]vc I ;1 >. ]- lydroclccir ic Prqj0cls 
f in\  oh  in.~ six rcscrvoh's) by mid- lo hitc No~ enlber 2006. A 30-dav coi11ill0111 period ~ i l l  lblh>\\. 
durJn~ ~dlich l ime I.Ip[>('() ~\ ill hold open houses Io uiko publ ic conlnlcnts aboul ihc $MP.  

"'\Vc oi i.izinally huped to proscni Ihe plan in lale Oc lobcr . "  said l<oger l 'rudenu l ) i rec lor  o1" t~.cal 
I{slatc'. "bul  m lt~c data-~alhclhl lz ~illtl ,SMP-prcparatJon singes, we' re iakin{z ot lr  t ime lo inakc" 
stlrc ~ '  pt l l  lh¢ bcsl  p rod t lc l  ot i l  lhcr¢ ~ c  t 'an - [ l iht lhal it rctl¢cts till II1¢ mpul ~ c ' v c  rcc¢i, cd 
I ro in  \ : ir i~t l~ gOtllCCS ~ \ ' c ' vc  7DIICn .sonic ve ry  ~o¢'Jd ictcas for  publ ic r¢c'rcalJDnal cl lhal lCCiD0!l ln 
;il lhc  I-,rqju'els. \Vc' nu'cd to allCllyz0 llit)~,c' suggestions ; l l ld \~ill Jncorpor : l l c  as n lanv  {1~ fc~lsiblc 
T h i s  w i l l  lake add i t i ona l  timu', bu'caus¢ sotn¢ o f  the public" im]~ro~ cn lcn ls  w i l l  requ i re  d ra l ] l n  7 
pol i t ic,  { i l ld lwoccdurcs tbr H11pJcnlCl l l~ l l iOl i . .~MPs [11"¢ i lo l  .jusI maps - l hey  {iJ~4o require 
prcparin 7 a fair alI1Otlll[ o f : ¢ x l / '  

l ' h c  S XIP ~ i l l  t l t l l l i i l c  w h a l  l i l ) l i -pro. joel  l.iscs o f  lhe hi l ids :i l lt l addhh) r ia l  pub l i c  a inon i l i cs  ~ i ih in  
ih¢ hydroclcclric t)roj¢ct bOt l l l t lar ics ~,~, i l l  be prol)oSu'd Io the Fu'dcl'al t{i1¢1"7"f ]~.c~tl i~lttn ', 
(omm,ssJoi l .  UI>P('O has ~aid h c'xpcc;is the S M P  to propose StIIDC ind iv idual  and lnuhi-slJp 
picr~ mid Sl lml l  na lu ra l  t )a lh\ t  a}'s to tho shorel ine as pt i l l  o f l h c  propt)s~ll. 

" \ \  c'r~. still ,.,.,,+rkmg '.++'L the spccit]c~, ufthu'  I+dan. .. said Sha\\n Ptp'cn. t~PPC() fil+L', i ronmcntnl 
('OIISLII',Hlll +'It ,.,.'ill designate some areas ','. here piers nl[~hl [-.u" appropriate and ofllu'r ;nca~, 111~1 
Hru' Ih)[ ~,tllttlb]c~ It could also conldJn lhh l~s  l i ke  l0con l r l l c l ld ; t l Jons  I'or shoreline ]n~ltl~|~CIIh:lH ;ll)d 
] lahJtal plI()tct lioi1 [ l ' s  ;1 \ \ o r k  i l l  l'~loMress.'" 

[)H/cll ,did lh,." COIllpHll}' h[l% ~.O]lCilCd SL)~C'qiOIl~, ~'I'OTD ][% It~CLI'~ ~I'oLIp ~; ~lH" illlt'~ro",i]l ~ pnhli,. 
u~.ct::,s o Ih¢ pru.lccl land:,. %o Ihr. hc said. sug.~cslions include crcatm~ h]kh'l~ Ir~HI,4. cotl~,::uc[n~.,_' 
p;l\ I]io;Is. IIIll'~lt)\ itl+t l]sll l l l~ ~llld bo;It i l l~ acccns t~>t l+,coplc '.\ ith disabil i t ies, and nllpro,, in.,.' 
Ptiblic I'+oal launches. 

"Rca]i , ' i11~ Ihc l¢  ~lrJ ~;i.~llt['luillH ¢o4['-; zl~gocl~flu'd ',\ i lh ~,oRlc ~d' lhc i i i ipro ' ,  CII~UIH',,. \',c'll do 
v, hate', cr i-; ti.:n~,ihlo, ~i,. ~.'il Hie rc~,ulI,; ot" lhu' land -,nit and de\ clol'Un,.'nL proc~:~;~." '-;aid "I rudu~u 
" : \  Jut ,', il l depend on FI !RC :lppr,.~\ al ot" l i l t  F,M I " "  

I .  ! ' : '  '1111(, 
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\Vcbsilc AddlllOn • F'ocu~ ( ] roup %1¢¢11uI~ Notes l.atc No~ClllbCr 

I;1'1'¢'0 Meet in~  uninutes 
S a w y e r  l a i l  Wind>, 

ContcrciK'e R o o m  
6 :00  PM 

( )c tobcr  19. 2006  

~us~tn i : inco  OpCllS the IDccling. goes  o~ er the agcnd~ :rod o p e n s  tile t]oor for initial counmcnt~ 

F= I , 'a¢il i tator 
( I  ( ; ro l l ] l  (OPIIIHCIII 

t ' -  I :l_!pC_OL[cam 

[niliaI i;Ollllncnts IrolD |()~tl% ~rotlp lllClllbcrs: 
(1' "" I haven "t heard anythm~ di#~'renl re<entO'.., cverwme I .V~cak m wmdd .s'tdl like the (~rc. m 

.~l((v in (t tl~ttt~t'(ll ('ondilioH. " 

(1' "()In" COlICCI'/IS (11"C mElilll(lilllllR (IC( ~'.s's" t'o lhc/~l~.t'.g ~ltld it ~l~(:'ing itl I]1(" n(ttler(d cotldili , ,n ] "m 

/amili~," ~ ith the  area. . .  ~m(" ,#  the  tirol l~h~(('~ I ( a m ~ c d  A tl/~ lake i~ 1976 or  ~,. 1 w u r k c d  ~.l ~t 

hv~h~ li,r a con~ultat l t  on tin' ("~tt¢.'act Ba~itt,,.Re< ellllv ] :~'cttt t,, the  

• I l l  /I71i,l h(l .~OI ( / l i d  t]l~.'l't.' U•clS 11¢# w ( I t C F  i l l  it "" 

(i  "'ll'~' / i , und  oul  that  lhcr~, will  h(. m,  de~ t ' h lp l t l ( : l l /  t i l l  t h e  [ll'tq#~'rli I#ll ('¢1"~/ '~/~L' O/ 

BimCv ./'kills, and  w as  interc~t<d ill ~t ha t  ;~ ct.s happc 'n ing there . .~ho ' t , c  the  townshil~ ~till I,t 

int('r('~;ed itl it But haven  "t h e a r d  at(vlhing /r:mt th(" l m h l i ,  "" 
( ;  "'l "t. l ht'Fl' l~, .sec h o u  this [~r~!/l'( t ~ ill (h ' lelo/L ~tTw ,..'r, nq)  1 ..,  ;~ ilh i~ i t l tvrl 'sh 'd m ]~F,n~..tiH'., 

I'CI'FI'~It.;oI7. ElHd U C h~n'c II:H hcv!l  ~cttil l~ (Ill) ~ Yn,~l:;l('/It~ /i '~ln l]ic [)~'~1)[~" u c ;~'t~l'k u ilh "" 

( ;  " l ) l ! l in~ the  i t6tial  tm~vt ] h l ' cnd  cl h,t  o / (  t.q.~l/HcHl',, /)Ill thcl /till (' lvi tnh'J ehsu tt t-I ('F~ ,~ , 

t![l('l! ! .l~"flr t/nil (n'('e'~ Whilitl i~ the tnosl  i t~qlorhmt thin~. ~md lh(" ~u( i~l] ~ll'ltg ll/Yl" " 

( i  " l b t c r c  i. ~, the  i~(,'l('r itl (tit tr~tltl/ 11 uoH '! /,~" /,ack. l h(tI ' ,  (Jl~oltl i t  ' 

! ;.P.I~'#.I~.)- " A l l  I can  say  is film ~ e  ca~l't m a k e  ~ a t e r .  For  a \~hi le  it v,z~s c o m i n g  up  slov, 15 
lhe  h~.t 1 heard wh~t  little biI ,,vm, Iherc Llpercd o l f d u c  to r~tinlidl, 1 ~ u u l d  l ike to :.ee H ' ~ "  ~.,,uld 

I'~.'dU~.'c 'he Ic,,el limit:-, Ibr h~)~ much  x~c ctm t'u'lu'~sc, l h c  [~O\~. CI']IOLI~.C IDcch~IIliC~I] C~.lLIll~m¢lll 
[illlily I o\ ~. ]0\ ~. Ollr 1c\ cls Cilll bc >;o \~. c C~lll'l .illsl COlItlIILIC lo Fc(hlce the Iclcas¢ to llolhlll~ [l lhc 

Ikll'binc Mal'tn It) S p i l l  it C[Ill St)ill OUt o f  ¢ol l t rol  and ~,pill Hp;lr[. >,(.) \%e C~III 01]1%' ~0 ~;tl ]O~A. Ih \~. ~.'~- ~.'l 

the slpllon \~orks on head l)lUyyttl'e all(l c~I11 sipllon o\er the dam. and if il gels high emm.,_,h ',\ < 
ctm reduce lhc lllillillIUm I1~,\,, 

I ! P I ) ( ( ) :  " W e  don ' !  g() aI~\ h i~thcr  than \~c ] la \¢  tu.'" 

( ;  " '(;! 'r id, hI'c'llll~C ] ' I f '  he(v!/I i '~lr i l / .~ ~l// i~ill~l~ ~/ l l~t l l ,~l~ l]l~ll lh i ' l  d r i ' u  JiJu II  the' u lll( 'Y If, ~..// 
~Hllhc l ( 'colL an( In laY( '  i l  m , . ( '  ~ah' . l , lc  )'.I~ kmm'.  ~ .mA ~h.re~ , . , '  r e . r e  a l l / . ,  l i ve  l h , .  

L'I)P('(): "No. our dr;i~.'. -do\~.l]~, ~ifc a proton% I here'% l)t:(,) rcqillrcmclll and x~c h;ixc lu tile \~ lit: 

I'13<(" 'he l'C~l~;Ol1~ why %',c ilcc(l it ;ind llO\~ i~r. We no\ cr dIa~ du~ II b¢lo~ ~ h;~t ~ c need I hc 

I ()~ cr ~ I C dra~. lhe ID~W¢ nlonc~ i[ cosl~ I PP(() 

!2 2" 21,,u 
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Wcbsite Addition - focus  Group Meeting Notes - Late November 

(;: "7"o fi~llow np on thut. u'ill 'El Nino' help with that? They claim we '1l get more moisture fi'om 

that... " 
UPP('O: "1 don ' t  know." 

G: "When I give reports at hoard meetings I haven't gotten atlV et.mnents. " 

F: "Now we'll have a brief overview of recreational enhancements." 

UPPCO: "'One common theme we hear is that accessibility to reservoirs is the main focus. 
Providing environmental recreation is one of  the SMP requirements. 
Fnhancements go with hydro projects. 1 was.just talking about creating nev.. access points and 
boat landings being upgraded as possibilities at Boney falls, Cataract. An Train. 1 was going to 
develop list of  possibilitics and then after talking to a focus grot, p member it occurred to me that 
v, hat a better and more desirable way to do this by getting local feedback through the tbcus 
groups. When you bring it up to your groups, you act as a conduit to and lh'ml your local 
constituents. We'l l  use this focus group its we develop our plans, and will rely heavily on what 
you think from a recreational standpoint. What do people want to see? Trails developed? I 'm not 
saying they can all be done, but everything you suggest will weighcd in on as well as the other 
things like docks, l h i s  is your chance to give us ideas and tcll us what you 'd  likc to see for 
recreational projects its local individuals." 

F: "If it were to happen, what would you like to see? If you take the stand that you ,.,,ant 
nothing to happen, you're missing out on an opportunity to benefit from v, hat these things 
can be. These focus groups are occurring to give ideas like creating new boat landings, and 
perhaps some of the projects will happen. In Au Train, perhaps a public pavilion can he 
developed for rental by the locals, for anniversary parties, family reunions, things like that. 
A town park?" 

13~ "'I 'm kind of  trying to work outside o f  the traditional ideas. Ca aract s focus should be on 
quiet spurts, the reservoir [ends itself to that. A smaller reservoir doesn' t  lend itself to power 
boats." 

UPPC(): "'Other thoughts'? Wc ;ire open to hear what you 'd  like to scc. We can ' t  guarantee they 
','.'ill happen but can guarantee that ;re will look at it and will be paid tbr by UPPCO as beoctits 
of  sale o f  he land. ' 

G: "l"ronl m),per, wective, I recently took u canoe trip and saw only boats on the water. I saw 
lots of people o n  [hot that eatne /tyro park lands" that will be blocked off when ,Vaterra takes 
over. Hiking or walking paths would he good. Ih~pefidly ahmg parallel ~! the shore i /can "t 
access it hy traditional routes. We're speaking ,Vwetdatively. When ~ie see what will really be, 
we will have more to ~?[]er fl)r r~7~lacements. Maintaining public access to sections Q/the" 
mwer~,oir that are current O, available as part ~ f  the plan.., we h~q~e to have the same or hettcr 

oec~'.~s t h a n  no~$. " 

UI'I~CO: "Your  comment indicated that you think the area will be cut off'Y" 

12 2~ 2¢11~6 
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\~.'t+b'~il¢ . .~ddl l iOl l  [ .( ictl~ ( i r o u 9  Xlt . t . t l l l~  Nt)t~ -+, I :it,_ + N o v t + u l b ( r  4 

G "'ll,,rsevh¢,(' a r e a  looks  l ike it cut  ~?[] I havc'o "t ( 'xpl~,red ttult.vct, hut  lu~,~ f i l e  ~h~,r,'hnc 
a n n  l/lot dirc'c'lion... In  that  l)articul~tr a r e a  " 
t ' p p ( ' ( ) :  ""l'hc ho r se shoe  area - Xatcrra  v. ill not  be ou t l i ne  o l ' f  as part o f  the d c v c l o p m c n l  "" 

G'  "'.~(," pct:~'l,cctive is t~, h(~ c a~ ~,'.~.~ t~, it t~v trail  in.~tccld ,?1 ,t r o a d  I .,..'u('.s s the  thin.~ 1 'd hkc . .  
] 'tH IrV,'lt,~ 10 Y£'CCtII l h c  ( " ( l l e t l ' ( l ( l / ' c~( ' rvo i l "  1 rcl?it't~ll)t'r I]1(' ? ' ( 's l ' /%Olt  ~%'t1% IIlOl*(" t ¢ lHd l t ( i v ( '  I¢; 

.~moll c rat?. I "d ha te  tr, .sec fi't .s'ki.s" a m l  that  k i n d  q/'thin&, wi th  al l  that . . .  I h a t e  to .see" that. i t ' s  
rco l (v  (l i lrohl( 'm. Ss, real[l" pc~,ple wi th  t/lost" t37;ex" o f  tllachin('~ rcalll" ruin  i t / ~ r  pc'oplc' n h ~  w i l l  
t¢~ / A h  :rod wcltch wtldlitc' a m l  ch#n.t+ that  k i n d  o l a  thin,++. 
W l Ill(" u n d  huntine, vs. thrills-, that  X w i n  I ' E R (  "ha.~ it~ rulc.~, l.~ltt's.~ th(st "~ ~,[]th~" t,q~ ,,l mi  
hc 'od n , .w ' r  t~('~'n to llonqi" I"all~ o~ .-Ill /)'(tin. It "~ a p rc l ( v  V;cct(tcl¢l(tr pl(ts ~' wi th  the  ua tcr / i l l l  
~md un~h 've lopcd  m / l u r e  ~?/ it }'<m ,~et a [ccl in~ mt t  t he re  on  a h:,(tt hv  vour.~'elf I "m owar(" ' d  tlts' 
(/(('e~.~ that the  c'ampL, rolol(t. .  Iook~ h k c  s:cc'c',,s hy  the  :..,ate at 
~1-94.. doll  't k n o w  u hat  1o say  ohot t t  that/ We nc( 'd  1o have" u h(ltc'vc'r./a~i/ill~'~ th('rc c.~At 

mcnnta:n(,d.  I ' l l  leave, it ~lt I/tell ~lnJ ,e.('t ottt  (Ilk/  ViC'U' it ~tns' t im(" "" 
G '  "'1 "d l ike t,, .~ee a camp,~r~mlld cmd.s'ccnic' i , te tTsret ivc  trail  , , t  the  eas t  s'kte. P lon t  h/c'. 
wi ld l i / i ,  l im i t ed  hoatin,e.. 17/c' ~k'.~igmttc'd arc'a lo r  ~uimmin,2 i.~ /lot ea.~)' to z ¢ t  t~ , . . .  .1 l~o~ ~il'~l~ " 

/ , av i lum.  sp inn ing  c?ff to a Imrcc ' l  thor wan(A,r.s SIYOIOld It. u't~Hld /~d" ct lilt'c" ~it(" 
>,'trot(' ( l 'pe o / r c ' n l a l  / i t c i l i t v  w~mlcl ~or,~ wel l .  Wc 71 .sc'c' wlult  's prtq>~,s'cd 771~' .slq~('rvisor I., opc',l 
tt~ t] l~;t ( l i ce  o /  th tnk ' ,  t ) l t l  I l l , "  t te i ,~hh~,r  ts / l o t  t o o  ( ' x ( ' t t c ( I  l i m e  u i / l  te l l .  I h i n ~ s  c~tn ( ] l ~n ,~c  '" 
(Z  "'.'fi,m(" (ore( '  to mind.  ])'clil nc'lw~rk~ (n'(' hi~. 17l£' ( "otoltv I~ k m m w  [:;r ,/s'c ('s~ I¢; Ill/till'l,/ 
cwea~" lnr  tmo'ists,  ct/ d I 'd Ilk " to ell "q)H/'(tU.C lol ¢,/ lhin~g thclt lsl~c that  into consid( 'rat i t ,n  
/:V~ec'i. d l v  re<idc'nt~', the.re '~ ¢duqv.s i.s suc.s hc twec 'n  m ¢ m , r i z e d  a n d  nt,~ltn¢,tt,rizcJ 
] w o u l d  like" t~, ~'e(" :ll 0' mm-m¢,t~:ri:cdpr: , lCCt~ I ' ( 'oplc  ~: Ith .V,eCd ('cut.~(" trouh/c.  P c u p / c  h.'," 
c l c c c s . ~  t : ,  D l c h t d c "  oc'c'e~.~ fist t/to pl(v~'icctll)" imps/ i rcd  I*lt 't7++r "live si,~,tlu<4e u oldcl hc  . ~n , j .  ~/t~~ ~ t 
];CfI121C to  (! %]ISHIUt/ftt'CCI% 1(; h l l vC  (I l~ic~ti< • Ilk'c, ]l£lV(" to  ( ot l%l(h l" /fit (ll~ thor/£11c ( t / ] i ' t t t ' J  Ill "/lit/ 

\'f~ ¢~11( I%(1111% l o u d  v('hi('/('.~ ,uom~ lu" their  II~ml(" 
.%']ltt~t/I m('n/ ionc'd tcdkin:~ ctl~tlltI %OLD(" ttT~(' ¢~/ *tc t ('~ s }'¢,lt ('ctll ~ cl/'t'l" Ill £t[ []IC IHI/ []I-('(I~I ( l l J  

mdi~ltcl.;tlit(t," m i n i m a l / h i L i t ( t ,  t/ 's/tl  ~m t/l(" c s t s l c rH ~ith' I ~t/~l s Ili.2, ~t~l ' ,~'~t/~" ; I h h i l l / , ; ,  ]t,,~,, 
[)m~ cr  .m the'so a7~c" ~/  ar('¢ts, l ike p in t  ('r l~octts. ' 
[ H:'C._( 2: " ' l  ha t  re>is ','. l th t h..." Io,,,. n.  not  ,a. i th us.'" 

( ;  "" I t ' ,  'd l ike to ~cc rc ( rc~ lm m impel( I~ ~/~ m in imed ct~ p¢,~ ~il,/c. m, t  c/ I,,,cJt Icnm< h p e r  ~,' 
( ;  " ' ( ; o  ~/¢JIv . le t  .~/d~ u o U / J ~ l  "I IJ,~l I l l  ~t'c II1~II . t~ / i l l "  cl~ (1( ( ' l ' ~  I'lJil~/',. ~l ]~i~.. ~ / l / ~ h l l c / I  d l ' r~ , l l I J  

/).".'R (" l t l l ( / ,~ l ' l  l~,:.'cthcr ~ , I d ( o u l d  h~t~ c i t / i l / c ' d  o / / I M '  ,','me . I~ fu r  ~l~ mo re  h,,~tt rein/p,, n, ,t m, ,~ ,  

[ I  " ' } ' i ' l l  "2"(" l~llkl,~l~ o i l  "¢(lll l/I ~ l ( '%t  ( ( I Y I V  %Ol l th - ( ' £1%[  ~11£" Ib~1%flll l] l I%'~.'%[ IJI f l l  / ( i l l l  i ~11"/'1" I l l l  / (;£11 

I t / I l l  ~1/ ¢~t/Jl'~tt... t : n d o l  26. ~,mlc k i m l  ~'1 d~,~l,. J~m "1 ',~cml i l  ~,~ I~i.~ /wr  ~1 50 1) . ] 4  hu~l !,l 

1.. I '1 ' ( ' ( ) :  "'PIm~ks or  >kid p i , : r "  [ ikc a do~.k ~ hen ' ,ou hmn~.h a bo;~l I t " ,  a dock aT a too \  ,mlqc 

d o c k .  it',.; there for  con \  cmcncc  Ibr  i'~coplc l aun (h i l l ~  boat'-; ( ' o n u D o l l l v  pc.If al boat I~mdm.,.~-. [o 
lhc i l i ta tc  t ', iu~cr boats' :  l h c  , , i / c  o l  the launch ha> to  ,,I,a ',,.Jill d e p t h  o f  \,. at~.'r It l imit-;  size c, i  Ihc 

bo;lI g o m c  call it a~ C O I ] \ C l l l c n c c  p ie r ' "  

( ;  " . ~ l " ] ~ J i t l i ~  d ¢ ; l l ' l m c l ~ ' l t  / ~ c , t ~ J I n ' c l l l c J l l t '  "' 
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\VebsRe Addition locus (iroup Meeting Notes • l.a(¢ No~ember 5 

G: "It used  to he eotu'rete phmks  but over the ) 'eww have gone  aw~v. " 
G: "It '~ inaeee~wihle now amt  scary with a camper. In the summer  time .win need a 4 wheel  drive 

to ge t  in there. "" 
G: "Our properO' stops there. I know what you  mean. Both . e , , d  and had.., it limits size q f  hoats 

and eampetw. ~/ y o u  come in you 71 h~se it. "' 
G: "Can' t  think q/too much to s~ O' on the subject  o[ilt'eek'r roads'. 17w road commission is in 
f inancial  troubh. How much extra maintenance is" neeeh.d? Will th o ,  he more  [i ,cused an those? 
The reduction q[ employees  and t,~t replacing empho,ees q[.[~,et all other roadv If'iN there he 
more  pressure  to mailtlainin.I~ the r ,  adg going into the areas/"" 

G: "1 ment ioned the rec'reati~mal authoriO,, there are 7 townships aml  3 cities are in it in 
Marquette area. When 7bin Bade spoke I ment ioned it to the township association that they 

shouhl  get his card to Iook fi>r I/lO,h q/ 'a  tnil. "' 
UPP('O: "Are you looking fi~r us to discuss the upkeep?'" 
G." "No. . .hmt  can certain thin,~s he exwnrh'd? Shouhl  talk to ( ;arm b)d.sher, she can he tw lehed  

at 226-6591. " 

F: "Great input and comments!  Now thai you've heard what the others have said, would 
you like to comment  on each . ther 's  comments?  Discuss anything further? We've  heard a 
lot about trails and launch sites. . ,  anything else you like a lot? 

G." "'The trails" a.spect- one thin J4 hwkinR on a h)t o / reservoirs  are trails to hike aroun~  
"l'h<v have nrinimal impac't and gi~e access  ta hiketzs'. In regar~A to the eh,velopmetrt o f  trails, l 
chin 't want to .see 8 fi,ot ~l i¢h" trails, we "re talkin~ minimal  trails. " 

G: "Just wanted to say  that re,~,ordin~ recreational prr?jeets overall, I.fiwl hit o f  what we see in 
U.P. is poorly  s igned and see J'~wilitie~ chased down and then ~ e ~'ee what tire demand  is and 
what could he. u e emdd  tJe telling people  what '~" out there giving them t:ood direction and 

~it~tra~e to aece.ss iL "" 
UPPCO:  "Signage is an important component  o f  good recreation. EyeD'one fc,,,:uses o n  the site. 
TV,,D thoughts-- one is ~km "t want to ~'hare and the other is share. M l ) O ' l  is not a big thn o f  signs 
~m highways.  I can give you an example  of  a sign next to the cataract dam boat binding that 
almost didn ' t  happen. Wc found someone  at M I ) O T  and v.,erc told it was part o f  v,'hat have  to do. 

so make it happen."  
G: "No sign I~v Cataract. " 
IJPPCO: "On M 35. UPPCO paid MDOT to put that sign up."  

G; "The thing that's unique about  this area is that it is m,t  developed.  ~',, many  hundreds" O/ 
htkes in U.P. A'o mw*v not unique ato'more. We need to minimize the h~sx ¢~/ nature. 
,.Ill settings" shouhl  not vivihle /)'om tire waWr. I chin "t want to see am,thing in here that w m d d  
impact tire populations o /water f im' l  and h , p e  U P P C O  will take all thing.~ into eonsi~h'ration to 

make  sure the impact is min imal  '" 
Susan Fmco asked (ircg to expot, zld on his accessibility c o m m e m s .  

G: "A'ome per,ple in ~heeh'hair.s need aeeevv  There shouhl  he some  aeeommodat ions  f o r  peoph" 

who ore halrdi¢o1~l)ed arid Hole t]rat lhe ¢ll'etl has t)ar'rier [~'ee (1¢_£'¢'%s "" 

12 29.2c~06 
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~,\:ebsile :',,dthlioll } OCtlS ( l lOl l l l  Met ' l ing Holes [ ale No,.cmbcr 6 

G " , l  ola( c like ( "ataract -al low a('ct'~'s, in p a r t i ( ' u h w  to c x p h . ' c  i t / r u m  lh(" )t a /o r .  II ~ , .m'om" 

co11 "t X~<llk (I ,greet diston~ ~>. /rein ll'olcr is host, hld the  ~%CIhlHL~.. .  "" 

(]' ".\!+;t cverl '  .\itc IcmA itsc/l  t~, harri~'r l)'cc, httt will  lo~,~ InI¢) i t  " 

F: " A n y t h i n g  not m e n t i o n e d ?  K e r r )  is our  key contac t  or  Janet .  Please  let us knov,  
anyth ing  that  CoPIes lip that  y o u ' d  l ike us to k n o w . "  

G, " 0 .  the  cas t  ~ide ~d'tllc l)a~m. ~.1 those  hilly, a p h a / i , r m  in l~m,ds to look ou t  over  ha~ill 

i~ o u h l  6e tlicc. IA~flnc the  trc<.v .~rcw.)Olt  ¢ ould.s'ce hcttcr,  hu t  l ~'lqg)ost" to <k, that  the  try'(', 

u o t d d  I)(, impacted,  t h a  '.~o +~ litllc hit [urthcr, a n d  h i rd  u otc]ling L~ pos.~ihlc.., '" 

(.;" "" 1 "cad s+.m' th ing that  l'OU ,,tt,cd a l icenve to ~h!velop il ('agle.s are  m'.sting +:~ mile  a u a ! .  "' 

t ; P P ( ' ( 2 :  " I t s  d e p e n d e n t  on the tiroc o f  yea1" I.ate Will tcr  i t ' s  ~,~, n l i l c  and  then  6 6 0  feet. others 33(1 

IL'et+.+ it has  ttl do  w i t h  ilcsting tithe. Y o u  w a n t  to avoid the ncst i f  there are cogs+ If  they leave 
the nest ila the cold weather the eggs  \ \on' i  survive. Atl l'nlin has  all  active eagle  nest .  ̀ + 

( ;  "" /Tier( '  are  3 o r  4 in the  <u'ea... "" 

UI 'P (7 (  ): " I f  the re  is one  no\\+ x\c+ll h a v e  to a , . o id  it, uilless the experts say i ts  o k a y .  +  ̀

(i: '" 17. A s u m m c r  it'<' h a d  ,~+ d d e n  eo.,. . , l i 's//n"/hwt time+.. " 

I.;PPC( ): "We scc a lot o f  iminaturc eagles  that look like Golden eagles. . . '+ 
(; '  ".\}). I]IQI" "re hllJ~t> f ind  I *ow l]l('m to,OCt]let .]ltSl o 1]lo11~]ll. " 

(;" "O##c tht#l~ If) mctlliotl +.l <~/#/)o~ilc ~i<l(" ~!/ hrttt<~itlff in louri,sl,t is o/~o, /hcl" muI  Olt '#lt~t '  it <tll</ 

the  t,at'k~ gel  t r a m p l e d  )'oH +1 have  ie,..,elati+.l, s'oil c ro~ ion . . . tha t  t~7~ • <d comlitiol~ 771at ', u / to t  

I fill ##l(,l' ]1~11.'(." 1(1 (/('(11%1 ilh I/ I'tlll /)rill',+" to0 1#111#11" pC(J/l/l" Jlll(l I]H" ~H'Uf# .'Ill cA i lm]) l (  > i~ . Ill  l ) l / I l l  esll 

w o t c r h d l  or t ' t l  oil  thc  m . ' t h  ~i+l~' +,! the  ha~in, p e o p / c  like to .~ec t/tc [alXw a n d  tiler(" 's m~thm!, t .  

rC~ltial<" o r / i o t n c !  111('111 mr,, u h c r c  i"Ol; u a , ' t / t h e m  t~, g, ,  lt'ate~Jall arc<is a rc  f)orlictthlt']l ' ]'ori/ I,, 

t,~/~l#l(/~ ' fic('oltsc l~t'o]~/c ;t o,~1/I¢~/fJt)]~ fJl ~'#" ~'~1~(' l h m l v l ' a l  /all.~ i~ like thor ]"i~/lillg orcas  +~rc 

";f.),'~'tc/Dtlt", I)l'Ot~/('t,'lS... /']1('1 ( Oil d#'il (' I0 I]1( > 3] lore O,'ld/)~l,",tl Ol ld lCal"C ~1/st/.~ t,,1(',, < Jl 7h','l I,Jl l +fiJ 

re< rca~i .na l  p l a n n i n ~  /o~d, ot  t l l .~c thin,...s e n d  a.vve.v~" t hem ore/t~tcot7)+n'ttl(> th,,~v i n t .  the  ?/<m,  

3 h o h e  J/~Vott u tint Io hlalt] lit'tier ¢ <mq)i~t.t: orc+l~ " 

t : P P ( ' ( ) :  " 'Good  p t f i r l t  ( ) f tL ' r  ,qai is tbr ~,ieef) b a n k s  \Ve ' r e  lalnJlJar w i t h  ctcalin.,.! x~itli I]lOSC Ibpe> 
o l ' s i tu :  t ions.  PliosW)il is OllC ol '~hc II'litLus ~<.' have to deal  w i t h  iii the license. I f  that Ilapl~c'.p, 
wc+l l  ha', c to ci(.hhcs.4 i l+ '  

G " / r  o t i<c ¢am/)tg~,ul leA l,C, qU(" DJr , l~h lL . /< . /Dc :~ .uZ  th~ 3 +h+q~ .~rccJl trcc~. I r c c ~ / o / / i t  , i,,t ( is! 
JOl~l l .  IICO/,~/C IIl./~(" / ] l ' ( ' i~ I ) I ) i / rd l¢ ' l l  II111¢'~ / I I  I I  p(l l '~ ~HINI I tOI I  I / IQI '  ] I¢ I I I /  ( I ;~I IV II'CC~ l l h C l l  , .rJl l l( l l l l l~ -, 
t/ICl Jl¢ c d  to <tal (L~ a puJlm+d l,,Hricr.~ I t  ~c('m~ l i / ,c I/ICl'c '~ ~I /+,l r*/ t / l h l . ~  t i l e r / l o v e  o/It+ a , hc,'l~ 
des:It. 11 (" "..'el COlldilio#ICt/. ~¢, ;~ (' "l'c' he i fer  ~/1 tu ot)~('rv(" hlllllOll hctlcn l~n cm</ dclcrt~lIHC u t*(it ,', 

do. vs rsut tq) ",'i74,'1 o / w h o l  /I,)l Io (D, l)culd(' u ill +h, il / ~ l  1¢, ~h'/~ the ,~.~#l "" 

( ; '  "'.~l, ll"th" thi" l#'ud.~ 3 / l ( ) ldeh l  [ ]tt, o11 [t ic ~ / l o lu / i l l c .  11111 i111 (i) /J',,H) it 1o t i l l /  i#lI/;t/l ' l  ~'/l('l'/('.~ l / Io t  

~)( wlql.l" the  ~tu. 'cl ine /]at(" the troi/~ i t / i t 'vl '  the .~FtHIIli/ i~ IIHH'C 'lfl/}/l> " 

[ ; P P ( ' ( ) :  '" l crrail'~ or  \ \ ' c l la l l t l s  \\  ill & c r a t e  \~ h e r e  the  t rai l> ,.z,o. a lot O|" lilllt2 \ \C  Cdl'll'lOt C(HIIIOl 

htlMaD na ture .  \Vc can  ta lk  a b o u t  i t .  ~ c ' \  c been  tic,, t i e p i n  t! l and  and  nl~litlt~llllll],.! recreational 
sites Ibr  111{1113' ) 'cdrs. dlqd ~IIL." part e l  a lal 'ge I lC{' ,Vtl l 'k.,  \Vk" Call st:l id dll c.'lllaJl and ask iIso!l l t . 'OllC 
dcah  ',% ith a p r o b l m n  bcl~) lC \ \ c  cil~ tl~.-, gc'[ {it1 ;11"~%',\ e l  1i-o111 <-;i)l]ICttliC ,,% I io Ila-~ "+ 
I:: "S, M P  pl 'oces;sT" 

2 .% 20<iS" 
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Webs i t e  A d d i t i o n  .- f o c u s  Ciroup M e e t i n g  Notes  - La te  N o v e m b e r  

V 
UPPCO: "' l'hc Shoreline Management Plan in November...  delayed public meetings to develop 
that SMP. What you did today will help cnDrmously. Wc want to do a thorough job and take time 
before we move tb~vard.., not several iDOliths, but a month or two months.. .that 's why we 
pushed the public meeting back, to take into account as many of these cDnccrns as we can." 

F: "We ~ill notify all of you so you can plan in advance and have adequate time. Vee will 
have a draft SMP beflwe the next public n|eeting. Our hope was to discuss draft a SMP at 
that time. We're working on a schedule.. ,  update of final environmental report, 
commented on draft. . ,  will be finalizing the reports." 

U_P. P(:'_O_: "',-ks soon as wc know.., wc didn't change the 30th date will let you know.. ."  

G." "Recently a draft q f  some recreation plan.s [br Bond f'alls wcnt to the DEQ... a.s f iw  as 
recreolion p / t i l l S . . .  "" 

UPPCO: "'As fitr as I 'm aware the DI.iQ does not have a draft of  the rccrcatkm phms. The 
I)EQ has a plan that we need to obtain a permit for Shorclinc Stabilization." 

G: "1)o you anticipate any o f  the projects? " 
UPPCO: "The I)EQ needs to permit any kind Df v,'ork below the ordinary high water mark. We'll 
have to obtain a permit, county scndimetuation permit.., similar permits.., trail building doesn't 
require one. . ."  

F: "Thank you all for joining us tonight.. ." 

G: "1 h a v e  a question about power generation demand Itow's the situation fiw UPP('O. w~d 
¢h'mand im'rea.se.., is there a question? "" 

I.JPPCO: ""fherc is a required reserve, we ' re  working on a plan to strengthen our ability to bring 
power to the U.P., 1 dDn't think there is anything worrisome about getting electricity... A'IC 
(something about hove the grid works and access to Wisconsin and the UP)... no cause for 
cDnccrn lbr power supply... (system?) still very constrained.,  working on it, always working on 
it, looking at it.,.It" someone shoots something out, we're m trnublc.'" 

G: "llqua ( / , thor  states a.sk fi~r power fi'om us? " 
UPPCO: "'ffyou have a contract, no one can take it away from you. l,ast year St. Louis, 
()hio needed power, a l l d  w e  a s k e d  o u r  customers It) COl lSCrve  So  w e  C o t l l d  send power to them. 
We WOtlldn'l be in a position to CHt off power to Our customers, only conserve so wc can send 
when needed.., but we wouldn't deny our own customers so ;vc can gi,,c a way power to 
someone else." 

(;: "ls there a phm to stm'ngthen the grid? "' 
I.JPP('O: "We're  building in Wausau in 2008. Wisconsin and U.R both nccd it: vet only have J, 
links coming m... (htughing) We're a power company, and arc glad we can answer questions 
about power." 

F: "We will keep you posted about the dates and thank you!" 
Adjourned. 

12 2 ~) 2oOt, 
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Press l".elcase Shoreline Management Pla,s l)elayed 30 No','. 2006 2 

IJI'PCO tlydroelectric Projects' Shoreline Management Plans Delayed, 
I'erhaps Until March 2007 

[JPI)CO cites additional time needed to incorporate data gathered, the holidays, and its desire to 
provide a comprehensive overview of  shoreline plans for all its U.P. project lands 

Iloughton, MI -. Upper Peninsula Power Company has revised the timeline for completing the 
drafi Shoreline Managcment Phms (SMP) for project lands at Au Train, Bond Falls, Boney hills. 
Cataract. Prickctt. and Victoria reservoirs to allow time to incorporate information gathered from 
the public, focus groups, the environmental studies, and resource agencies. "lhc company now 
says its phms to complete the SMPs by December I were optimistic and adds that no rights to 
use the project hinds would be conveyed until a final SMP is approved by the Federal l!ncrgy 
Regulatory ( 'ommission. 

I.JIWCO is planning more detailed SMPs for submittal to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (I.H<C), and the process is time consuming. 

"We coukl submit general SMPs relatively quickly," said Shawn Puzcn, a WPS Resources 
Environmental Consultant working with UPPCO, "'but the plans wouldn ' t  provide the level o f  
detail the public and agencies indicated they 'd  like to scc. It also makes more sense to us to 
submit the complete, detailed SMPs initially. Wc think providing an overall view of  the plans 
,.,.'ill be more meaningful to stakeholders. The plans will provide continuity while still 
recognizing the individual characteristics at each o f  the prqiccts." 

Puzcn also believes it is important tot stakeholders to sec the plans as a whole. '"1"o some 
degree, the plans arc dependent on one another,'" hc said. "Certain activities may bc proposed at 
o n e  l o c a t i o n  t h a i  a r e  11ot proposed at all Iota iOlqS." 

Puzen explained that the company would present its plans at public meetings m the eastcrn and 
western L!ppcr Peninsula. "That ' s  consistent with boy., we 've  approached this in the past," hc 
said. "It makes sense to hold meetings for Bond. Victoria and Prickctt in the ;vest and Au I'raul. 
Boney Falls, and ( 'ataract in the cast so Ihat local people won ' t  have lar to drive." 

After the draft SMPs arc presented, tJPPCO v¢ill take public and agency comments before 
lhmlizing the ph|ns and submitting them to the FERC. 

UI 'PCO said it wouldn ' t  wait until the end o f  the first quarter of  20(}7 to present the SMPs if 
they're completed betbrc then. "We' l l  get them out to the public as soon as possible when 
they're finished," Puzen said. "We understand that people will be disappointed in thc delay, and 
we appreciate their patience, especially those entities eagerly awaiting the final product. 
Nevertheless, we think cverynnc would agree that it 's more important to do this right than do it 

fast." 

I o  ~( % _ ~ .OO6 
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P . ~ z p n ~  z. / ee~se_, ,qmFjvbr~emt~ 

f~N L/ 2:: # Co~ 5/s#e,~...c_;cs .~ 

]~ August, 2004 U£PCO ~ed a new Recreation Plan with FERC recommending two 
designated campsite locations that would replace dispersed campsites along ~ e  shoreline 
at BondiUPPCO told FERC that the plan was designed to be Consistent with the Buffer 
Zone and Wildlife and Land Management Plans. It 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? 
.A1 Warren 
Ewen 

. . . .  
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Question for UP.PCO/WPS 
Re: _Ft~_R_C Proe_e_ss . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

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 t~RC (3/23/06) to urge 
UPPCO to follow the SMP guidance to provide adequate protection to environmental, 
recreational and public interests. 
Does UPPCO agree with this recommendation? 

AI Warren 
Ewen 

f . 

! 
' ~  I'~ 

.t, 

~ y . i s  ~e sale price Nate~a is paying UPPCO being kept secret in a s~led.affi~vit 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 tile f'mal price to UPPCO be determined 
by how many private non-project uses of project lands (trails, lighted docks) UPPCO will 
be able to sign over to Naterra? 
A1 Warren 
Ewen 

° 

.. - - ~ k  
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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 opposition 
to any.doeks on the Bond Falls Flowage. I have also written.FERC. 

I reached this opinion before I bad ever heard ofIJP-PAC. I don't need UPPAC ear you to 
tell me what I should thintc 

R e e e i ~ g  50 percent revenue is more than we are getting now, and I don't believe you 
or your company care about our local economy. Nor do I believe that you have a crystal 
ball anti. ca~ pred/.et h~w much tax reveaue w~ ~ a t ~ y  he generate& 

.-" \ 

Feel free.to include my comments in the information you mlbmit to the FERC as pa~. of 
the process. 

Sineere$y, ,, ' , , q  

Ju0ith Fleming-Bergei ~ 
16021 Taylor Road 
Brace Crossing, Mi. 49912 

.r. 
°. 
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Upper Peninsula Power Company- Au Train (FERC NO. 10856) 
LAND SALES CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS 

Attachment 56 
January 2006- December 2006 

E-MAIL CORRESPONDENCES 
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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: I apologize for my earlier email. I meant to respond to Roger Trudeau, who 
originally received your message from our customer service department. 

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 hydroelectric project boundaries but you're absolutely 
right, we 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 seems 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 determine what may be allowed within 
those project boundaries. Nothing is cast in concrete at this point, except to assure you that there 
will be no "view" corridors at Bond Falls. There aren't being considered 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 
people who share your feelings about development, we've also heard from a number of people 
who believe that the economic development 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 agencies to satisfactorily resolve any issues that arise. 

Thank you for your comments. 

Sincerely, 

Kerry Spees 
Public Affairs 
Wisconsin Public Service 
920-433-1589 

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

Name: Mr. Thomas J Haight 
Company Name: 

12/29/2006 
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Address" 8980 South 42nd St 
City: Franklin 
State" WI 
Zip Code: 53154 

Account Number: 

E-mail Address: tom@gladon.com 
Home Phone: 0 -  
Work Phone: 0 - 
Cell Phone: 0 - 

Contact By: Email 

Comments: I am writing to express my dismay at your decision 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, etc. across the shorelines you control under your FERC permits. Keep these 
shoreline wild. 

From: Joseph LeBouton [mailto:lebouton@msu.edu] 
Sent: Saturday, June 24, 2006 6:32 AM 
To: Spees, Kerry A 
Subject: Re: Lincoln County 

Mr. Spees, 

I 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 communities that surround our hydro projects. Don't 
you see anything inconsistent, looking at it from outside, with WPS suing Lincoln County 
communities 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 actual and implied responsibility to maintain the status quo at the UP flowages on the 
other? 

I like to see WPS being a good corporate citizen. I don't like seeing you resorting to money- 
grubbing using high-priced lawyers against grass-roots democracy in action. Municipal planning 
and zoning is a difficult enough process on its own! It 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 scarce. WPS needs to 
take the long view as it divests of its lands, as it does when working on green energy and other 
community outreach. 

12/29/2006 
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My suggestion: have a change of heart, and issue a huge press release saying that WPS has 
decided 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 access on 100% of 
these lands, and 3) foster SUSTAINABLE local economic growth instead of one-off 
subdivisions and house 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 can be sustainably harvested. Only as a distant 
second priority would WPS consider selling 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 lot of money, just help folks get in touch with existing federal and 
state funds. In the UPPCO case it would be forestry and hunting, fishing, and river guides, 
snowmobile and xc 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 energy 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% productive 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 please 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 communication: 

When I most recently visited the UPPCO website, the majority of the comments were negative 
on the Bond Falls issue. That website is the closest 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 source, 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 local tax revenue probably haven't seen the studies on cost-of-services 
from around the entire nation that always show that isolated residential subdivisions cost local 
communities more in maintenance than they ever can possibly bring in tax revenue. With so 
much data to the contrary, how can you put forward the idea that these types of development are 
good for the local tax base? Will the Lincoln County issue be any different for WPS? 

12/29/2006 
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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? I'll 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 to 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 put 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 it 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? If 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 I were you I 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 are 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 impossible. 

I 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 lands. 

Somebody is obviously able to think of giving back to communities, as witnessed by your 
scholarship and grant programs in other areas. Why not leverage your greatest resource, the 
land, in something positive and long-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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-Joseph LeBouton 

Spees, Kerry A wrote: 
> Mr. LeBouton: 
> 

> It'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 favor of the 
> development. That said, however, I 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 to be in 
> the minority - a very vocal minority. 
> 

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

> point out that more than 60% of the land in the Upper Peninsula of 
> Michigan is already open to the public. 
> 

> In general, I don't think it's appropriate for the public to expect a 
> private landowner to 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. 
2> 

> 

> . . . . .  Original Message . . . . .  
> From: Joseph LeBouton [mailto:lebouton@msu.edu] 
> Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2006 7:27 PM 
> To: Spees, Kerry A 
> Subject: Re: Lincoln County 
> 

> Mr. S pees, 
> 

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

12/29/2006 
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matter. 
> 

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

> policy of divesting of non-productive and un-needed lands. I just 
> don't think we should shove development down the throats of 
> communities that are trying to define their own destiny. There are 
> plenty of models for setting aside such rare, undeveloped land for 
> uses 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. 
> 

> I 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 therefore the zoning change is 
against the law. 
> 

> No doubt you will batter and braise 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 
> dare to go against you then? And since you choose the number and 
> scope of people to include in each of your public relations coups, you 

> will always (albeit transparently) play the 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 bulls 
> 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 
shareholder. 

12/29/2006 
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> 

> But WPS is wrong, wrong, wrong in this case, as it is in the Bond 
> Falls et al. cases. 
> 

> 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 UPPCO land sale? What precisely is the distinction 
> between 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'll be forced 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 it. So divest, divest, divest! But do so in a 
> way that protects the character and the ecological integrity that 
> remains of these pieces. 
> 

> That is my vote as a shareholder. May the others who feel differently 

> please feel free to address my points above. 
> 

> S incerely, 
> 

>-Joseph  LeBouton 
> 

> Spees, Kerry A wrote: 
> 

> 

>>Mr. Lebouton: 
>> 

>>Thank you for your comments regarding the Wisconsin Public Service 
>>land in Lincoln County. l 'm sorry you do not agree with the company's 
> 

> 

>>course of action regarding the selling of land not needed, and not 
>>included in the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission project boundary, 
> 

> 

1 2 / 2 9 / 2 0 0 6  
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>>for the safe, reliable operation of our hydroelectric facilities. The 
> 

> 

>>issues in Lincoln 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 gone on record supporting the 
>>sale 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 
>>management 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 prohibit 
>>development of the land, significantly reducing its value - and 
>>affecting shareowner return, in turn. Public Service appealed to the 
>>towns to return 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 is 
> 

> 

>>recreational 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 to 
> 

> 

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

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

12/29/2006 
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>>legitimate 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 property tax base. Again, nearly 85 percent of the company's 
>>property associated with the Alexander hydro project will remain 
> 

> undeveloped. 
> 

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

> projects. 
> 

>>Others hold a different viewpoint. 
>> 

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

>>Sincerely .... 
> >  

Joseph P. LeBouton 
Forest Ecology PhD Candidate 
Department of Forestry 
Michigan State University 
East Lansing, Michigan 48824 

Office phone" 517-355-7744 
email" lebouton@msu.edu 

From: Mr. koski [mailt°:eandish°p@mblp'°rg] 
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" 

12/29/2006 
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Address: 
City: limestone 
State: mi 
Zip Code: 

E-mail Address: eandishop@mblp.org 
Home Phone: ()-  
Work Phone: 0 - 
Cell Phone: 0 - 

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 developed. If uppco needs money and wants 
to spur the local economies, then hire local loggers to select 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. If the land gets developed and the water 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, lawsuit 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. I feel 
uppco has dropped enough gifts in naterra's lap already. Now do something good for the upper 
peninsula, spare the basin and save yourself a headache. 

from: 
local rate payer 
and basin user 

is anybody reading these? 

From: Spees, Kerry A 
Sent: Friday, December 08, 2006 6:30 AM 
To: 'alwarren' 
Subject: 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. Marcouiller, Gary 
R. Green, Steven C. Deller, and N.R. Sumathi of the Universities of Minnesota and Wisconsin 
Extensions. On page II 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 services, as measured by public expenditures." 

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

Sincerely 

12/29/2006 
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Kerry 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, Nancy, 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 area. Refer to the "Regional Multipliers" handbook by the 
U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Kerry Spees 
Public Affairs 
920-433-1589 

12/29/2006 
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PREFACE 

UPPCO Response to Comments on 
Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, and Aesthetic Resources of the Bond Fails, Boney Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Cataract, and Au Train Impoundments 

March, 2007 

In response to comments presented below, it should be noted that many of the comments received criticize the Assessment of the Recreation, Wildlife, and Aesthetic Resource Reports for the six impoundments for not meeting the 
standards of an "Environmental Assessment". Specifically, some commentors state the reports do not address the impacts of potential development on non-project lands and/or the impacts of such development on project lands and 
the impoundments. 

The resource reports were never intended to be environmental assessments. Rather, as clearly indicated in the scopes of work that were reviewed and commented on by the resource agencies, the objectives of  the studies were to 
gather readily available existing infimnation, to conduct field work to verify the presence and condition of  existing data, to document existing conditions, and to assimilate and provide the collected information in the form of  
GIS-generated resource inventory maps and reports. 

Furthernlore, it needs to be made clear that any future assessment of impacts to project lands will be limited to just that - impacts to project lands. Such impacts might be due to such things as footpaths down to the water's edge, 
limited view enhancenlent areas, and/or the placement of docks along the shore. There will not be any residential housing or other conspicuous development on project lands (i.e., within the FERC boundary). Until such time when 
development proposals at each of the impoundments are put forth, it is not possible to assess the potential resource impacts on project lands and waters. 

Commenting Entity 

Combined Agency Comments: 
Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition 

Keweenaw Bay indian Community 
National Park Services 

Department of Natural Resources 
Forest Services, US Dept. of 

Agriculture 
US Fish & Wildlife Services 

August 28, 2006 

Comment 
We recommend that UPPCO not identify these studies as "Environmental 
Assessments." Environmental Assessment (EA) has a specific meaning 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). These assessments 
do not lneet the requirements of an EA as defined under NEPA. In 
general, an EA includes brief discussions of the following: the need for 
the proposal, an analysis of alternatives, environmental impacts of the 
alternatives, and a listing of agencies and persons consulted. FERC will 
likely be completing an EA as part of reviewing and approving a Shoreline 
Management Plan (SMP). In order to reduce confusion regarding the 
purpose of the studies by E-PRO, we suggest that the studies be referred to 
as "Environmental Baseline Assessments." 
The study results do provide an overview of some of the resources of each 
towage and surrounding project land. This information has improved our 
understanding of the location and extent of important environmental 
features at each basin. The information, however, is limited in scope as it 
was gathered during a brief period during May and June 2006. The 
reliability of the data collected is also questionable since standard 
protocols, as suggested by the resource agencies, were not utilized for 
some resources (raptors, substrate mapping, etc.) Other resources, such as 
old growth, hemlock, and oak stands were not identified and therefore the 
studies are not useful in identifying these important habitat features. These 
caveats will need to be considered as the SMP is developed. 
Study Overview 
For many of these ilnpoundments the reservoir target elevation or 
minimum elevations varies. Because of this we propose the minimum 
pond elevation that could be experienced during the boating season be 
utilized to conservatively estimate surface area and shoreline. 

UPPCO/EPRO Response 
The commentor is correct in stating that these assessments "do not meet the requirements of 
an EA as defined under NEPA". These assessments, as scoped in consultation with the 
resource agencies, were designed to be resource/habitat baseline inventories, not NEPA- 
level environmental assessments. See Preface. 

As explained in our response to agency comments on the scopes of work, not all agency- 
suggested protocols were going to be performed. Specifically, substrate mapping and raptor 
calls. We believe our methods to identify and map various habitats within the 
impoundlnents are more than adequate for informed decision-making on non-project uses of 
project lands. 

Three of the impoundments (Boney, Prickett, and Au Train) are operated as run-of river, 
meaning that water levels do not fluctuate much during the boating season. The others 
experience drawdowns of varying degrees during the boating season. Because each resource 
may be impacted 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 
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Recreation Resources 
Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition/River Alliance of Wisconsin 
(MHRC/RAW) and National Park Service should be included in the list of 

agencies and NGO's. 

At the basins many informal recreation sites were identified; most basins 
had a much higher number of informal recreation sites compared to formal 
recreation sites. Please clarify whether UPPCO plans to keep the informal 
sites open for public use or if these sites will be closed. 
The Recreation Plan does not discuss any nearby formal or informal trails. 
These features should be included and mapped. 

For all of the sites a relative measure of compaction was provided. How 
was compaction measured or observed? 

-Tiiere are many other forms of recreation on these flowages that do not 
involve direct use of recreation sites identified and inventoried. Fishing, 
waterfowl hunting, hiking, birdwatching, canoeing/kayaking, and other 
forms of recreation occur on and around these flowages. The impact on 
non-project use of project land on these recreational activities must be 

L analy zed. _ . . . . . . . .  
(Bond Falls) Site R-1 is described as a formal boat launching, picnicking, 

camping, and bank fishing site. There is one nearby campsite (No. 11), but 
no picnicking or bank fishing facilities are available here. Additionally, 
two formal boat launching sites are noted. The second site (R-18) is listed 
on page 2-19 as an informal site. Please clarify whether these sites are 
formal or informal. 
(Bond Falls) The 15 informal recreation facilities on Map 2-1 and 

description are confusing. For 9 of these sites (r-4, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 
and 19) you specifically note "no erosion" at the site. However, under 
2.2.3 Areas Not Conducive to Recreational Development, you state that 
"field crews observed eroded banks in 15 different areas around the lake." 
Do these 15 areas include the recreation sites? Please map these sites so 
that the location of the recreation sites and erosion sites are shown 
together. _ . . . .  
(Bond Falls) Descriptions of the infonnal sites notes that the site "appears 

to be associated", "may be associated", or "is associated" with a formal 
campsite. How was the relationship between campsite and informal areas 
determined? In our observations, many of the informal campsites are 
closely associated with formal campsites. 
(Prickett) The Michigan Recreational Boating lnfonnation System 

directory (available from Michigan.gov/dnr website) lists Prickett Dam 
Backwaters site as having parking area for 15 car/trailer units. Please 
correct this information for site R-2 on page 2-3 and make the necessary_..._ 

2 

The Michigan Hydro Relicensing Coalition has been added. The recommendations from the 
"agencies" as referenced in the report Introductions did not include the River Alliance of 
Wisconsin or the National Park Service. These groups will be added to future references to 
"agencies". 

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

Projects. 

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

The reports have been revised to reflect only the presence or absence of compaction. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the recreation 
assessments was to review and map existing recreation facilities within the project boundary. 
The assessments were not designed to analyze impacts. See response ID 1. 

Site R-I encompasses information for all the dispersed camping and recreation sites that are 
considered to be part of the campground; thus the picnicking may not occur at site R-1 but 
does occur at a site associated with the dispersed camping area. The report has been revised 
to clarify R-18 is a formal site. 

The 15 areas of erosion that were noted in section 2.2.3 of the report and shown on Map 2-1 
do not include erosion at the recreation sites. As noted in the last sentence of the section "In 
addition to the eroded banks listed above, over half of the recreation sites exhibited moderate 
to major amounts of erosion." The erosion associated with recreation sites is described in 
the narrative description of the relevant recreation site. 

The relationship between the informal recreation sites and the formal campsites was 
determined by comparing the information collected in the field with the map of the Bond 
Falls Flowage formal recreation sites. A judgment was then made by the observer. 

The Michigan Boating Information System listed a parking area for 15 car trailer units. The 
site visit, however, determined that there are 6 trailer units and 6 single car parking spaces. 
The site visit determination is based upon actual measurements. 
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calculation corrections in section 2.3.3 Lake Use Rate on page 2-8. 

A description of average recreational use of the campgrounds, as well as 
purpose of campground visit, should be included. 

Include a description of how the existing recreational use may be affected 
by proposed non-project use of project land. 

It should be noted that Michigan Department of Natural Resources staff 
have observed increased use of the basins during waterfowl hunting season 
(September through November) and during deer hunting season (October 
through December). This increased use is not captured in the short time 
frame of visits in Ma~' and June. 
Please note the days of the week and duration of visits to the 
impoundments. Boating observations may have missed users who were 
out in the early morning or evening. Also weekend days may have more 
usage and may not have been captured during the study. 
A description on how proposed non-project uses of project land will 
impact recreation, including hunting, should be included. 

A thorough description of recreational use by anglers, hunters, and 
trappers should be included. 
Passive recreational use, such as mushroom and berry picking or bird 
watching, should be described. 
The use of the phase "natural wave action" is misleading, since the effects 
of wave action on these flowages is magnified by the artificial 
manipulation of water levels, which does not allow vegetation to become 
established in shoreline areas, thus making many areas more prone to 
erosion from wave action than they would normally be on a natural lake. 
A discussion of site conditions not conducive to the development of dock 
structures and marinas including shallow water areas that limit ingress and 
egress to the shore, wetlands, and other sensitive areas should be included. 
In addition, a map of shoreline site conditions not conducive to the 
development of dock structures or marinas should be included. According 
to Wagner (1991), shallow areas of lakes (e.g., less than 5 feet) are most 
likely to exhibit negative impacts associated with boating. These impacts 
include sediment re-suspension, reduced water quality, and reduced habitat 
for aquatic and terrestrial species. 
(Prickett, Victoria) Please provide a detailed topographic map to help 

visualize the steep bank areas around the reservoir. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the recreation 
assessments was to review and map existing recreation facilities within the project boundary, 
not to investigate recreational use patterns. See also response ID 8. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the recreation 
assessments was to review and map existing recreation facilities within the project boundary, 
not to analyze impacts to recreational use. See also response to ID 8. 

See response ID 14. 

The reports have been revised accordingly. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the recreation 
assessments was to review and map existing recreation facilities within the project boundary, 
not to analyze impacts to recreational use. See also response ID 8. 

See response ID 14. 

See response ID 14. 

To avoid confusion and speculation on causes of erosion noted at sites, the reports have been 
revised to remove all references to probable causes. 

Recreational development constraints (erosion areas and wetlands) are mapped and included 
in the reports. Sensitive areas information was also mapped, but only provided to state and 
federal resource agencies. All this information will be taken into consideration during the 
development of the Shoreline Management Plans. 

Mapping of shallow water areas was not conducted as contemplated in the agency-reviewed 
scope of work. As development proposals for docks and marinas are made available, 
shallow water areas will be assessed. 

The two reports have been revised to include maps with topographic features (see Map 2-2 
for each respective report). 
See response ID 20. (Bond Falls) For the various sites described, the causes for any erosion 

observed are stated (human use, natural wave action, etc). This is 
somewhat speculative, and it would be more appropriate to refer to the 
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Bond Falls Erosion Control Plan (and subsequent contractor report) for 
infonnation on probable causes of erosion at each site. 
(Au Train, Boney Falls, Prickett) The Recreation Plan does not discuss 

any bank fishing sites. These features should be included and mapped. 
An important step in determining acceptable boating densities and desired 
types of water-based recreational use is lacking: developing a "desired 
condition" for the reservoirs. The desired condition details the setting and 
type of recreation experiences desired. There are accepted methods for 
developing the desired condition, such as Water Recreation Opportunity 
Spectrum (WROS). WROS helps determine the niche of a particular water 
body in the region. Without determining the desired condition, calculating 
possible numbers of boats on a water body lacks meaning and context. 
Any number (or range of numbers) that is arrived at, and any specific 
watercraft type, may or may not fit with the desired condition. The Forest 
Service can provide more information on the use of WROS for developing 
a desired condition for particular basins. 
User perceptions of acceptable boating density in similar settings are 
missing from the discussion (this is part of WROS process described 
above). 
A discussion on the type of watercraft commonly used on the 
impoundment needs to be included. 
The density estimates do not take into account potential for increased 
public use of the basin and associated facilities over the term of the FERC 
license. 
The "Recreation Resources" map does not include constraints to 
recreational development (e.g., docks and marinas) such as shallow water 
areas, areas of aquatic vegetation, and wetlands. 
Please clarify the elevation of"full pond". We suggest the minimum pond 
elevation during the open water boating season be utilized to provide a 
conservative estimate. See comment under "Study Overview: 
Impoundments" above. 

(Au Train) The southern portion, or approximately 1/5, of the basin is 
considered a wildlife refuge and is closed for over 2 months of the year. 
This needs to be taken into account when calculating the useable lake 
surface area. 
Since this section is based largely upon Boating Carrying Capacity as 
determined by the previous section, and since there are serious questions 
about the methodology used to estimate Boating Carrying Capacity (see 
comment above), the range of boat numbers arrived at, and the type of 
watercraft, has no meaning or context. Again, a "desired condition", 
detailing the setting and types of desired recreational experiences, needs to 
be determined before making calculations of acceptable boating densities 
and types of watercraft. 
User perceptions of acceptable boating density at the flowages, or in 

The reports already include discussions, photos, and mapped locations of bank fishing sites. 

We are familiar with the Water Recreation Opportunity Spectrum method. The Boating 
Carrying Capacity analyses, however, were only meant to identify a range of recreational 
boating carrying capacity at each reservoir. It was beyond the scope of this literature based 
desk-top exercise to determine the "desired condition" at each impoundment. 

This study was scoped as a literature-based, desk-top exercise. User perceptions were not 
included. 

The report will include mention of the type of watercraft observed and reported to be 
commonly used on the impoundments. 
The reports were never intended to speculate about the potential for increased public use. 

Recreational constraint factors cited will be addressed in the development of Shoreline 
Management Plans. 

Full pond is the areal extent of the waterbody as obtained from the Michigan DNR Fisheries 
Division on-line shape file lake polygons as of March 2004. Three of the impoundments 
(Boney, Prickett, and Au Train) are operated as run-of river; meaning that water levels do 
not fluctuate much during the boating season. The others have drawdowns of varying 
degrees during boating season. Because each resource may be impacted differently by water 
level change setting a single level is not practical. 
The refuge area is closed to boating from September 1 through November 10, which is 
outside the normal boating season. 

See response ID 25. 

This study was scoped as a desk-top exercise. User perceptions were not included. 
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similar settings are missing from tile discussion. No interviews were 
conducted with boaters on this towage to help determine acceptable 
boating densities. 
Information on the type of watercraft actually used on the impoundments 
should have been provided, rather than speculating as to what types of 
boats/motors represent tile "most likely , ' users. 
The studies referenced (in table 2-1 for Bond Falls) may not be relevant to 
the discussion, depending on user perceptions in those areas and their 
history. Using an average of the figures obtained from these studies, is 
probably overly simplistic and not appropriate for determining appropriate 
boater densities for this towage. 
Please include a note in the study that the Resource Agencies and UPPCO, 
while team evaluating impacts to project resources, will need to agree in 
tile Shoreline Management Plan upon an acceptable boating density 
standard. 
Please note that fishing boats (and boats used for waterfowl hunting) often 
have motors greater than 25 HP. 

(Prickett) The analysis should take into account the presence of stumps 
and floating snags in this towage, which are abundant and which are one 
of the major "defining characteristics" of this towage (p. 5-7). These 
stumps and snags are one of the main features that attract fishermen to the 
flowage, and fishing is the dominant recreational use at this time (p. 5-10). 
(Prickett) The presence of stumps and floating snags, and the ways these 

features shape the current recreational use of Prickett Flowage, needs to be 
included in tile analysis. This would logically be part of the WROS 
assessment discussed above. 
Wildlife & Aquatic Habitat 
The main objectives of the Wildlife and Aquatic Habitat study should be 
clarified to reflect the objectives listed in the Scope of Services: 1) gather 
all readily obtainable, existing information on wildlife and aquatic 
habitat/species associated with the subject impoundments and project 
lands, 2) conduct field work to verify the presence and condition of 
existing data, 3) map and document (on a broad-scale) new occurrences of 
habitat and species of interest observed during the field work effort, and 4) 
use these data to develop natural resource constraint maps/databases for 
each impoundment. 
In addition to possible nesting platfonns, potential nesting sites should also 
be included in tile list of study objectives. 
Gray wolf and gray wolf habitat should be included in the list of study 
items. 
Fisheries assessments were either lacking or were incorrect. Information 
on tile current status of the fish community should be included. 
The presence and distribution of littoral fisheries habitat such as gravel 
lenses, woody structure, and aquatic vegetation is described in general 
terms within the assessments. The assessments indicate that habitat 

The "most likely" users covers pretty much all the potential users of the impoundments. The 
reports have been revised to include mention of the type of watercraft observed and reported 
to be commonly used on the impoundments. 
The table cited represents information that is in the literature. This information and the 
approach used represent potential tools for future use in assessing boating densities. 

It is not known ifa boating density standard will be included in the SMP. The boating 
capacity study is designed to provide planning guidelines. 

Boats used for fishing and waterfowl hunting may have motors of greater than 25HP. The 
larger point here is that fishing and hunting boats on these impoundments generally are not 
traveling at a high rate of speed. 
The report has been revised accordingly. 

Comment noted. 

The report has been revised to clarify the objectives. 

The report objectives have been revised to include potential nesting sites. 

The reports have been revised to address the comment. 

Fish community information has recently been provided by the Michigan DNR and the 
reports have been revised to reflect this information. 
We feel that the littoral habitat data that was collected is sufficiently specific for determining 
potential impacts associated with shoreline alteration, dock placement, etc. 
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conditions were documented using GIS-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 
determining the impact any proposals seeking shoreline alterations, dock 
construction, or woody habitat manipulation. 
(Bond Falls) Please provide a map showing the location for the photo in 

Figure 3-1. 
(Au Train) Please clarify intent of the third sentence in the first paragraph 

under 3.2. I. 
Include information on the typical altitude above ground level at which the 
helicopter was flown, as well as the separation between transects. 
(Bond Falls) The infonnation obtained (re. existence of suitable bald eagle 

nest trees on the large peninsula along the eastern shore) is new 
information and needs to be considered in reference to the new 
campground unit planned for that peninsula. 
(Bond Falls) A discussion of whether any natural suitable osprey trees 

currently exist in or around the flowage is missing. 
(Prickett) It is unclear what criteria were used to evaluate nesting habitat 
potential for great blue heron. The large wetland complex at the south end 
of the flowage would appear to provide good habitat in general for herons 
(and herons were observed there), yet the statement is made (p. 3-5) that 
there is a "lack of suitable natural nesting habitat for great blue heron." 
Herons are colonial nesters and will utilize a wide range of tree species and 
tree sizes for their nests (Atlas of Breeding Birds of Michigan, 1991), so it 
is unclear why there is a lack of nesting habitat. 
(Victoria) It is concluded that "no suitable natural nesting habitat was 

observed" for ospreys, please define suitable osprey nesting habitat. 
According to the Michigan Audubon Society cranes are not dependent on 
using traditional bogs with sphagnum and leatherleaf for nesting and often 
use smaller wetlands with a greater variety of vegetation cover types. 
Therefore is it not correct to conclude that there is no crane nesting habitat 
on project lands around the flowage. 
Although evidence of waterfowl and sandhill crane nesting was limited 
during the assessments, the large number of goslings, ducklings, and 
juvenile sandhill cranes indicated that nearby nesting locations are present. 
These surveys were conducted at the wrong time of year to accurately 
reflect migratory wildlife usage. 

(Prickett) The very brief period of observation for wildlife on this flowage 
(2 days in June) must be considered when reviewing the data obtained. 
For example, we have observed several different species of waterfowl on 
Prickett flowage over the years (including mallards, black ducks, wood 

The site in the photo is located on Map 3-3.. 

The report has been revised accordingly. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

Comment noted. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

Comment noted. 

One of the objectives of these studies was to inventory and map existing habitats and, based 
on habitat characteristics, determine if these habitats would be generally suitable for certain 
species' life stages such as staging and foraging for migratory wildlife. These studies were 
not scoped or designed to determine habitat utilization by migratory wildlife, just the 
presence of habitat itself. 
Comment noted. The emphasis of the assessments was on suitable habitat for species 
identified by the agencies, not solely on the observed presence of species. 
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ducks, etc.), yet the brief visit revealed only one waterfowl species: 
comrnon merganser. We would consider the information provided in this 
report anecdotal. 

(Au Train) Please clarify the intent of the last sentence of the last 
paragraph under 3.2.3. 
Documentation of the prominent plant species in each wetland cover type 
and documentation of the hydrological condition of the wetlands including 
extent of inundation and general water depths is missing. 
(Bond Falls) On 3-7 it states that sandbar willow along the shoreline is 
typically flooded, providing excellent habitat for wildlife. This may be 
true in May, but by July, this habitat is gone, as water levels are generally 
much lower and far below this vegetation. 
(Bond Falls) On p. 3-9 it states that ..."no other unique or significant 

upland habitat was observed at Bond Falls". This 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 sizeable cedar/yellow birch/hemlock wetland and the stand 

of mature hemlock is an important forest component that was noted in the 
study. Were these areas identified from a boat or examined on shore? 
(Victoria) There is no discussion of Significant Upland Habitats. Were 

any project lands surveyed for significant upland habitats? 
(Bond Falls) There appears to be an error in this section; Interior Creek 

does not empty into Bond Flowage, but rather into the M. Branch of the 
Ontonagon River, some distance south of the flowage. The location for 
the wood turtle observation should presumably be where the M. Branch 
flows into the impoundment. 
(Bond Falls) We are familiar with the area around where the M. Branch 
flows into the impoundment, and the area with the most potential for wood 
turtle nesting is on the steeper sandy banks along the east side of this 
narrow bay, not the west side, as labeled in the figure. The angle of slope, 
sparsity of vegetation, and greater exposure to the sun on the east side of 
tiffs bay would likely be preferred by wood turtles for nesting. 
(Victoria) Please clarify whether the south or southeast facing slopes that 

were identified as possible wood turtle nesting habitat were checked on- 
the-ground for evidence of use by nesting wood turtles or just observed 
from a distance. 
It is not clear what distance interval was used to sample for woodland 
raptors, and how much of this survey was conducted while on land, versus 
from a boat. Also, please provide time of day the woodland raptor surveys 
were conducted. 

The search protocol to detect woodland raptors and their nests is 
insufficient and poorly timed to accurately determine their presence (raptor 
surveys should occur between April 15 and 30). Additional raptor surveys 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

The reports have been revised to address prominent plant species and general hydrological 
condition. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

The entire area was examined and mapped on foot by walking throughout the interior of the 
wetland and using GPS to map the approximate outer limit of the area. 

A brief discussion of the survey results specific to significant upland habitats has been 
included in the revised report. 
The report has been corrected. 

The comment is acknowledged and the map and text have been revised accordingly. 

These areas were examined on-the-ground by several biologists. 

In general, at the Bond Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Boney Falls, and Cataract impoundments, 
woodland raptor call back surveys were primarily conducted from a boat. However, these 
surveys were also occasionally conducted from land. At these impoundments, distance 
intervals were up to a ¼-mile and surveys were generally completed by mid-morning. At 
the Au Train basin, woodland raptor surveys were conducted while on land. 
We concur that the timing of the woodland raptor surveys was somewhat late in the season 
to fully and accurately determine the presence of nesting woodland raptors in the assessment 
area. However, we believe the methods used to determine raptor presence are more than 
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should be conducted, as well as surveys ofraptor nests in absence of 
foliage, to accurately determine raptor presence. 
Although grazing by Canada geese can impact wild rice beds, U.S. Forest 
Service (USFS) has restored wild rice beds on other water bodies within 
the Ottawa National Forest where geese are relatively abundant. The 
USFS has not had to employ geese exclusion methods in those areas. 
Therefore, we suggest replacing the word "likely" with "possible." 
The conclusion that orange hawkweed is widely distributed yet relatively 
uncommon is confusing and needs clarification. 
Reed canary grass is typically considered a non-native invasive species in 
this area. Why is it not considered a nuisance species in this study? 

It is not clear Whether any sampling was done to detect aquatic invasive 
plant species such as Eurasian water milfoil and curly-leaf pondweed. 
These and other invasive plant species could easily be missed if the only 
surveys performed were observational, rather than using a weed-rake or 
similar device to sample vegetation. 
It is incorrect to routinely classify Canada geese as nuisance species. 
Although they are capable of becoming a nuisance in urban/suburban 
settings, they are not considered a nuisance at these projects. 
(Bond Falls) Spotted knapweed occurs in many locations on project lands 

around Bond Flowage, including the campground areas, boat landings, etc. 
Non-native honeysuckle also occurs on project lands in the area. Yet, 
there is no mention of either of these nuisance species in the report. 
(Bond Falls) Rusty crayfish, an invasive animal species, are known to be 

very abundant within Bond Flowage, yet there is no mention of them in the 
report. Was any sampling for rusty crayfish, spiny water-flea or other 
invasive animals conducted? 
A discussion of tile general length of the erosion sites as well as the 
potential causes is missing. 

It should be mentioned that some erosion does occur naturally and this 
type of erosion is of less concern than erosion caused by project operations 
or use. 
A description of the scale used to define erosion as major, minor, or 
moderate should be included. 

Include a description of where eroded material is being deposited. 

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

adequate for informed decision-making on non-project uses of project lands. 

The reports have been revised accordingly. 

The reports have been revised accordingly. 

Reed canary grass was not on the list of nuisance species provided by the resource agencies 
during the study scoping process. However, the report authors acknowledge in the report 
that this species is generally considered nuisance. The reports have been revised to 
specifically describe Reed canary grass as a nuisance species. 
Sampling for the presence of Eurasian water milfoil and purple loosestrife, including 
collecting and analyzing samples, was routinely conducted at all six impoundments. The 
reports have been revised to further clarify this. 

Canada goose was described by the resource agencies as a "nuisance species" during the 
study scoping process. That is the reason it is also described as a nuisance species in the 
reports. 
None of the resource agencies expressed concern about these species during the study 
scoping process. Therefore, field surveys did not specifically focus on these species. 

See response ID 72. 

Information on the general lengths of erosion sites has been added to the revised reports. 
The potential causes of erosion are assessed in a separate study, unrelated to this effort, and 
previous comments identified concerns about determining the cause. Therefore, cause will 
not be discussed in the revised report. 
The reports have been revised to address this comment. 

The reports have been revised to remove all references to the extent of erosion. 

The reports do not include this information as it outside of the agency-reviewed scopes of 
work. 
These statements have been clarified in the revised reports. 
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We agree that wolves can be found throughout the Upper Peninsula. We 
would expect that wolves periodically use the areas around the basin for 
foraging and pup rearing. Because of this we believe that wolves should be 
considered in developing the SMP. As previously discussed, the review 
and approval of the SMP by FERC will require section 7 consultation with 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
(Au Train, Boney Falls) A discussion of the gray wolf is missing. 

A discussion of rare, threatened, and endangered species is missing. 

It should be noted that the agencies had suggested that more detailed 
information should be obtained on vegetation within the project lands 
(specifically stands with old growth characteristics, stands with mesic 
conifers, stands with red oak), but this information was not obtained during 
the study. 
It should be noted that recomrnended agency protocol for collection of 
aquatic habitat data, and conducting raptor surveys, was not utilized. This 
unfortunately makes the data obtained of lesser quality for assessing 
impacts from non-project use of lands and waters on these resources. 

Please make a note under the list of"Other Wildlife Species Observations" 
that this is not an all inclusive list. Many wildlife and fish species 
commonly observed on project lands or waters (e.g., Nashville warbler, 
Northern oriole, blackbumian warbler, song sparrow, veery, rose-breasted 
grosbeak) are missing. 
(Prickett) The "Other Wildlife Species Observation" list appears to be in 

the wrong section (currently in the Gray Wolf Consultation section). 
Please provide, in addition to the detailed maps, a habitat constraints map 
showing an overview of the entire basin. 
On the "Species Observations and Habitat Components," please color-code 
the species observations so that it is easier to identify important areas for 
different suites of organisms. For instance bald eagle observations in one 
color, waterfowl observations in another color, etc. 
(Au Train) Trumpeter swans are expanding their range and have been 

Comment noted. 

Although requested, we have not received information from the DNR other than that stating 
that wolves are habitat generalists and may or may not use project lands. As a result, we are 
unaware of any benefits that a vague discussion of gray wolves would provide. 

There is no separate section entitled Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species. Rather, 
individual species are discussed as appropriate e.g., bald eagles, wood turtles. Information 
regarding the locations and presence of rare, threatened, and endangered (RTE) wildlife 
species associated with project lands and waters has been provided to the resource agencies. 
Since these species are protected by laws, it is generally not good practice (and potentially 
irresponsible) to release information on the locations of RTE plant species and immobile life 
stages of wildlife species to the general public. Members of the general public interested in 
such information should submit a formal request to state and/or federal agencies regarding 
the release of this information. 

The reports have been revised to limit the redacting to sensitive species locations 
Comment noted. See response ID 59. 

Protocol methods were modified to allow for greater distances between survey points, and to 
enable field crews to do the majority of the calling from boats. Since sound carries well on 
water, it was felt that this approach would not diminish the effectiveness of the surveys. In 
addition, we believe that the aquatic habitat data collection methods employed allowed for 
the collection of data of equal or better quality than if agency recommended methods were 
followed. 
Comment noted. The emphasis of the assessments was on suitable habitat for species 
identified by the agencies, not solely on the observed presence of species. 

The report has been revised accordingly. 
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The reports do not include habitat constraints maps for areas outside of the assessment areas 
(i.e., lands and waters within the FERC project boundary). See approved scopes of work. 
Report maps have been revised to make them easier to read and interpret. However, it was 
determined that identifying suites of organisms as suggested would make the maps too busy 
and the benefits would be outweighed by the distractions. 

Comment noted. 
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documented by MDNR biologists at the Au Train Basin. MDNR staff 
believe that trumpeter swan nesting potential at the basin has increased and 
will be realized within the next few years. 
Qualitative Assessment of Potential Impacts of Stump Removal 
(Prickett Basin) 
This section attempts to assess environmental impacts of implementing a 
proposal to remove stumps at Prickett. We suggest the environmental 
effects analysis provided in this document is not sufficient for NEPA. The 
analysis would need to be more comprehensive looking at all proposed 
non-project uses of project lands and the direct, indirect, and cumulative 
impacts of these actions on all affected resources. 
The month of July would be considered part of the fish spawning or bird 
nesting/brood rearing seasons for several fish or bird species that utilize 
the snags and submerged wood. August and early September would be 
considered staging and mi~ation period for many bird species. 
Two possible ways that downstream sturgeon could be impacted by 
movement of sediment are discussed. A conclusion is reached that little or 
no effect to sturgeon would result if high water flows move sediment 
downstream of spawning beds. A more thorough analysis is necessary to 
determine the potential impacts of stump removal on downstream 
sturgeon. Please provide documentation or data to verify the conclusion. 
Several other fish species likely spawn in the Sturgeon River downstream 
of the Prickett basin. An analysis of impacts of downstream sediment 
movement resulting from stump removal should address these species as 
well. 
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 three species," is misleading. Snags were heavily used 
by these species for nesting and other activities and contributed 
significantly to their local production. Please clarify how removal of 
flooded snags outside of the nesting and rearing season will not result in 
impacts to kingbirds, tree swallows, and common grackles. 
On page 3-15 it states "... it is also possible that the flooded snags provide 
an excessive amount of cover and spawning habitat. This could result in 
an overabundance of fish, leading to stunted game fish populations. 
Removal of some flooded snags could help to alleviate stunting problems." 
The statement that the fishes of Prickett Impoundment are stunted is 
inaccurate and the assumption that removing woody structure would 
alleviate stunting is also inaccurate. Michigan DNR fisheries survey data 
from 1954 - 1999 has clearly documented a quality sport fishery within 
the Prickett Impoundment. 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 bass) and forage species (bluegill, yellow 
perch, black crappie, white sucker, and golden shiners). Data from a May 
1999 survey documented a mean growth index for walleye to be +2.4 

Comment noted. See response ID 1. 

Comment noted. 

We disagree with the characterization that the text in the draft Prickett report stating "it is 
possible that high flows exiting the impoundment, combined with the spring flows, would 
carry sediments downstream of spawning beds. This could result in relatively little effect to 
lake sturgeon spawning habitat," is a conclusion. Rather, it is a qualitative statement 
describing that this is a possibility given certain seasonal conditions. 

The report has been revised to address this comment. 

We disagree that the text is misleading. 

The statement on stunting was derived from an undated DNR report, the only fisheries 
information that had been provided to UPPCO during the time that the draft report was being 
prepared. The DNR has since provided UPPCO with more recent fisheries data. The report 
has been revised to incorporate these data and all text referring to stunting has been 
removed. 
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inches above State average. The report's speculation that removal of 
flooded snags could alleviate stunting is unsubstantiated by fact. A 
literature review has failed to find scientific studies that support removal of 
woody debris to enhance fish populations. We recommend this paragraph 
be removed from the final report. 
In addition to providing cover for bait fish, flooded snags provide a 
substrate for aquatic invertebrates. Invertebrates are a major ecosystem 
component and source of food for fish 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 significant. The 
potential effect of removing this wood on the aquatic ecosystem is not 
adequately analyzed in this document 
Please define "dri-ki." 

We suggest re-wording the concluding statement to: "Removal of flooded 
snags would eliminate a significant source offish habitat from the 
impoundment." 
Common Loons (Victoria, Bond~ Au Train, Prickett) 
We agree that :'human disturbance is well known to affect loon nesting and 
productivity" (p. 4.2), which is why the agencies included "shoreline areas 
with minimal road access" within our definition of potential loon nesting 
habitat. Despite this, there was no attempt made during this study to map 
and describe shoreline areas with limited road access, which would have 
provided additional valuable information with which to assess loon habitat 
suitability. 

The short time frame of the surveys (1/2 day in some instances) is 
inadequate to evaluate loon use of the flowages. 

(Au Train) In general we would like to point out the high amount of loon 
activity on the basin. We recommend that UPPCO pursue an amendment 
to the Au Train FERC license for the protection and enhancement of the 
common loon population. 
In addition to possible nesting platforms, potential nesting sites should also 
be included in the list of study objectives. 

According to the Scope of Services, aerial reconnaissance was to occur in 
May. Please explain how only conducting a boat survey in mid-June may 
have impacted the results. 

Explain how conducting loon surveys in mid-June could have impacted the 

The revised report includes a qualitative analysis of the potential effect of the removal of 
flooded snags on aquatic macro-invertebrates. 

The term dri-ki has been removed from the report. This material is now referred to as coarse 
woody debris. 
Comment noted. 

For the purpose of this assessment, a more comprehensive set of known parameters 
necessary for loon nesting were considered. These parameters (which are detailed in the 
reports) are based on published data, recently and thoroughly summarized by David Evers of 
BioDiversity Research Institute in his Status Assessment and Conservation Plan for the 
Common Loon (Gavia immer) in North America, as prepared for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service in 2004 (Evers, 2004). 

It is interesting to note that the single active loon nest that was identified during these 
assessments (and was successful in hatching one chick) was located in close proximity to a 
public boat launch, and a shoreline area near road access. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of this assessment study 
was to evaluate and map potential nesting habitat, not to evaluate loon use. 

Loons were observed by E/PRO consultants on Au Train on several occasions during the 
summer of 2006. UPPCO is unaware of any evidence which supports the need to amend the 
Au Train license for the protection and enhancement of common loon populations. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 
evaluate and map potential nesting habitat, not to identify nesting platforms. 

Aerial observations of loons on the reservoirs simply serve to augment our observations of 
whether loons were present on each lake. Note that the overall purpose of this study was to 
identify areas of suitable loon nesting habitat, not loon use and abundance. Observed loon 
presence was merely used as a tool to help identify those areas that not only contain suitable 
habitat, but may potentially be occupied by loons as well. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 
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results. The optimal time for loon survey is the last two weeks of May and 
early June. 

(Bond Falls) The mouth of Interior Creek (p. 4-4) should be the mouth of 
the M. Branch Ontonagon River. 
(Bond Falls) It is possible that other adult loons observed during the study 

had attempted to nest before the surveyors were there, and failed for one or 
more (unknown) reasons. Also, the FERC license includes conditions 
which should enhance potential for loon nesting over time; this would need 
to be considered in any environmental assessment that analyzes the 
potential impact of non-project use of project lands and waters on loons. 
This is supported by the statement on 4-5: "If(loons) are resident, and are 
using specific territories, then protection of those areas may encourage 
their success". 
A discussion of water levels maintained by UPPCO during the time of 
loon nesting would be beneficial in determining potential success. 

(Bond Falls) The statement "....it was determined that there are no limiting 
factors which affect loons' use of the impoundment for nesting" is not 
supportable, considering the very limited scope and duration of the study. 
A wide variety of factors such as reservoir water level fluctuation, human 
disturbance, forage quality and quantity, etc., could have easily come into 
play as factors limiting loons' use of the impoundment, but these would 
have not been detected on a visit to the flowage of one day. 
(Victoria, Bond Falls, Au Train, Prickett, ) The assumption that loons 
cannot be assumed to breed or will do so in the future because only 50% of 
the highly suitable breeding lakes are currently being used in the northern 
two-thirds of the State is flawed for two reasons: 1) The assumption could 
just as easily be made that loons can be assumed to nest at these flowages 
now or in the future; and 2) The use of the reference is misleading since 
the term "northern 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 
suggest that this entire discussion be removed from the documents. 
(Prickett, Victoria) A Secchi Disk measurement of 1.85 m (6.07 ft) is 

noted as not being 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 factor for loon foraging, if the lake has an 
adequate forage base. 

(Victoria) It is speculative to conclude that water level changes in the 

evaluate and map potential nesting habitat, not to conduct surveys for loons. Given this, the 
results were not impacted by the timing of the habitat surveys (June 12, 13 and 14). 

The river has been re-labeled the Middle Branch of the Ontonagon River. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 
map and evaluate potential nesting habitat, not to analyze impacts on loons. UPPCO 
believes that Article 414 of the current FERC license for Bond Falls is adequate to enhance 
loon nesting potential. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the assessments was to 
evaluate potential nesting habitat, not to determine potential loon nesting success. 

UPPCO disagrees. The very fact that a pair of loons was documented to be actively nesting 
on the reservoir indicates that all the parameters are acceptable (at least in one location) for 
loons to select this water body for nesting purposes. The parameters listed by the 
commenting agency may affect nesting density and/or success, however this was not the 
listed objective in the agency-reviewed scope of work. 

The reports have been revised to remove this discussion. 

The agencies mischaracterize statements in the report. The secchi disk measurement of 
1.85m applies to Prickett only. The report states that "this approaches the point at which 
foraging is hindered". This statement is based on Barr (1996), which is cited among the 
information provided in the water quality paragraph of the introduction (page 4-1). 
Specifically, the citation reads: "Barr (1996) documented that secchi disk readings of 1.5m 
or less alter loon foraging behavior". 

UPPCO was/is unaware of published information on the USFS experience. 

The reports have been revised to indicate that existing data suggests that these relationships 
should be considered when assessing the overall habitat quality on a given lake. 
The report has been revised to the address the comment. 
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flowage are "somewhat moot" in their effects on loons. A thorough, 
comprehensiv e study would be needed to support such a conclusion. 
Conclusions reached after short duration field observations, such as 
turbidity being a limiting factor for loon foraging, water level fluctuations 
not impacting loon nesting, or even the presence or absence of breeding 
pairs during the entire breeding season, are speculative. Concluding 
statements in the study should identify the relative uncertainty of the data 
and that more thorough investigations are necessary to fully understand 
loon use or possible use of a basin. 

Include information on  prior loon nesting from the Michigan Natural 
Features Inventory and the Michigan Loon Preservation Association. 

(Bond Falls, Au Train) We agree with the conclusions of the assessment 
to continue observations and study of the common loons at Bond Falls and 
Au Train basins. These studies will allow for protection of preferred 
habitat, identification of any limiting factors, and form the basis for 
recommending any enhancement measures necessary to insure future 
nesting success. 

It was not the charge of this study to estimate loon use or possible use of a basin. The 
reports did not attempt to make such conclusions. The only conclusions the reports make is 
whether or not territorial loons (or loons in general) were observed on the impoundments at 
the time of this study and if there is suitable nesting habitat. The reports 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 loons were frequently observed in summer 2006. 

Although the surveyors did talk with some land managers in the area 
regarding which attributes are considered to be visually special, it does not 
appear that any such interviews were conducted with typical users of these 
flowages and adjacent project lands (boaters, fishermen, hikers, 
birdwatchers, picnickers, hunters, etc.). This would be valuable 
information to include (see below). These interviews should include 
questions related to the current status of the project as well as the proposed 

The Michigan Loon Preservation Association Web site was searched as part of preparation 
to perform this study. No useful data regarding population estimates or nesting information 
in the areas of the impoundments considered in this study were located. Likewise, the 
Michigan Natural Features Inventory (which is non-published and therefore non-public) was 
not located or able to be accessed online. If information regarding prior loon nesting were 
made available from either of these sources, it would be considered for inclusion in this 
assessment. 

Comment noted. 
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Aesthetic Resources 
W ~  ~ r k n n w l e d ~ e  that the draft r e n n r t  enntained little information nertainin~ to interviews of 1 i4 We acknowledge that the draft report contained little information pertaining to interviews of 
typical users of the flowages and adjacent project lands. The revised report will include the 
results of (1) interviews of focus group members who use the reservoirs; (2) in-the-field 
surveys of parties who were recreating on the reservoirs during the Labor Day weekend; and 
(3) UPPCO personnel familiar with winter use on the impoundments. 

development. 
Under the first bullet in Task 1, please describe what "other relevant 
places" were reviewed for information on scenic lake assessments. 

The following studies were consulted and will be cited in the final report: 
Hiawatha National Forest: Assessment Report for Transition to Scenery Management 

System, 2003 
Huron-Manistee National Forests: Scenic Variety Indicators (courtesy Thomas Kokx 

Associates) 
Maine Land Use Regulation Commission: Scenic Lakes Assessment in Maine's 

Unorganized Towns, 1997 
Maine State Planning Office: A Comprehensive Land Use Plan for the Moosehead Lake 

Region (visual analysis section by H. Dominie) 
Millward, H. and D. Allen (1989)"The scenic resources of Nova Scotia: A macro-scale 

landscape assessment." As reported in: Natural History of Nova Scotia, Volume 1 : 
Topics, Nova Scotia Museum of Natural History. 

National Park Service: North Country National Scenic Trail Draft NE Minnesota Route 
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The scoring criteria for Relative Relief are not meaningful for this area, 
owing to the relatively low relief of the lakes being studied. We 
recommend changing the scale to more appropriately reflect the areas 
being assessed. Also, this factor should be given less weight in the scoring 
table. 

In general, the scoring system used to develop total aesthetic quality scores 
for the different sub-units is flawed. By breaking most criteria down into 
various sub-components, and rating each of them separately, much more 
weight is given to some sub-components than they warrant, especially with 
regard to lakes in this region of the country. For example, physical 
features are broken down into six sub-components, each of which is rated 
with a score of from 0-15. Relief, Vegetation Diversity, and Special 
Features are also each broken down into three sub-components, and each 
given a score. By contrast, Degree of Naturalism, 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 
little importance overall. Therefore, the total aesthetic quality scores for 
each sub-unit in Table 5-2 are very misleading, since they give much more 
emphasis to physical features, relief and other qualities than they do to 
Degree of Naturalism. We believe that the scoring system should be 
revamped to give the appropriate weighting to lake attributes that are the 
most or least important in this region (for example: Degree of Naturalism 
may be most important, and Relief may be least important). Interviews 
with actual users of the flowages (in addition to the managers already 
interviewed) should be done first to help gather information upon which to 
base this revised weighting of the criteria. 
The scoring criteria for Natural Character does not include 0, although this 
number was used in Table 5-2. 
Please explain how the individual resource management professionals 
were selected to provide input on valued qualities when considering inland 
lakes. 

(Prickett) An attribute that may deserve greater weighting at Prickett are 
the flooded snags (which are a sub-component within the Special Features 
category). This would be supported by a statement on p. 5-7 that "flooded 
snags and submerged stumps .... are one of the defining characteristics" of 
Prickett impoundment. 
Please clarify where Lake Gogebic, Mountain Lake, and Lake of the 
Clouds are located. 
Please clarify what is meant by "draw-down regimen." 

Assessment and Environmental Assessment 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, Draft Proposed Scenic Review System for Shorezone, 
2003 
The rating system is based upon the regional context within which the reservoirs are located, 
the Upper Peninsula. The presence of Relief is important in the visual appeal of Victoria, 
Au Train, and Prickett and so will remain a factor, but be given less weight than Natural 
Character 

We agree that Natural Character is the most valued visual characteristic of the 
impoundments. Interviews with users of the impoundments confirmed what the 
professionals had said and the evaluation system will be refined. This factor will be given 
highest weight in the final scoring system. However, because existing development is not a 
major factor on these lakes, the scoring results for subunits may not change appreciably in 
relative terms. According to people using some of the reservoirs (e.g. Au Train), Relief is an 
important consideration and, because of this, will not be given the least weight. 

The report has been revised to correct this error. 

Several of the professionals were identified by agency receptionists as the "most likely to 
know about the lakes within the agency's jurisdiction and why they are valued." One was 
consulted because she is familiar with USFS scenery management system application in 
Michigan (Leeann Loupe); another because he is the ranger responsible for Silver Mountain, 
one of the visible and noteworthy features which make Prickett Lake special. 
Agreed. The report has been revised accordingly. 

The report has been revised to include this clarification. 

The report has been revised to include this clarification. 
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(Au Train) The last sentence of the second paragraph (under 5.2) should 
be corrected to read "is managed by the Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources as a wildlife refuge." 
This section is rnissing information on the types and numbers of public 
users at the basins; rather, it only includes the types of recreational use 
available. According to the Scope of Services, the assessment should 
include infonrmtion on who uses the project and why they value it. 
(Bond Falls) Please include a citation for the following portion of the last 

sentence which refers to the waterfall(s): "most who come to see them 
don't stay for other activities." 

(Boney Falls) Clarify the meaning of"the other side" under 4.3.1. 
This section should include actual expectations of individuals who use the 
project, rather than expectations of general recreationists. We suggest that 
this information then be used to identify the objectives to be attained for 
the aesthetic resources of the project lands surrounding each flowage. 
(Prickett) Please correct the information to indicate that 15 car/trailer units 
are provided at the public access site. 
Include the highest possible score in the discussion. 
Map 5-I is very hard to understand. We recomi'nend removing the colors 
as they appear to be a reference to individual scores in each sub-unit. 
These scores are presented in table 5-2. 
Since a primary use of these impoundments is by boaters and fishermen, 
and since ... "all parts of the lake are visually sensitive to people who are 
boating, informally camping, or using shoreland areas" (p. 5-18), this 
section on public viewpoints provides little value to the aesthetics 
assessment. 

Table 1. List of organizations and their involvement with Upper Peninsula 
Power Company owned Bond Falls, Victoria, Prickett, Au Train, Boney 
Falls, and Cataract basins. These basins are regulated under Federal 
Energy Regulator,/Commission licenses. 

The report has been revised to include this correction. 

The reports have been revised to reflect the results of interviews with users of the reservoirs 
(e.g. activities engaged in/frequency of use/parts of reservoirs they value). Where 
information is available, user numbers (i.e. campers) will be estimated. 

The draft report included a citation (personnel communication, Tom Strietzel, USFS. The 
report has since been updated with a new source (i.e., campground office staff). 

The report has been revised to clarify this issue. 
The reports have been revised to include the results of recent interviews. 

See response ID 12. 

The report has been revised accordingly. 
The report maps have been revised. 

We disagree with the statement that the section on public viewpoints provides little value. 
Campers, picnickers, and people who bank fish from public access points are sensitive to 
changes in the areas depicted on these maps. The information is highly important, even if it 
is incomplete at present, because such assessment was outside of the scope of this study. 
Sensitive areas will be addressed during the development of the Shoreline Management 
Plans. 
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Commenting Entity 

August 7 th Trout Creek Public 
Meeting 

August 29, 2006 

Comment 
Once again UPPCO shows total disregard for the people of the U.P. 
Your objective in the aesthetic value of the impoundment was "why 
these areas have high aesthetic values and who values them and why," 
yet 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. If I were you I'd 
leave the U.P. out of your name. Maybe Wis. Power Company would 
be better. - Bruce Crossing, MI 
The land (Bond) has been with us for 50+ years. The people that 
choose to recreate also understand this. Those that purchased property 
on Bond should have known this. Good job Enviro Studies. Project 
should proceed! - Trout Creek, MI 
Aesthetics - Most important item is the protection of the wild 
appearance of the shoreline and piers will detract from that wild 
appearance. Study should include aesthetic related to water quality. 
Clean water exists today but proposed use likely will reduce water 
qual i ty.-  Watersmeet, M1 
It is not appropriate to use acres per boat because much of the reservoir 
surface has submerged stumps which makes many acres unsuited to 
boats - remove stumpage acres from calculations. Wildlife studies 
need to account for future changes in the old growth buffer and project 
lands - will be different 100 years from now. - Watersmeet, MI 

UPPCO/EPRO Response 
We acknowledge that the draft reports contained little information pertaining to interviews of 
typical users of the flowages and adjacent project lands. The reports have been revised to 
include the results of (1) comments from focus group members who use the reservoirs; (2) in- 
the-field surveys of parties who were recreating on the reservoirs during the Labor Day 
weekend; and (3) UPPCO personnel familiar with winter use on the impoundments. 

Comment noted. 

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 from potential future 
development as it was outside of the project scope. See response ID 1. 

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, if one assumes only fishing- 
related, or canoe/kayak boating activity then the entire reservoir, stumps included, would be 
suitable for use. 
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Commenting Entity 

Steve Garske 
August 28, 2006 

Comment 
I would like to comment on the Upper Peninsula Power Company / WPS 
Resources environmental assessment reports for the above 6 flowages, all of 
which are operated by UPPCO and regulated by FERC. As most of my 
experience has to do with floristic surveys (including rare plant surveys), I will 
primarily comment on the "Wildlife and Aquatic Habitat" section (Section 3) of 
each report. 
Unfortunately I must say that I have read a significant number of environmental 
assessments by both public agencies and private consultants over the years, and 
that these cookie-cutter reports for UPPCO are probably the most superficial 
and poorly done of all of them. Indeed they use a significant portion of their 
meager "results" sections to report the presence of sand, rock outcrops, course 
woody debris (old logs) and other features that all flowages would be expected 
to have. They make arbitrary statements and draw baseless conclusions with 
little or no data to back them up. And perhaps most importantly, they don't 
adequately address the potential impacts that the planned massive residential 
developments will have on the natural, recreational, and aesthetic qualities of 
these flowalges. 
The assessment reports all state that wetland types were classified in 
accordance with "Cowardin et al. ( 1979)". This source is not included in the 
references for any of the reports, however. Thus it becomes difficult for 
interested readers without access to a university library to track down this 
source, or to ascertain whether the methodology is appropriate for classifying 
tile wetlands found around these flowages. 
Tile 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 of a site is to conduct surveys 3 times during the growing 
season - in early spring (typically May) to find spring ephemerals and early- 
flowering plants, in midsummer (July) for certain sedges and other plants 
flowering at that time, and ill late summer (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 June) and a late survey (August-September). Unfortunately UPPCO's 
consultants have taken this comers-cutting process to a new low, by surveying 
each area only once - from June 15-19 for Bond Falls (p. 3-2), June 22-23 for 
Victoria Flowage, 6 days between May 26 and June 22 for Prickett, etc. These 
visits were too early in the season to reliably detect rare aquatic plants such as 
Vasey's pondweed (Potamogeton vaseyi) and Farwell's water milfoil 
(Myriophyllum farwellii), both listed as Michigan "threatened"). They are also 
too early to be effective in finding major invasives such as Eurasian water 
milfoil (Myriophyllum spicatum) and purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), all 
of which generally much easier to find later in the year. Furthermore, the plant 
inventory lists (for example, "Vallisneria, Potamogeton, Polygonum, Najas, 
Ceratophyllum, Utricularia, Elodea, and native Myriophyllum" for Bond Falls, 

UPPCO/EpRO Response 
Comment noted. 

The intent of the assessments, as scoped with the resource agencies, was to conduct a 
resource/habitat baseline inventory of FERC project lands and waters (particularly 
littoral zones). This effort was not intended, nor was it designed to be, an 
environmental assessment or impact analysis. See response ID 1. 

This source has been added to the references section of the revised reports. 

None of the reports "purport" to have included surveys for rare plants. However, 
surveys to determine the presence of rare animals, particularly many of interest to the 
resource agencies, were conducted. 

Mr. Garske is correct in indicating that multiple growing season surveys are preferable 
when searching for rare, threatened, and endangered (RTE) plants. It is for that very 
reason that conducting RTE plant surveys was not a primary focus of the assessment. 
As such, we did not conduct surveys specifically for RTE plants because we felt the 
results would be less than desirable. Rather, our goal was to document the presence of 
rare plants if they were encountered during other surveys. 

Mr. Garske in incorrect in stating that the timing of the surveys was "too early to be 
effective in finding major invasive such as Eurasian water milfoil and purple 
loosestrife". Most of the submerged aquatic vegetation was well developed at the 
time of the surveys, and field crews were able to reliably identify the presence of 
Eurasian water milfoil in the waters of the Prickett impoundment. Also, some 
invasive plants, such as purple loosestrife, have distinct features (e.g., leaves and the 
previous years plant stalks) that are easily visible, making the plants easily identifiable 
by experienced biologists. Furthermore, monitoring of loosestrife and Eurasian 
milfoil is an UPPCO license requirement and is being undertaken. 

Response ! D 
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p. 3-3) could apply to nearly every lake over 1 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 Polygonum.") 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" (submergent aquatic 
vegetation) on page 3-5 of their Bond Falls report, page 3-4 of the Victoria 
report, etc.] These lists are ridiculously inadequate for describing the aquatic 
plant communities of each of these flowages. 
Several of the reports have entire sections blacked out. Most environmental 
assessments at least let the public know what rare species may have been 
searched for and whether any were found, blacking out only locationally- 
related information. But the UPPCO reports black out essentially all the 
information they might have on rare species in these flowages (but see 
discussion on the Merlin below), giving the public no way to judge whether 
rare species were found and what impacts UPPCO's and Naterra's development 
plan s may have on these species. 
Naterra's plans to place numerous homes around these flowages (474 houses 
around Bond Falls Flowage alone, as I understand it) will likely lead to 
significant eutrophication of these reservoirs due to increased erosion from 
paths and shoreline 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 turn can be 
expected to lead to a decrease in diversity of native plants and animals in the 
flowages. 
The reports claim to assess the presence and impacts of "nuisance" species, but 
never defines what these species are. In fact the "nuisance species" found in 
each flowage seems to be arbitrarily chosen. For example, on P 3-12: of the 
Bond Falls report, they unilaterally declare reed canarygrass (Phalaris 
arundinacea) a non-invasive species: "Although not considered a nuisance plant 
species for purposes of this study, reed canary grass was widespread and 
coinmon along the shorelines and within most of the wetlands of the Bond Falls 
impoundment." This highly aggressive invader of natural wetlands and other 
habitats is not native to the Great Lakes region, and is considered a major 
invasive by every state and federal agency in the region. 
The use of a helicopter to conduct aerial surveys for nesting and non-nesting 
bald eagles, ospreys, and great blue herons and the presence of potential nesting 
sites seems like a questionable practice to me. While this method may have 
certain advantages in terms of expediency, it has the potential to be highly 
disruptive to these birds precisely during the time that they are nesting, when 
they are most sensitive to disturbance. The public is frequently reminded (and 
rightly so) by the Michigan DNR and others of the risks involved in disturbing 
these birds at their nests, yet the consultants had no qualms about flying over 
their nests and perching and foraging sites with helicopters at this time. Beyond 
a list of bird species that happened to be encountered during their brief surveys 
(which, by the way, included nothing on use of these areas by migrating birds) 

See response ID 81. 

Comment noted. 

A list of nuisance species of interest was provided by the resource agencies. As a 
result, field crews primarily focused on documenting those particular species. 
However, knowing that reed canary grass is generally considered to be an invasive 
species, field crews made sure to document its presence in the assessment areas. 
Based on the text in the draft reports, it is unclear how Mr. Garske came to the 
conclusion that the report authors "unilaterally declare reed canary grass a non- 
invasive species". 

The use of helicopters and small planes by resource agencies for conducting aerial 
surveys for bald eagles is a common and accepted method. General field survey 
methods for conducting these flights to document the presence of nesting and non- 
nesting bald eagles, ospreys, and great blue herons were submitted to the resource 
agencies for review. At no time did they object to this widely accepted survey 
method. 

We disagree with the need to revise the reports to provide "quantitative information 
about the importance of habitats around these flowages" to birds. Rather, the reports 
will remain qualitative in describing that, if habitats associated with the 
impoundments exhibit certain characteristics, these areas may be suitable for certain 
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and some simple and obvious textbook statements about the favored habitats of 
a few of them, little useful quantitative information about the importance of 
habitats around these flowages to these birds is given. 
In the Bond Falls report (page 3-11), the consultants mention the presence of 
Merlins (Falco columbarius) near the flowage. They even give the locations of 
these sightings, on map P-3-5. The same is true for the Victoria report, where a 
Merlin "acting aggressively" (an indication that the consultants were near its 
nest) is mentioned on page 3-8, with the location plotted on map P-3-4. A 
similar encounter with an aggressive Merlin is mentioned in the Cataract report 
(page 3-6 and maps P-3-3 and P-3-4). Despite the consultant's purported 
concern about endangered species on these flowages, they seem unaware that 
the Merlin is listed as "threatened" in Michigan (MNFI 1999). 
The poor quality of these assessments must be obvious to even the most casual 
reader. The Bond Falls report even states that (page 3-3) "Bond Falls is a 
relatively large impoundment with extensive open-water areas and associated 
wind fetches. As a result, the majority ofnearshore aquatic habitat at Au Train 
generally consisted of coarse sands. Sandy areas were ubiquitous throughout 
the impoundment." And on page 3-7 of the same report: "No sandhill cranes or 
suitable sandhill crane nesting habitat areas were observed at Bond Falls. In the 
Upper Peninsula, sandhiil Cranes nest most commonly in sphagnum bogs 
(Tacha et al., 1992), a habitat that is not present at Au Train Basin." This sort of 
carelessness indicates that the consultants did not try to thoroughly describe the 
unique features and environmental characteristics of each flowage, but simply 
used a boilerplate, fill-in-the-blank form, not even bothering at times to change 
the name of the flowage supposedly being assessed. 
Whether the consultants doing these "assessments" were unfamiliar with the 
geography and natural habitats of the area, 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 for assessing the impacts of the 
large-scale residential developments planned for these flowages. They are an 
insult to local residents and others who care about these areas and should be 
thrown out, and full Environmental Impact Statements done for each of these 
areas by a qualified and impartial organization. 

species' life stages (e.g., foraging and staging for migratory species). 

We are aware that Merlins are a state-listed threatened species in Michigan. However, 
nowhere in the reports did we provide specific information on the locations of nests, 
young, etc. The reports simply state that Merlins were observed in flight and do not 
disclose any information on immobile or vulnerable life stages. 

See response I D 1. 

The report has been revised to correct the erroneous reference. 

See response ID 2. 
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Commenting Entity 

Nancy Warren 
August 27, 2006 

Comment 
From the obvious omissions and clerical errors, it seems clear the reports were 
completed in haste. For example, the Middle Branch of the Ontonagon River, a 
premier trout stream and part of the Federally designated Wild and Scenic River 
System was referred to as "Interior Creek". 
A waterfall, popular for its recreational and aesthetic values, was missed entirely by 
the E-PRO team. When questioned about the failure to document the presence of 
spotted knapweed, honeysuckle and rusty crayfish, non-native/invasive species 
known to exist at Bond Flowage, the E-PRO representative state it was because the 
species are too common. 
According to the UPPCO document date 4/18/06 "Scope of Services", the Agencies 
requested that UPPCO map and identify "aesthetic resources (areas to be considered 
to have high value);" and describe "why these areas have high aesthetic value and 
who values the aesthetic resources". This was a stated objective of the study. Yet, E- 
PRO never spoke to one actual user: fisherman, hunter, camper, paddler, bird 
watcher, picnicker, tourist, to ascertain first hand: "Who values these resources and 
why?" 
The assessments, completed in just a matter of days, captured only a snapshot 
overview of some of the natural features and resources of the project lands and waters 
of the impoundments. 
UPPCO recently sent letters to Interior Township residents speculating about 
increased tax revenues to the township and county if their proposed non-project uses 
of project lands are approved. This data was also distributed at the public meetings 
giving the impression these increased revenues would be net gains, without allowing 
public questions or discussion of increased cost of services. We believe this is 
inappropriate and an attempt to mislead the public. 
UPPCO is attempting to solicit local support for private docks, 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, birdwatching, 
animal tracking, camping and other forms of recreation will be impacted by non- 
project uses of project lands. None of this was addressed by these studies. 
We believe the assessments for these impoundments should include the 
environmental impacts of the proposed action and alternatives. We urge FERC to 
force UPPCO to follow the section 5.4 handbook process and initiate a new 
comprehensive environmental impact study - one that incorporates seasonal habits of 
birds and wildlife, recreational uses, aesthetic values and the impacts of the proposed 
non-project use of the project lands. 

UPPCO/EPRO Response 
The report has been corrected. 

We agree that Little Falls was missed and is an important oversight. It was 
not visible during the aesthetic site visit because of the high water level. It 
has since been field-checked and the report has been revised. 

We acknowledge that the draft report contained little information pertaining 
to interviews of typical users of the flowages and adjacent project lands. 
The report has been revised to include the results of (1) comments from 
focus group members who use the reservoirs; (2) in-the-field surveys of 
parties who were recreating on the reservoirs during the Labor Day 
weekend; and/or (3) UPPCO personnel familiar with winter use on the 
impoundments. 
We disagree. Assessments were conducted on 27 days over a five-month 
period. 

This comment is irrelevant to the resource assessments. 

The assessments were not designed to analyze the impact of non-project 
uses on the current uses of project lands. See the approved scopes of work 
for the assessments. 

See response ID 1. 
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Commenting Entity 

Douglas R. Cornett 
August 28, 2006 

Comment 
1 am writing as an alternative committee member representing the Upper Peninsula 
Public Access Coalition for the eastern UP group. I have reviewed the environmental 
studies for all 6 flowages under review, l am particularly concerned that only a few 
days of field studies have been conducted for each area. As a biologist I have 
reviewed many environmental assessments and impact statements and believe the 
work done so far by E-PRO is too limited in scope to properly assess the resources 
that could be impacted by development of the shoreline that Naterra plans for project 
lands and waters. 
Byiimiting the studies to project lands, the likely effects, and cumulative effects, of 
development of non-project lands is not being taken into consideration. Naterra is 
planning to, and perhaps have even started logging and road-building. Considering 
the fact that building dozens of miles of roads at each project, and logging most 
merchantable timber (this is the modus operandi of Naterra of all their other 
developments in the UP and northern Wisconsin) will affect project lands and the 
waters contained in these impoundments. These action can cause long-term 
deleterious effects for decades to come, affecting both project and non-project lands. 
By trying to limit the scope of comments to just project lands is ludicrous considering 
all the resources that can potentially be impacted. Raptors that might be found in the 
project area, especially sensitive species like the Northern Goshawk and Red- 
shouldered Hawk, would likely have nesting habitat outside the project area and move 
back and forth between project and non-project land. How can these resources be 
assessed properly without looking at both land categories? 
The assessments, hastily completed in just a matter of days, captured only a snapshot 
overview of some of the natural features and resources of the project lands and waters 
of the impoundments. Many species require much more time just to locate. As 
mentioned above, Northern Goshawk can require many hours to find,/fproper 
research protocol is observed. E-PRO said they did their raptor surveys using a 
helicopter. How can meaningful data be obtained when such a disturbing method is 
employed? Raptors are especially sensitive to disturbance. I am unaware of any 
good data being obtained through such an intrusive method. With that in mind, l 
request E-PRO provide peer-reviewed research that substantiates this method of data 
collection. 
Additionally, E-PRO chose to redact entire sections of the reports, citing that 
"sensitive species" information might be revealed to those seeking to collect or harm 
in other ways rare, sensitive and endangered species. While I understand that site- 
specific information is not good to release, there still is the need to present 
information that can assure the public that sensitive species are being protected. E- 
PRO's treatment of this was completely unprofessional and might lead the public to 
believe that there is something to hide. 
UPPCO recently released information speculating increased tax revenues to 
townships if your proposed non-project uses of projects lands are approved. This data 
was also distributed at the public meetings giving the impression these increased 
revenues would be net gains. However, you failed to allow any public questions or 
discussions of increased cost of services. This is unethical and inappropriate, 

UPPCO/EPRO Response 
As previously stated, these studies were not intended or designed to be 
environmental assessments. These studies, which were scoped in 
consultation with resource agencies, were resource/habitat baseline 
inventories. See response to 1. 

See response ID 1. 

We acknowledge the author's comment, however, only the lands and waters 
within the project boundary are subject to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission's purview. 

Helicopter surveys were conducted to determine the present of nesting and 
non-nesting bald eagles, ospreys, and great blue herons, not woodland 
raptors. Nowhere in any of the reports do the authors state that helicopter 
surveys were conducted for woodland raptors. Rather, woodland raptor 
surveys were conducted using a modified version of the U.S. Forest Service 
protocol, which generally calls for playing recordings of woodland raptor 
calls in an attempt to solicit responses from nesting raptors. 

See response ID 81. 

This comment is irrelevant to the resource assessments. 
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considering tile studies you commissioned might influence the scale of development 
and result in a reduction in the number of lots the developer can build on. This might 
also lead one to believe that you are fitting your studies into a pre-determined 
framework that has no flexibility to be altered. 
I believe you should be consulting with the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
and work to prepare a new comprehensive environmental impact study that will 
consider ALL resources. 

Comment noted. 161 
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Commenting Entity 

D. Borcherding 
August 28, 2006 

Comment 
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 & comprehensive impact study. The argument that there are 
no development plans at this time doesn't seem too valid, considering that Naterra 
Land Co. has unveiled plans to do just that, 424 lots at Bond Falls, with 35 
individual piers & 40 multi-slip piers. I live on one of the Madison lakes, & I get a 
very sick feeling when I imagine that happening to a pristine, unspoiled flowage like 
the Bond. There should be NO piers, NO lights, & very little impact on this area. 
Tile people who purchase property on these bodies of water should understand what 
is at stake, & should be the type of people who will be happy to beach their small 
boats as the campers do. These waters are not suitable for large, noisy, polluting 
watercraft, & that should 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. D. 
Borcherding McFarland, WI. 

U PPCO/EPRO Response 
Comment noted. See response ID 1. 
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Comment ing  Entity 

Scott Hickman 
August 28, 2006 

Comment 
I've been continuing to track shorebird migration through Alger County and have found 
that Cleveland Cliffs Basin continues to support far more shorebirds than any other site. 
The high counts of each species encountered last week are listed below for your records. 
The visit on August 22nd was made with Skye Hass. l'm afraid that I didn't pay much 
attention to waterfowl, but include a couple of species which I did note. 

High counts for the basin (Aug 20 - 27) include: 
Wood Duck - over 50 August 26 
Blue-winged Teal - Stayed at about the same as on 22nd, 200? more? Well over 300 
"sandpipers" (plovers, tringines, & calidridines) on the 20th Black-bellied Plover - 1 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 Aug 
20 Lesser Yellowlegs - 26 Aug 27 Semipalmated 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 Buff-breasted Sandpiper - 2 Aug 22 (plus one 
same day Au Train) Wilson's Snipe - 6 Aug 27 Caspian Tern - 8 Aug 22 Trumpeter 
Swan - 3 Aug 22 & 27 
Other than that, 1 N. Harrier on the 27th as well as Peregrine Falcon 
(1) oil the 26th and 27th. 

U P P C O / E P R O  Response 
Comment noted. This information has been incorporated into the 
revised Au Train report. 
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Commenting Entity 

Joseph Kaplan 
Common Coast Research & Conservation 

August 28, 2006 

Comment 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the draft Assessment of the 
Recreation, Wildlife, Loon, Aesthetic, Resources for Victoria (FERC Project #1864), 
Bond (FERC Project #1864), Au Train (FERC Project #10856), and Prickett (FERC 
Project #2402) Impoundments. Our organization, Common Coast Research and 
Conservation, is a non-profit dedicated to the study and protection of loons throughout 
Michigan's Upper Peninsula. Our biologists work closely with public agencies, 
companies, and the private sector to increase understanding of this State-threatened 
species. Our experience with loons spans over 15 years and includes the monitoring of 
color-marked individuals at three principal sits in Michigan's Upper Peninsula; Seney 
National Wildlife Refuge, Ottawa National Forest, and Isle Royale National Park. We 
offer our expertise and assistance to you as UPPCO evaluates and implement measures 
to enhance loon usage of its Upper Peninsula reservoirs. 
In general, we agree with the list of loon nesting requirements provided in the draft 
assessments but recommend you add Mercury exposure as a potential limiting factor. 
Elevated levels of this highly-toxic heavy metal have been documented in loons from 
the region, and have been shown to be significantly influenced by the type of 
fluctuating water levels common to managed impoundments. 

One prominent aspect of the assessment with which we do not agree is the emphasis 
placed on turbidity as a factor for loon use on reservoirs where territorial loons were 
not documented (Victoria and Prickett). We feel the references provided in the report 
do not support the conclusions of the consultant in this regard, and therefore be 
reconsidered. In the reports turbidity is referenced under "Water Quality" in the 
following manner: 

"Loons are visual hunters; therefore, clear water is crucial for efficient 
foraging. A Michigan study (Gostomski and Evers 1998) documented 
that time spent for foraging adults in turbid water was significantly 
greater than in clear water. Barr (1996) documented that secchi disk 
readings of 1.5rn or less alter loons foraging behavior. A study of total 
suspended solids in Seney National Wildlife Refuge, Michigan, 
documented a preference by breeding loon pairs for lakes that have less 
than 28 Nephelometric Turbidity Units (NTU), while lakes over that 
level were not used for nesting purposes (Evers 2004)." 

The Evers (2004) paper cited above employed unpublished data from a study of water 
quality parameters at Seney National Refuge (E.J. Collier 2003). The turbidity 
"threshold" provided as a limit to loon nesting in this study was based on a sample of 
only 3 unoccupied refuge pools (lakes) during a single breeding season (1995). It 
should be noted that these three pools provided the highest turbidity values recorded on 
the refuge during an ensuing eight-year sampling period. Owing to this extremely 
limited sample size, and to the subsequently lower turbidity values which have not 
allowed for further assessment, we do not believe that the cited reference lends valid 
support to the report's argument concerning possible complications from excess 
turbidity. 

Comment noted. 
U P PCO/EPRO Response 

Listing mercury exposure as a possible limiting factor to potential loon 
nesting is unfounded based on any evidence to date. While data show that 
high levels of exposure affect behavior to some degree, there is nothing 
substantial to support that mercury contamination will preclude nesting 
attempts. 

The assessments include information that was published in peer reviewed 
and publicly available documents. The language in the reports has been 
edited to reflect that there is some data which suggest that water clarity 
may affect loon foraging efficiency, and that this parameter should be 
considered to some degree when assessing the overall potential habitat 
suitability. 
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Citing another Michigan study (Gostomski and Evers 1998) the excerpted paragraph 
states that "time spent for foraging adults in turbid water was significantly greater that 
in clear water". We do not agree with this interpretation. Gostomski and Evers 
themselves state in their paper that time-budget comparisons between Isle Royale (clear 
water) and Seney (turbid water) loons "could only be speculative" because of 
differences in sample sizes which precluded statistical comparisons. Furthermore, the 
authors provide no actual data on water quality (Seney pools are described as 
"generally stained due to the inputs of tannins"), and merely speculate that the possible 
differences in foraging rates between the sites may originate from visible difference in 
water clarity and prey base. 

The statement "time spent for foraging adults in turbid water was 
significantly greater than in clear water" is a verbatim summary by one of 
the cited authors in a later publication (Evers 2004). The remaining 
information in this paragraph is accurate. The language in the reports has 
been edited to reflect that there is some data which suggest that water 
clarity may affect loon foraging efficiency, and that this parameter should 
be considered to some degree when assessing the overall potential habitat 
suitability. 

The final reference within the report pertaining to turbidity- Barr (1986) - does 
provide data in support of a visibility-related parameter operating as a potential limiting 
factor for loon occupancy: Lakes with Secchi disc water clarity of less than 1.5 meters 
had lower occupancy levels (31-35%) that their more transparent counterparts 
(78093%). While Victoria's clarity (0.9 m) falls below this threshold, Prickett's value 
(1.85m) does not; the report's contention that the latter is approaching "the point at 
which foraging is hindered" therefore seems both inaccurate (Barr's limit refers to 
occupancy, not foraging capacity) and unjustifiable alarmist. Additionally, in the same 
paper Barr found an associate between fluctuating high water levels and increased 
turbidity. In view of this finding we disagree with the conclusion in the assessment 
report that "given the degree of turbidity observed 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." 
In light of tile revelations, we suggest that UPPCO's consultants establish a far more 
robust and defensible assemblage of peer-reviewed studies before including turbidity as 
a possible mitigating factor for loon occupancy on reservoirs such as Victoria and 
Prickett. We would also suggest including a discussion of how turbidity levels might 
be expected to change in response to the updated water management regulations 
contained within the new license agreement. 

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 
occupy reservoirs in Michigan: "The Michigan DNR states that only 50 percent of 
'highly suitable' breeding lakes (for common loons) are currently being used in the 
northern 2/3 of the State of Michigan (Michigan DNR, 2006)". As the reference 
derives from a state website that provides only general information on loons - with no 
attached data on specific regional populations, nor any definition of what constitutes a 

The report has been revised to remove any conclusions indicating that 
turbidity may preclude potential loon nesting. 
UPPCO believes the commenting party has mischaracterized statements 
in the Prickett report. The report has been revised to clarify the issue. 

UPPCO believes, the commenting party has mischaracterized statements 
in the report. The report does not state turbidity is a "possible mitigating 
factor for loon occupancy", as stated by the commenting party. The 
report cites it as a possible limiting factor. 

Published, peer-reviewed literature to date supports the possibility that 
turbidity may be a limiting factor to overall habitat quality and resultant 
occupancy rates. The data cited has been upheld as part of the breeding 
season habitat requirements listed within the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service's Status Assessment and Conservation Plan for the Common 
Loon (Gavia immer) In North America (Evers 2004). Given the scope of 
these assessments, and the clarified language within the reports, we feel 
that such a discussion is not necessary. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the objective of the 
assessments was to map and evaluate potential nesting habitat, not to 
assess loon abundance or use. General population information was sought 
only to get a basic idea of loon abundance throughout the Upper 
Peninsula. Since no technical assessments were to be based on this 
information, more extensive population data (Ottawa National Forest's 
loon occupancy database - which is not publicly accessible nor offered 
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"highly suitable" breeding like - it seems inappropriate to the standards of a technical 
report. The Michigan DNR's own Loon Recovery Plan (1992) highlighted the 
dramatic disparity in occupancy rates between different regions of northern Michigan, 
and identified the western Upper Peninsula (where three of the four surveyed reservoirs 
reside) as an area of comparatively high loon densities. Our own extensive survey 
work throughout the Ottawa National Forest suggest that occupancy rates on lakes and 
reservoirs with viable nesting habitat runs far higher than 50%; we would recommend 
that UPPCO consultants access the Ottawa National Forest's loon occupancy database 
in GIS format - which was developed in partnership with Common Coast Research & 
Conservation - to determine more accurately occupancy rates in the areas surrounding 
the Bond Falls, Victoria and Prickett impoundments. 

through consultation with the USDA FS) was not sought beyond that 
which is publicly available. 
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Commenting Entity 

Linda S. Rein 
August 27, 2006 

Comments 
The Bond Falls Landowners have many concerns regarding the recent assessments done on the 
six U.O. Flowages affected by the UPPCO/WPS/Naterra Land Sales. We have studied the 
assessments for Victoria, Prickett, and Bond Flowages done by EPRO Engineering & 
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 
campground reorganization plans, the proposed residential development and plans for private 
shoreline structures like PRIVATE DOCKS for the express use of the new lot owners. 
When we all purchased our properties, we realized that we are NOT purchasing "lakefront" or 
"shoreline" properties, and hence we had no "exclusive rights of use" to the shoreline, as FERC 
License dictates that is it to be managed for 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 public. 
Given that the study was conducted during such a short period of time, during only a several 
week period in the late spring/early sumlner, we believe that 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 emergent at that time. These studies cannot qualify in any sense of the 
imagination as a comprehensive EIS of any kind. Such a short "snap-shot" cannot possible be 
complete as it does not take into account any yearly or seasonal variations and we believe many 
wildlife species were over looked, missed altogether, miscounted, and ignored. 
The invasive species known as Rusty Crayfish was not even noted in summary for Bond Falls 
Flowage. As Bond Falls Landowners we have documents the presence of Rusty Crayfish with 
the resource agencies, and we have noted their presence at Bond for at least the last 20 years. 
This destructive species is very prominent and we question how EPRO could overlook or 
discount something so obvious and important. This makes us question what else has been 
overlooked, omitted, 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 quick boat ride and walk around to try and document how PUBLIC USE has been so 
detrimental and caused so much "erosion" on the flowage. Interesting that the E/PRO 
assessment credits very little to the fluctuating water levels caused by the inherent way that 
UPPCO/WPS manages this hydro project. 
We believe more weight should have been given to the historical fact that UPPCO/WPS 
fluctuates the water levels greatly and we question why the EPRO surveys for the most part 
overlook and minimize this fact. 

A visual observation of certain sites and then a subjective assumption such as the probable 
causes of erosion is not very scientific and tells you nothing about how many people actually use 
each site. Interestingly enough none of the notes in the survey eluded to deer or other wildlife 
and pathways they make to the water which can also cause "compaction" and "erosion" or 
"sedimentation" of the sites. 
A more scientific assessment would have included a look at the campground log records of the 
actual usage. It is our observation that most campers are conscientious and cause very little 
impact. 

UPPCO/EPRO Response 
Comment noted. 

Comment noted. 

We disagree. Assessments were conducted on 27 days over a 
five-month period. 

See response ID 72. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the 
objective of the recreation assessments was to review and map 
existing recreation facilities within the project boundary. The 
reports have been revised to remove all references to probable 
causes of erosion. 

Water level fluctuations within the impoundments are approved 
license conditions of the respective FERC licenses. The 
approved scopes of work never contemplated modifying existing 
water level license conditions. 
See response ID 20. 

As identified in the agency-reviewed scope of work, the 
objective of the recreation assessments was to review and map 
existing recreation facilities within the project boundary, not to 
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Lets see some, "real", "authentic" data, not your qualitative analysis which amount to nothing 
more than subjective personal opinions on the part of the E/PRO surveyors. With the 
methodology used, there was a great chance things could be missed and/or omitted with the 
claim the "We weren't looking for that." We demand to see quantitative scientific data! 
When we questioned the methodology used regarding "AestheticValues" with UPPCO and 
EPRO at the PUBLIC MEETINGS, we were told that neither of you had ANY plans to actually 
survey or poll or question any of the "ACTUAL USERS" of these flowages, to see which 
attributes they value! 
If you REALLY Wanted to know who uses and values these flowages and why, you could have 
very easily researched your data and surveyed campers, visitors to the State Park and Falls, and 
even visitors who used the day-use area especially on busy weekends and holidays like this past 
.luly 4, when the towage was at peak with hundreds of users present for you to poll. Why did 
you not do this? It appears that no data was used from campground logs regarding campground 
usage by site. This would have give a more accurate idea of who uses these campsites, which 
sites are the most popular and why, and which ones subsequently get the most use and have the 
most "aesthetic value" to the public. We believe your data is flawed, incomplete and 
unscientific. 
We believe the assessments for these flowages should include the environmental impacts of the 
proposed residential developments and proposed plans for "non-project use of project lands" 
which does not appear to be compliant with the FERC License. We urge FERC to force UPPCO 
to follow the section 5.4 handbook process and initiate a new and comprehensive environmental 
impact study that accounts for seasonal variations in the flora and fauna, recreational uses, 
aesthetic values and the impact of the proposed non-project use of project lands. 

review and document campground usage. 

The methodologies to review and map existing recreation 
facilities within the project boundary were reviewed and 
approved by the state and federal agencies consulted with for 
managing recreation resources. 
Since that time numerous users have been interviewed. The 
reports have been revised to include this information. 

See response ID 180. 

See response ID 1. 
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Commenting Entity 

Doug Scheuneman 
September 5, 2006 

Comment 
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 regarding the Environmental Baseline 
Assessments conducted by EPRO Consulting on your firm's behalf. 
Our organization is extremely concerned that these studies were too 
superficial and lacked the necessary intensity to provide the type of 
information that will be necessary for lifelong decisions to be made 
regarding non-project use of project lands. Although we certainly 
agree that your firm should be able to see your non-project lands, we 
are very concerned that whatever you ask to do within the project 
boundaries will have a negative effect on all current recreational users 
of the project lands. From here forward all of my comments will be 
restricted to the Au Train Basin Hydro site (#10856): The study of the 
Au Train Basin was too broad for this large flowage, it only skimmed 
the surface. The time period of the EPRO work was not only short in 
duration but was taken at a period when "normal" recreation use was at 
a minimum compared to other months. While there were some 
fishermen and a few campers, peak use of the campgrounds does not 
occur until after the first of July. 
Perhaps the most significant use of shoreline (project) land areas, along 
this impoundment, is waterfowl 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 
important recreational uses of project lands such as sightseeing, hiking, 
and canoeing or kayaking occur mainly from spring thru fall. 
However, there is some winter ice fishing and snowmobiling. All of 
these could be negatively impacted by non-project lands and nothing 
was covered in the EPRO study to address this issue. 
The problem this year in the Basin for trying to study recreation use in 
all seasons, is that the present drastic "drawdown", for whatever 
reason, has altered and even eliminated a lot of the "normal" 
recreational use of the impoundment. 
We suggest that additional studies be set up for next year, if normal 
water levels 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 lands of this flowage will 
have on all recreational users. Then, and only then, can a sound SMP 
be written for the Au Train Basin. A plan that will insure any 
shoreline development occurring within project boundaries be 
consistent with the requirements and purposes of the Federal License 
that is in place for this Hydro site. 

Comment noted. 

See response ID 1. 

Comment noted. 

Comment noted. 

UPPCO/EPRO Response 
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Upper Penninsula Power Company- Au Train (FERC NO. 10856) 
LAND SALES CONSULTATION DOCUMENTS 

Attachment 59 
April 13, 2007- May 21, 2007 

EMAIL CORRESPONDENCES 
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ii! Wol fe ,  Jane t  

!! From: webcom mentform@uppac.com 
,~ Sent:  Sunday, April 15, 2007 1 "15 PM 
:~. To' Wolfe, Janet; alwarren@jamadots.com 
:il Subject: UPPCO Shoreline Management Ran Comments 

i;~! This E-mail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 

~ Registration? 
:~ Name? Karin Andrus ~c 

!!~ Address? 13888 Cemetery Road 
i! City? Bruce Crossing, MI 49912 
~ State? ~i 
:: Zip code? 
i E-mail ? bambam4@j amadots, corn " 

Phone Number? (906) 827-3489 
ii~ PoSt Comments on web site? yes i~ 

::: Comments? I grew up camping on Bond Lake, 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 

i~ the same again because of greed and lies. Let the bucks stop here...NO DOCKS, I like Bond 
.... just the way it is ........... ~ 

iIill: I 

E 

: f: 

E 

F rom: webco m m entfor m@uppac, corn !~ 
~ Sent: Sunday, April 15, 2007 2:39 PM i 

To: Wolfe, Janet; alwarren@jamadots.com i 
Subject: UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments I 

! 

This E-mail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 

Registration? 
Name? Wade Fleming 
Address? 13888 Cemetery Road 
City? Bruce Crossing, MI, 49912 
State? 
Zip code? 
E-mail? wadefleming@hotmail, com 
Phone Number? 906-235-0666 
Post Comments on web site? yes 

Comments? NO DOCKS, NO WALK WAYS, NO LIGHTED PATHS, I like Bond just the way it is,' I 
liked the dispersed campsites ......... don't care much for the new and improved. 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

webcommentform@up~c.com 
Sunday, April 15, 2007 7:29 PM 
Wolfe, Janet; a~Narren@jamadots.com 
UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments 

This E-mail contains cc(m~its regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 

Registration? 
Name? Kelly Niemi 
Address? 1117 Palmer 
City? Miles City 
State? MT 
Zlp code? 59301 
E-mail ? kniemi~driwers, corn 
Phone Number? 406-234-8084 
Post Commexlts on web site? yes 

C~ts? Bond Lake will never be the same after development. Can we preserve some 
serenity? Docks and lighted pathways will take away the last of any remaining serenity 
this haven held. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

webcommenfform@uppac.com 
Monday, Aprit t 6, 2007 12:04 AM 
Wolfe, Janet; alwarren@~madots.com 
UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments 

This E-mail contains counts regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, I0856~ 10854 

!! 
N 

% 

;g 

g 

i 

I 

Registration? 
Name? Teresa Davis 
Address? 5755 Antilles Dr. 
City? Sarasota 
State? FL 
Zip code? 34231 
E-mail? keysumland@aol~ corn 
Phone Number? 941-894-0909 
Post Comments on web site? yes 

Comments? To whom this may concern: I am agains the development of Bankd Falls. The docks 
and lights the prospective buyers want to put in will ruin the lake for the res~ of the 
users. Although from what I understand you don't really care about the people thave 
raised their families on the lake. Me being one of thousands. 
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%, 

5 
~ . ~  

N 
~ Wolfe, Janet 

- T -  ....... ' . . . .  . . . . . . . . . .  . .  

From: 
~i Sent: 

To: 
~ Subject: 

i::! 

...... 

: ~  '/! 

:.;} 

! ! i !~ 

. . . . . . .  i 
................................ i i i i i i i i  i / .  i i i i  i i i i  i ,  ii iii . r  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

. . . . . . . . . . .  - ' 1  Il l  I I I I I I l ! l ! l  i i l i t  . _ .  | i f  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

wqNx~,mmenfform@uppac.com 
Tuesday, Apnl 17, 2007 10:14 AM 
Wolfe, Janet; alwarren(~amadots.com 
UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments 

This E-mail contains cmmmnents regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 

Registration? 
Name? Jon and Norma Miller 
Address? 14715 US 45 
City? Bruce Crossing, MI 49912 
State? 
Zip code? 
E-mail ? bambam40Jamadots, corn 
Phone Number? 906 827 3558 
Post Comments on web site? yes 

Comments? We lake Bond Lake the way it is. This area will not benefit from lakes llke the 
ones in the lower peninsula. Traverse City is a jungle NO DOCKS NO LIGHTS NO 
N~kLKWAYS ......... • , , 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

webcom menfform@uppac.com 
Thursday, April 19, 2007 11:56 AM 
Wolfe, Janet; atwarren@Jamadots.com 
UPPCO Shoreline Management Plan Comments 

i 

~ - ~  

..... 

This E-mail contains comments regarding Projects 1864, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 

Registration? 
Name? Wade Fleming 
Address? 13888 Cemetery Road 
City? Bruce Crossing,MI,499112 
State? 
Zip code? 
E-mail? wadefleming@hotmail, ccm 
Phone Number? 235-0666 
Post Comments on web site? yes 

Comments? Bond should be left the way it is! There shouldn't be any houses, docks, paths' 
By putting four hundred some houses on Bond, will destroy the lake for everyone' Do you 
really think this will bring business to the area will it might bring some but, most of 
those people would probably much rather to go shopping in Eag]e River' Most of them will 

probably go eat in Land ~O' Lakes: 
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:! 

ii 

. 

£ 

From: 

To: 
S u b } , ~  

w ~ , ~ ~ . ~ m  
u ~  ~ Me~gemerS P~m 

~S E-mail contains ~m~t~ r~trd/z~ Fz~~s 1864, 2402, 2-506,. 10856, 10854 

Registration? 
~ ?  L. Uzsin 
~e~s? 6 Clearwater ~rt 
City? :Lake Zurich 

z ip  ~ z  6ooav 

Po~t C ~  =a ~ 81re? ~o 

i 
i: 

~ t m ?  I find ~ ~ dock plan  f~: ~ Falls to be totally u n a c c e ~ ~ e .  The 
idea o£ 424 ~~. s l i p s  on land that i, w ~ ~  t o  be mmage~ ~or ~ ~blic i, ~ my.~ . 

the land for ~ publlc. ~r I¢ tuz~z~ wilaer~ess ~mm~i~ into ~ i ~  with '~' " :: '~ 
n e i g h b o r  r i g h t  n e ~  to: you mm~tag~ land fo~ the  p u b l i c .  Xn ¢ ~ ,  t h e r e  i:e no p a r e  
your p~ that take~ anyone,s interests into account ~ t  for ~ '  s. 

S ~qnt: 
To: 

~ m e ~ o r m ~ p p a c . ~  
SQ~rday, ~ 28, 2007 10:21 PM 
Wc~fe~ Jane¢ ~ m m ~ j a m a d o ~ . ~  
UPPOO 3,t~zefine Managemen! Plan Comments 

This E--mall conta~ c~ts regarding Projects 1864, 24G2, 2506. 10856, 10854 

Regist ration? 
igame? W~le Fl~ng 
Addreas? 13988 C~mete~ F R.o~d 
City? Bruce Crosj:in~,~t[, 49912 
State? 
Zip c.,.>ie ? 
E.-~i ..: ? wade f I emi.n....~.hotmai I. c~ 
Phone N~mber? 906 ~23 5. 0666 
Post C~nts on we/~ site? yes 

Count s ? NO docks, no p~t.h~, no lights 
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To: ~ ~ .  ~ . ~ ~  

~ s  n-mactl o o , ~ :  o : m e ~ s  ~ ~ : ) , , ~ ,  ,8~4,  a4o2, ~o~,. 208s~, ~oss4 

~5 

4; 

m 

Re~iotratlo~? 

~ s ?  2~tOS ( a m i d 1  131~d 
~t;y~ ]3eloit 

c x x ~  s3s l~  

1~cxm lCmnb4n=? 6 0 8 - ~ - 9 3 1 2  

Name: Hr .  Jsmes A 9 i e t ¢ ~  
c o m p l y  ~ :  
~ lLre .es :  8890 ~ l l a  d.ri,,,~ 
clty: ~o~ruff 

Zip COd~: 54568 

Ac~otlnt ~ r  = 

E-mail Addresm: j~.pi~tila~1.state~vi.us Hom~ Ph~a= (71S) 356-707~ WO~ P~e: (715) 
2?7-3366 Cell Phone= () - 

contact ,By: ~ll 

Bond Falls flowage. Ple~e, n~ ~ks! ! ! 

~'~ ..... ~ ~' ~ ~"' ~ ~'~ ~'~'~~'~ ~'~'~ '~ ~' ~? ~ !~i~!~ i~,~ ~ '!i~!~i~i~' ! i ~ ~ !~:~i!:! :~::i> ~ :~i:,: : . :~ i: ~.i~ ~i ~ ~{~%~::~:>~,>~<~:~:~ ~; ~::.,~.~,, v; :..~ : . . : ~::i : :~ ~- -. 
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Wolf~, J ~  . 

From: 
$ e t ~  
To: 
Su~ct: 

~ ~ ~ m  
F r ~ .  May 11, 2007 ~45 AM 
wo~ ~ ~ ~ . ~  
uPpco ~ ~ ~ ~  

~ L s  E - ~ I  contain,, co~me~ts ~ a z ~ L ~ j  ~ o j e c t s  1864, 24O.2, 2506, lOSS6, lOSS4 

Re~f . s tza t ion?  proJ ect 1864 
~aum? sre t  ~utama~l  
~ ~ ?  20065 S i l v e r  ~ Te~z'ac~ 
c~ty~ 
S~aCe? VA 
Zip code? 20147 
E-s~i.l? bh~u~ta~a@~ch, e~ 

Ih.uni:~r? 734-709-1735 
POSt Comments on ~ site? yes 

C~tm? a ~ j o r  l andowner / t axpaFe r  ~ ~ior & ~Ight township, I am ~ t ~ y  
~ m ~ d  t o  any ~ l o p m ~ t  on p . ~ J ~ t  1 ~  a s  p ~ '  ~ ~ h e  ~ ~  ~ .  Zt  i s  i n  
o b ~  con£1ict w£th the p~sAon~ ot  the PI~C l£c~e ~ ~ t  a~ p o s e s  a ai,~iflc~t, 
~ r  t o  a f e d e r a l l y  p r o t e c t e d  w a ~ e r ~  ~ ~ ~ t ~ . . a t  a ~ i ~ ,  an ind~q:~s~emt, 
b l o l o g i ~ l y - S ~ ,  ~ I r ~ t a l  ~ e t  s t ~  S ~hould be: ~ t e d  b~£oz-e a n y  ~ i d ~ ~ o ~  

be glve~ Pl~ - ~do the rigb~ ~~g-. 

J 

~:~:~:~!~ ~;~::'?J ;~ ~' :~ ~. ;~;i~ ~?~!~ ~:~i~i,/>?~>:i~,~ ~/~,~:~:i~:~?~~;!~?~ ~i~:~.:~:>~!~! ~ii~ ~i:?: ~:~ ':~ ~i i?. ~';~?i,~i~i~~i~i~i~~~{!~~~ ~i~i~ ~: i~ : ~: ~ .,~, :.'~: :::~:~:~: ~ ......... ~ ::: ~: • 7;:: ~i. i~/;)~!iii!~!~ii!~: ~ i~;~; i~?~;~:!: ',:~;:,-~,~,~: 
~ ~:~ ~-~ ~,~,~ ~:~i~;~:~:~,!~5~::~i:i ~ i!: ~ : ~ ~ ~ ~ :~ : : : ~::!, ~::~:?~i~i~!~i!i~:!!:~;~;:~!~ii~i:~!i~;~i~;!~~iil ~, 
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. . . . . . . .  

. . . . .  

! 

. . :  

d,. 

Wo . . . . .  

F r o m :  ~ ; ~  

Sent: M ~ ,  May 1-4, 200710:17 AM ,..:~ 
To: Wo!fe, J ~ ;  ~ m a d o t L ~ .  !!~{ 

........... ~ "- 54 . . . . . .  This E-~il :c~ntains comments regarding P~oJects 18.64, 2402, 2506, ;085~, 108 ~";"9~ 

Name? Jenn i f er Tymins ki ."i 
Address? 9i18 S~~oie ii!:ii 
City? R~dford Township :. 

Zip code? 4~239 < 
E-mail? j.en~yminski@hoemall~com i• I 
P~0ne N~e,'~ 313-715-8845 :. 
Post ~ ~ s  :on -web si~:e? . yes ;~ 

I 

..... 

C~enca ? ~es~ions= 
Zs the map t~.t .s~s the lots at Bond Falls~ ~::;posted to the upper webslte accurate? ..~ 

If yes., why wasn't it ~:de avai!~bl~ to the :p~l~:c by. UP,CO:? ~ii 

i 
Why haven't ~ seen the dev~lo~nt :plans ,.fOr the: ~ther ~iiowages where [and has been so~ 
t:o Nat:erra:? 

If this map ~s not .accurate., when will UI~~ z~lease the preliminary d~veio~n%ent plans " : 
the lakes w he:ms land has been aoid? 

Whether or not the ~p is accurate, we all know ~he land wall be developed. Why hasn't 
the i~ac~ th~ proposed d~vel~ment and private uses of ~]ae project lands will have on 
w~.ter quality been addresse~ in :~he draft Shozeli.ne Management Plan. 

Even theugh s~ve=al of ~he lakes flow into rivers d~si~ated under the W~.i.~ & Scenic 
~.ivers Ac):, the Dza~:~ ~ S:MP indicated that no special studies .... were p!ar..~ned h.e.zause ~h.~ .... 

_ . CO~:~ ,C ........ • flowages .are not designated This appears to. be in • "~:i; t with the ~i].d .& Seen ~¢ R~v . 
Act & i bel.Leve ~he issue c..f water qu~li~y .as ±~ pert.ains [o these riv:e~ m<.~;~,n be 

. aeer .e~sed. 

; ..... en~.ymin~ k! ehot~il.~., . , Co,n 

h 
',i i-. / 

..<- 

<%:i'̧ :11 
: 1 
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Wolfe, Janet , , ,  

From: 

T~ 
Sutde~: uPPCO s ~ r . ~ ,  M ~ : ~ P ~  C o m ~ ~  

This E-mail contains ¢ommen~s regardin~ Projects 1864. 24D2, 2506, 10856, I08~4 

aegis t =at ion ? 
Name? Fmtie Alvord 
Address? PO Box 5! 
C.i~y? H~ou,ght on 
S~a~e? MI 
Zip code_? 49931 
E~i i ? k ta I vo ~d@my-¢i ne. corn 
Phone M~=? 906-482-4364 
Pos~ C,omme~s on ~eb si~e? no 

C ~ ~  s ? I STRO~LY OPPOSE CONSTR~CTIO~ OF ~ DOCKS as pr~osed by U~er Peninsu~-a Power 
Company at Prlc~ett Lake, V£ctoria, ~Au T~ain., ~Ca~azact, Boney Fa:li~, and. Bond Fails sitv 
A: full and adequate environs~n~al i~ct r,pozt should be required of UP,CO in this 

U 

i 
% 

ii!/ 

i: ~ 

i~': '~"~" ~t~.~~ ~ ,!~. ~:~°~:~!~;.~, ~ , - - ~ ~ ~ . ~ ; ~ ; , ~  . ~ i ~ . , ' ~ ~ ~  % ~ , ~ ; ~  ~ I ~ ~  ~%~;~ ~'~i~,~7~ ~,~.i:,~!,i~/:~i~: ~i ~i~:: ~ ~i~!~:~!i~ " ~ ~,~,~, ~/~i~i! ~ ~;~;i!~!i:~:ii~i~!~:i~!~i~i :~ ~:~.~; .... ~ i~;, :~ ..~ ~ ~:'~ ~"~/~ii ~!i ~~ ~ ~: 7~i~ ~: ~ ::~ ~i~i~i.~ii~i!~i ~ i~.~!~!~ ~ ~ #~ i:~ ~ ~ : " 
~ ~.~ !~.i~ ~ i ~ : ~ ! ~ ; ! ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ! ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  ~i~!:~,,~.~!~.~i:~i~ ~ ~ ~ ~:;~ ~i~i~.i~i~i~,ii~!;!~i~ ~ii~ ~.,~i,~i~ ~:~ ~ J~:~.~ ~ ?~i~ ~i:. ~ !~., ~ i~:~ ~ .~!;i ~;~.~ :~i~.~!,~i~ ~ % ~ ~ ........ • 
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..... .............. ~ ,,,., ....... . o,~:~.~,~__ ~ - .  ~ ~  

. . . . .  

: . ~ F r ~ :  

~.TO: 
s ~  

• .~,> ..... :~ . ~.. ~ ...., ',~... ; - ,.: ... ~ .. , ~ ,, . . 

R~Latra,t-~on? 

~dre:s$? ' 2405 C~£e~Ii Blvd 

Stm~e ~- WI 

m,=mali? ~ ~ : e n y i a t : e ~ 8 ¢ ~ : ~ : e , : . n e t  
ehone  ~ ~~r,?, 608,-295~!93 ! 1  

C~n~-:s? .z~:.i8 .beyond !~: how people can. deet~y our lan~ca.~, e~v.~:onment, and. 

a n o ~ ~  pieCe::o~ o~.:i~Ozth~oods .sw.~y ~ez-eve~:,. ~ e ~  .comes. ~ n d  .¢oe~,  b u t  w h a t  you ar~ 
p£~~ing iS final and permanent. ~ . ~ n  .yOU ~hink t:~t w~hat y~u are dcln.g ~s 'g~d 
bus:iness" or a, ,.~Ice ~ewelopment", 1:8 m~ney, and ~ts all i:~ eve= is, it has to be 
NO ~i :W~ ~si~s:.O: li~S. in ~hat area wantsthis, a~.:~if they don't :~.hen who does:? T~ 
p~ople:Who i~ii:~l~.S leas.~ ~o a~:i~he o~' who will ibe developing, and those people 

We a:Ee a~ a' V~ry critical point wi%h .put (northwoods) 
env.i~:~t, a, ~ t~ ~ntire pla~t itself If ,these develop~ent.= don't ~p~n, 
theni:~:t, ~~l~e doesn ~ t ~et th~./~eW Benz. ~hey've .~en eyeing+ This whole thi.n:g s~in~ 
of th..=~u~h I ~o~ ~ho~., repor~s~le .can ~.n,~er ~o~ t h e ~ e i v e s  ~.,~ 
OUZ ohil~n;:::~:.:~th~iz :children, Ma:y~ the ~eeponsible party can give ,:h~ a ~ew car o. 
s~mmt~.~g shlmy,:!~eca~e thats w~a~ all this is about, You are not fooling anTone.. 

~.:,. i I̧ ~ i. . . .... ~! 
~ ......... "~:"~ ~ ~~:~ °~ .... ~ . ~ . ~  -'~ ~ ~: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ~ ~ ~ ~ "-~ ~ ~ .> ~ ~ .• ~:-~" ~. i~ ~ ' ~,~!:~ ...... ~.~:-:i~ ........ ..... ~.~.~:::~i~ ~.~: ~ ~ ~ ~ ' ~ : :  ~ i~ ~:~./.~.',~ :~.'~ ....... :~ ~.~~i ~ 5 ~ . ~ ~  ~ ~ "~ ~ " • ~..~', .: .~.~. ~. ~. 
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Wolfe, Janet 

F ~ :  ~ Gale |¢bgJe(~N~,net] 

.Sent: Wednel~ay, May 18, 2007 1~08 AM 

To:: ~ f e ,  J ~  
Subject.. UPPCO | ~  

Janet: I have lived in ~ UP for nearly 40 years. My family has owned property in ~ is  area 
for nearly a hundred years, t ~ had the good fortune of ~ n g  ~ to have access m ~ 
var ies  ~ p o u r ~ ~ ~  ~ ~  ~ ~ or ~ of where I I~e, to go hi~ng, camping. ~ ~ g ,  
boating, ~ picnicking ~ my fami~. The preserce of ~ at ~ I o c a ~  for 
b e ~ t  of a ~w, and ~ ~e  deb 'kn~:~  all, ~ a bad ~ . ,  Removal of stumps whk~ ~ d e  
safe refuge for fish ~ o ~  watef-based w i l d e  is a ~ k e .  

t understand the t e m p ~ n  to develop the~ lands in ~e ~or t  run for much needed funding to 
support power generation, b~  again, ~ ~ a ~ idea. I am r e l y  to pay ~ ~ ~ cost of 
energy, to keep what we have. As human, ~ ~ s~mply the "owners'of ~ t ~  for8 very 
short time.. We have a responsibility to ~ good keepers of the 1 ~ .  T h i ~  a ~ u t  ~e  
generations to : ~ ,  the generations ~ ha~  benefited to date, and what you want to leave 
as your own personal legacy, t cannot ~ ~  that ~ legacy that ~ ,  or anyone, at U ~ O  
wishes to leave to future g e ~ s  is the d e s ~ o n  of the waterf~nt and wildl~m by a 
who want docks .and clear boating. Chris. 

G~ 

c ~  m 4~H 3 

FAX ~ . 6 2 7 ~ ,  
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m 

.... "'N 

To:  ~ Wol~., J a r ~  . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Fragmenua~ion of wild a=ea bog~ns wi~h seem~-gly:;smail~: s.~ale deve!opmoa~. [:iii~!~,i 
~eta, tlon , . ,~  Collectively t~se individual developmen.Z projects, lead i,£o more a~d more al 0 

s ul~ab!e habitat, Shoreline develo~t-w:ili, h~ve d~amatic .~cts on wild g~me su~;:~i 
[IS h and birds, which b~i, ngs in money ~O l~ai ec0n~es ~. Sbo, reline~ aze 
p~~tlve p/ovi.d~ng food and Shelter ZoE ~• ~ive~S~ • array)of-wildlife, i.nC!ud~.~.... 10or~s, 

docks, and all associatecl ~developmenc pr~~ ;~ bY t,he ~eI.~ninsula: eowe= C~any at~•/i~ 
PziCkett (|' 2402) ,. Victoria {$ 1864), Au' T~i~1"~(# i0856}~' "cataract (~10854}, .~ey Fa:li~ 
(#2506) and Bond: Fail~ {# l e ~ 4 ) S i t e s .  ecaVi~q:acCe~i.;co.;:th- ~e.e,=al 9~lic t o ,  '"i!~: 
app~eola~e such areas is q~,ite different ~ham?c:a~ering,•.to,i~~.ge.;s~al :e dmve.~oPe•~ wi~o...• ~i~ 
potentially ~id these ~rea~ of ~he very w~Z~!i~e which ~tt~a~tpeople to ~neSe,,~laC.e,,~,,~j~ 

Management Plan .is enO~gh to e.~Uze ~ha~: :h~e!a;.eas a.~e .p;opeziy ma.~n~a anu.prot~e~e~'i~i j 

Ma.tt..van S;insven ' -  

237 .Wright S t .  Apt  |;~ 
Ha.n~ock. MZ, 49930 

bttp: / / Ngine-w indows I ±ve , c ore/ho tma i I/*, I ocal e=ea- us &oc id~X~T _TAGRM--mi g rat ion_ ~i_mARi _ 2 ( ;ii~}':i~ ~ 

0507 

,?, 

i?i ,~ 

i 
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Wolfe, j ~  
:~-..::,...-.,.-_._,._..-.,.,.,:,~,~l.,~,:J~: : : :  : -- : _ : _  : : : :  . . . .  . . :  . . . . . . . . . .  . . : : - : :  . . . . . . .  . . ~ . : . :  : - - : :  . . . . . .  : . . . . . . . . .  : m l  : ; : . . . . .  : _ : . : - : .  - -  - . - :  : : : ~ : ~  

Sant: We<Inesday, May 16, 20O7 6:44 
To: ~ 
l tuaje~ 

your ~ .  ~ ~ ,  EUlt ~ L,AtIstt Bay, 1 ~  ~ ~ .  L-Artse, MS 49946 
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Se.t 
To: 

~ ~  Ran ~ m ~  

~ s  E-ma/ l  ¢ o n t a ~  c ~ e ~ i l t ~  r e g a r ~ : i ~  P E O n . S  18(~4. 2402. 2506. 108.56. 1•0854 

Re~Istratlo~? 

~~e~s? 6112 creem~7 
C t t ¥ ~  ~ F a ~ l a n d ,  WI 53SS8 
State? 
Zip code? 
E-mail? ~ r c u b 4  leverizon.net 
P ~  ~ r ?  60B-838-3985 
Post Comments on web site? yes 

Comments? ~ r  Slr/Madam: 

P l e a s e  note  my ~ s t t i ~  to  ~ ~ s ! ~ t  o f  ~ m m t  ~ ~  p r o p e r ~ y  a I o ~ g  o r  nea~  
t h e  ~ P a l l s  F l o ~ a ~ e .  ~ a t ~  o f  : r i s L ~  ~ ~  u o s t s ,  i n c r e a s e d  l o s s  o f  n a t u r a l  t ~  
n a t u r a l  e n v i o r n m e n t  due  t o  ~ c ~ e ~ ,  and a 4 k M ~ ~  i n t h e  o v e r a l l ~ q u a l i t ¥  o f  w a t e r  
resources, it ~ r s  ~t ~ C~i~ ~-~ue~ ~ ~ t  will only m c ~ ~  the 
~estr~cti~ of the pr~i~ ~ i ~ E ~ ~ t  ~ t  iS• p r e e ~ t ~  by the Bond ~11s fl~ge. 
While ~ c h  of the falls ~ ~ a 1 ~ ~  efZ~ ~ ~ ' .  to  produce ~ergy, that 
a h o u l d  not  provide any ~ t ~  to f ~ r  ef~t ~ ~ area. 

Instead-i, ~ would suggest,  t ~ t  i f  ~ • ~ t  i s  to  o c c ~ ,  a small  ~ - Z r e n d t y  
d e v e l ~ t  on a small  amount of a ~ t ~  tha t  ~ u l d  ~ used ae a ~ f o r  o ther  
~ l ~ t .  The deve!~t ~ d  be ac~~he~ ~ accord with the new etandards being 
~evel~ by LEEDS. With .~ a ~ l ~ t  ~ can ~lop a small area. say 80 or less 
acres, and yet the enviornme~t r~alns pr~t~t~ ~ the resources remain iD a viable long 
lasting ~er. 

~ ~ i :  ~ ~ -  ............... ~ ~ ~ ............... . .... ~ -- 

!~~i~!i~i!~ ii!iii~ii~i!~i~ ~ i i ! ~ ~ ~ ! ~ ~ ~ ~ ! ~  ~I:~:~!~%~ ........ ~ ~ ~ ~  ~ ............. ~ ......... ~ ........ ~.~ 

..... ~ ~ ......... • ..... ...... ~ ....... ...... :~ ............... ~ ~ ~ ~'~ ~ : ~  ~ ~ !~:~ ~/:~ ~<~:~: ~!~!~ii~ ~/://~t~'~!~!~ii~ :~!ili~ ~!i/~i~!~ii!i~i !!</i/ii. :i "~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ : / ..... ~il: :/~ i!~/i?>i~i/~i ~II ~: i~i I~ i~//~ ~ ~i~ ~ >~ : 
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W ~ .  Janet . . . . . . . . . .  

Ffocn: 
s a m :  

TO~ 
Subject: 

today, ~ 17, 2007 6~0:AM 

men~ 

This  E-mai l  co~tain~ ¢ ~ t l  Z ~ _ z ~  Pro~ects 186~, 2402, 2~06, ~10856, 1085~ 

Registrar ion? 
sa.~? Jim ~ k l  
Add-~s? 9364 T ~ e h  
CIty? Redford Town~hip 
State? MI 
Zip code? 4 8 2 3 9  
E-mail? J I m t y m i ~ ~ l .  
P ~  ~e=? 313-937-8845 
Post ~ t s  on~ site? yes 

C ~ t s ?  A f t e r  r a a ~  the Draft.  ~::~re/; i I~ Nanm~.eme~t ~la~,  ~ .am vsry  u p s ~  :to see tha t  
you are still pla~i~@ foz private ~ight~ ~ ,  . ~ s C r £ a ~  ~ . a m d  at ~ flowages 
viewing corridors, Z bel~eve ~ e  uses will ~troy the aesthetic ~lltles of these 
lakes and p r o j e c n  lamd~. The s ~ o ~ e ~ s  ~hould r e m a ~ ~ s t u r b e d .  

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

T ~ d a y .  May i7. 2007 7:!:1 :AM 

UPPCO ~ . e  M a n ~ e n l  ~an Comme.~ 

This E-real! ccn~alnS comments regaxdim~ Projects 1864, 2402 2506, I0856~ 1~854 

.~eg iSt rat ion ? 
Name? Su~ar~qe Tyminskl 
Addres s ? 9364 Tecum~eh 
Ci~.y? Kedford Township 
State? M~ 
Zxp code? 48239 
~--mmi !? s t-/minski@ho~il, co~ 
Phone N,m~ber? 313 - 937-8845 
~ost C-'~-~nents on web site? yes 

:j Co~::~_nts? i ~m opposed to all private uses of the project lands, including ii~hted dock~ 
and paths~ These paths, while techrlically "open to the pub!ic ~ 
will lead from the new io% owners private property to a private lighted dock~ ~i do not 
support a public tzmil aroLL~d the fl0waqe. ! believe i~ will only further fra~ent 
wi!dl i~e habitat. 
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Fix>fit: 
Sent: 
T~ 
subj, , 

Thurs~y, May t7, ~ 7  6:~AM 

~s E-~il contains c~tS ~e~a~ Projects Is64, 2402, 2506, 10856, 10854 

~istration? 
~ ?  Kenneth ~aft 
~ S S ?  41209 Pike River Road 
City? ..... ~ssell 
S ~ e ?  MI  
.Zlp ~ ?  49~16-9307 
E-mali ? ~af t~rtup, c~ 
Phone Numbe~ ~ 906 523 4748 
Post Ccmmments on web site? 

comman~s? The decision to ~li~te t-he public campgrounds was made without public 
input. The elimination of the di~rsed campsites and campground redesign shoed ~ re- 
evaluated as part of the Shorel.£~ ~gement Plan process. It should be a c~ite design 
that most benefits the ~iic. 

I am opposed to any private lighted individual and cluster dock~ or viewing corridors at 
any of the f!owages. None of these activltles is consistent with the c~rrent lic~se~ 

want the Federal Energy Re~!ato~ ~ssion to order a new Environmental Impact Study 
to assess the full i~ct of this development on the project iand~. 
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Reglstratlon? 
~ ~  ~~nnd DaSTa 
~ S S ?  P.O. ~ 83. 
City? I~nwood 
State? MI 
Zip code? 49938 
:R-ma i I ? mi.l~~, o0m 
Phone ~ r ?  9o6-9~2-0~74 
Post Cx~m~a~:s on ~ b  s i t e ?  yee 

C~ts? After ~ ~ Draft Shoreline M~~4~n~t Plan, I am very UpSet ~ see Chat 
you are p l ~  for px~,ware li~r~d d~.ks, ~rails and pedssnrian paths at &11 the six 
f iowages, i ~ no~ supporE ~ stor~ of ~ts on ~ projects land o r  v i ~  coffins. 
I believe these uses ~II ~tr~ the aesthetic ~.ll.tl.s of t h e . e  l~es and project 
I~. TheH uaes are c ~ i s t e m t  with t , ~  lic~ SinCe the i~tent 0f ~ buff~zone is to 
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i 

Wolfe, :Janet 

To: Wol~, :~  ~ a d 0 ~ . c o m  
• Subject: U ~ ' $ ~  ~ ~ Comme~t~ 

This E-mail c~m~a/ns ~ t s  r ~ ~ n g  Proje~cs 1864, 2402, 2506, I08~6, I O e ~  

Regi~ ~a~l~n? 
Nm~e~ Pat: O1ejniccak 
~$~? :9375 Bee¢h :~ly 

S~a~e? M! 
Zip code? 4823s 
E-mall? p~lenick1960eh~~l. ~ 

corridors. I cannot support: private dooks on ~ project lan~, ~v~~' oft he fol~ 
involved ever s ~ ~  even If for ~ust a ~ t  to think ~ ~  the ~mrup~i~n o~ wildllfe? 

F¢om: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: CornineSs on Shoceb~ Marmgement Plan 

J~et wolf8 
CocmmLnica t Ions Manager 
uP,CO 
PO Box 150 
Hou~ht.on, MI 49931-01~0 

Power ~any at 
" "G Y I STRON L, OP~SE C~ONSTRU~:I ON OP DO~ as p roused by Upper penir~sula 

Pricke~t (Project No. 24~2), Victoria (Project No..!864), A~ Train (Pro~ect No~I0856) 

Cataract (Project No. I085~), ~ney :Falls 
(projac~ No. ~50~), and Bond Yalls (Project No,1864) sites. Giv~J~ the 
co~le_xity ofl this issue and the l~ted sc~ of the Sb~rel:ine Marcageme~t Plan 
-nv-'ro~J~-na ~ ~  z .~.~ ~ Assessment should be r~quir~ of UPpC0 i:n this ~tter. 

Sincere ly, 

Lyn~tts Pot vin 
45304 Su~rior i~ 
Houghton, ~,II 4993 :I 

MS can,~da..e Forest ~cology and ~l%agel~ent School o~: Forest Resources and Envi'ror~nent&l 

~c~encee Michigan Technol~ical University 
• i~!:/: ~ 

: : :" ~ , . :':.::: ~:"///::~ - ~ :~C~':;~!~Q ........ • i'~:~ ~ :T ::~ ~/ ~::~:~ 



Unofficial FERC-Generated PDF of 20071205-0142 Received by FERC OSEC 11/29/2007 in Docket#- P-I0856-000I 

~I ! 

Pag,¢ t of  I 

wolf=, 

~ ,  M ~  17, ~ 7  7:53 PM 
To: ~ .  

PIeme tUplXm ttte doclm~ pmpe~ for the ~ ~ . ~  As e tmm~ at ~ T m t r t  ~ ~ ,  I 
• ~ ~ as • ~ n  = our economy and to our ~ ,  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  W ~ ~ 
E-TC ~ ~ b u t  ~ ~ ~ ,  ! ¢=nrot brm0b~ ~ ~ land~  ~ as ~ to potential ~ .  

Thank you for y o ~  time. 

Nancy Gmta 

Page l o f  l 

Wolfe, Janet 

From: Batr~ Dougovtto [~ug@up.nel] 
Sent: Wednesday, May 16, ~ 7  5:44 F~4 

To: Wo~e, Janet 
Subject: Rea 

~ease conskter |earing P ~  Dam an~ Bond Falts as ~s. |~ is a L ~ ~ .  pristine area ~ ~ ~ l d  be n ~  if it. 
could •stay ~ t  way. ff yo~J must ~ I  ~I for finano~ gain. cons~er an agency who ~ / d  not devetop it. "F~"~nKs for 
your consideration. E I ~  Dougovito, East Shoreline L'An~ Bay, ~ ~  8 a ~  Rd. UA~'me, Mt 4 9 ~  
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Wont. : J l t ~ : ~ l l l ,  ,iii.ii T ,i, I " . . . . . . . . . .  ]__I l l  . . . . . . . . . . .  

Flcw~: 

To: w ~  ~ ~ - : ~ - , ~ - ~ ~ , n  

;:?i 

~ s  ~ - ~ 1  c.o~¢~in~ c ~ , m e s  regacding. ~jecta ~864, 2402. 2s06, 10856 .  ~oe54 

Re~istrati~? 

c i t y ~  ~ t :  cr ,  Na 
s t a ~ ?  MI, 
z i p  ~ ?  499~7 
B-m/i? r 1 ~ . ~  

~ r ?  (906) 8S2-3224 
• ~ t  Co~e~nt8 on ~ a i r s ?  ye~ 

C~mSntS? The ~P mee~/~ ~ d  at E-~ aehool was the first @ ~  public .meeti~ that I 
have att~ ~ it ~ ~ ~laI~M~int .~. We ~ ~ to :hi~ publ£c :mi~tln~ ~th 

~~ti~S ~ ~ ~ ha~ a~ ~ o  pUbiC mee~. It Im ~~11atlV8 
j u s t  anoUher way to  c o n t r o l  ~ f o ~ t l c m r - -  a s ~ . l  o~ ~ I~ regard ~ hav~ fo r  the 
~ l e  of, t h i s  a~ea to  ~ .  ~ o ~ ,  ~ea~ma~lm and ~ t 1 ~  ~ec ls t~n~ ,  

The ~ ~ t  It,ll Is full o£ "~ot~,:" ~:t ~ ~ ~ ~ e  ~ thls ar~a ~ d  
r e ~ ~  t o .  But, i~ i. t~s ~ ~le li~ ~ ~ ~ l e  ~ ~ i  ~ p u r c h a s ~  tho~e 
lots, urban peu~l.e, ~ ~ Eine i~..Many of u~ ~ u~t feel th/I way We llke Bo~d 
~e am it is now, in i~ ~:tural state. The t h i ~ e  ~ are plammd~ a r e  ~ h l n g ~  ~ t  may 
be f ~  on any dev~l~ i~, : ~  pl~=o in Asexica. ~ Lake, u it i~ ~ ,  iS ~n. 

And, of ~ e ,  ~ t h a t  i ~  ~ planni~ e nhanC.~ ~ ~, for the ~ ~le 
Raterra plans on enticing u~ here, aS ~I! as a~di~ to your $3 ~ ~ ~  ¢ o ~ t L u g ~ c y  f~ 
from .Waterza. It i~ repr~sible that you represent these plama ~ ~fo~ the locals." where. 
~!e~.~ are no such thi~. 

Your ~~lespeak is al~o ~ .  For example, referr~ to gr~ of docks as "cluster 

dock," is ridiculo~e recognize a planned marina when we :see one. 

E-P~D" s ~vir~~al s t ~  is flawed in major areas. I a~ct that WhlteWater's is not. 
Please urge Raterra to ~ ~  t~t environmental stuff ~ the ~lic. A rmality check is 

?: 

i~ • ~ . . . . . . . . . .  ........ ~ ............... ~ ......... ~,~,,,.~, ~ . ~ .  ..... ~ ..... ~.,., .... _~.~,.~, ....... , ~ . ~ . ~ , ~ ÷ ~  ~ . ~ - ~ , ~  ~.~-~.~,~'~ !~ ~ ~,~,',:~.~:~ :~:.j ~,, ~ ~:~ ~., i,.,i~,~-~ ~°.:~i ~ ,:.i~ ~ ~..~ii~!~i~'~!~~.~ 
~:~.~:i~!~ ...... !~.~'!": ~. ~--~ ,..-.~,~ i::~i~,~',!~~:~:i-~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ < ~ i ~ : ~ ? ~ % ~ : i ~  ~:~<,~i~i ~i,.~:~ ~ '~:L,: ~i~/~::,-~ • ~?~.~ ~:~:/,:/~~,~!~:'~i.~%~yiii/~!~ ~i~!~i~ . ,~:~:~:'.~,~i~ i ~ C ~ : ~ %  ~/:~ is,_ .~i,. ~/~-~ - ~?~ ~,.~ ..... • ,, ,~::.: :~ , 
~ ~:i ~:~ ~i:~!: ~ : : ~':: ::~:~ <?::,: Y ~: :~i::~ ~::~: ~'~%~!~: :~i~:~ii~ ~ : ~ i ~ : : , - ~  ~!~: ~ ~ ! ~  !!, ~ ~i~:~c~7~': ~i,~ ~ : ~ -~ ~ :~.'~ :~:, ::~: ~:~:~?.~: ~ ,-~: :~', ,~ ~!~ii~ ~1 ~:~y~y~:~i!:~ : ~,::: ~:~:~ ::;:T :: ~:~:~i~:i~>~ ~ :~' :~:~:~° :: ......... :"": ...... .... :~ : • " ~ " 
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:~.~ 

i, 
N: ! 

N ~ 

From: 
Sent: 
To.'. 

~ s  E - ~ i l  c o . ~  cc~ments r ~ a z d i ~  P r o ~ t s  186t, 2402, 2506, 10556, 1o854 

Reg is t rA t i on?  
~ w e ?  T ~  Krau~m 
~ ~ s ?  3esSS ~ ~ r k  
C~ty? Clin~ ~ . p o  
State.? 
zlp oode? 4803S 

Phone ~mber? 
P o s t  Comments on web eite? yes 

Comments? My f~ly fOr three generations ~~ e ~ ~  '~ i~ FaZls Flowage as area land 
~rs ~nd a~uLre~s o f  t h ~  natural ~ ~ y  it b o l ~ ,  ~ ~ t ~ - s ~ e ~  ~ ~  ~ e  in  the 

to tnsuxe h~s ~l~sn & ~ a n d ~ h i l d z e n  ~ a lway~ ~ s  ~ ~  ~ I feel the 
~ my o~11~ ~ too. We hay. ~ to 1o~S ~ ~ ,  ~ *  ~ ~ ~ewed the fa11~ 

f o r  35 ~ .  ~ I d r e a  w ~ l l  be ~ ~  o f  ~ 8  ~ ~  some ~ i e  m . t  to 
line ~helr pockets. w i ~  a get-rich-~ck ~ t .  ~ ~ l ~ t  ie g o i n g  t o  destroy 
the beauty of a v e r y  se~ne area ~n peoj)ie~i++~ f~ all ~z the world tO see. We n e e d  
tO preserve t~ natural ~ I d  ~ &  E~ of ~S aZea for f u t u r e  generations to en~oy 

~:ie=~. I ' ~ *  f a l l s ,  lake  and I~ ~ ~  t ~  lake ~ r~ re  jewal.s t ~  ~an oa ly  
be found in ~ ~ ~ whe~ that peaceZ~ ~ ~  : ~  ~ ' £ t  18 gone, n e v e r  t o  be  r e g a i n e d  
though de~.eic~t, The i~ was to be ~ f o r  c ~ t ~  lmzrlx~ses, not Intrusted 
for ~ l ~ t  ~ a gr~ f~, ~ ~umt~ to ~~,t from the ~tRcticm of the ~turai 

i~t::~ keep it as i8 ~o~ future 9~ar~tio~ to ~ ~ :~joy. 

m 

~-:~ ~ ~ ..... :~ 'i ~ ~%::::/ .... ~:~!~:!,i!~ii~?~!!://! ! ~ > ~ ` ~ ~ : ~ : ~ i ! ~ ~ : ~ ! ~ : ~ : ` ~ i ~ ? ~  ~!i:~!~ii~!~'~:i]~:~i~;~!~<~:~:~ /~i~:~i:~(~ii~ii~i: ::: i~i i~:!~ ::::, :~: :' : ;:~:\~/~i~ >>~i::?~:i/~i~i~!~:~::i~?i~i~!,~: ..... *: ~ 
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N 

:)iii 

,5 

. .  , . , , , , , . . ,  : . .  , : r  i ' f t : - "  " " ' ~ : ' ~ ' ~ "  . . . . . . .  : ~ : : " ~  : ~ : : : -  ? . . . .  " - . ' - : ' - " ' -  ' - ' : " " - "  " " . . . . . .  : " = ' : " : - - - - " : = - - -  - 

TO: ~ 

Janet Wolfe 
comm~cattom ~ 

pO Box 130 

Ms. Wolfe, 

As a ¢oalibun o f a ~ . c o t a c ¢ t a t ~  fix i1~ ~ ~ - q ~ l y  of:t~ U P W I n d  project lands 
~ ~  ia , ~  U ~ : P ~  ~ N ~ o o d  ~ wo.ld ,like to expre~ deq~ 

~ ~ ~ b c d  ~ t ~ ~ C  t t ~  and ~ for m ~ ~  a ~ ~ y  shoreline that 

~ ~  reojea ~ :  ~ ~ ~ ~  ~ i ~  ~ ~ g  aeas,'walkmg path, for 

shordiims. ~ ~ ~ be.,: impeded, or ~ ~ cmngix~ opport~tities will be 
~ ~ g  ~ ~ : h ¢  rm~clcd. ~ d ¢  ~ ~ ~ ~  and logistic ehanges, the 

:wfl6m'ucss ~ o f . ~  ~ will b¢ dsmaged by d ~  ~ lights, end eteared corridor, as welt 
me a e v ~ ~  on me ~ n g  ~ ~ 1 ~ .  

The ~ v i t i e s  ~ t t i ~ :  m::~ SMPs do not ~ ~ frt ~thin the etwwat a ~ .  in most ~ ,  reeemly 
r e n ~ x l  FtLRC p~ject t i ~  ~ l i ~  objeetives s~'ve to ~ ' t  at~ enhance the environmental, 
sc..~e, at~ t ~ ~  v~ues of project :lands, and ~ s e d  SMP acti~ties on these projoct lands 
satisfy none of the above. The ~ ~ t  plans in no way ~ b e  ~ w  ~ . ~  view corridor, or 
increaxsed traffic ~ c o n s i ~  with the federal goals for the. prqject land.s. 

:in all, we believe the SMPs for ~ flowagcs as they st~md to be Jnadoquate .and grossly incompiia.t 
wi~ ~ i : n ~  uses of t h ~  lands. 

if' 

....... 
, !  

i 

Thank you for yo~  time and the opportunity to comment on t t~e  ptans. 

S i~re ly ,  

Joe Hove! 
N~hwot~j At l~ee  

6063 Baker Lake Road 
(kmover. WI 54519 

cc FERC 
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Wolfe, Janet 

From: 

1,o: 
SubJ~t: 

F ~ ,  May 18, 2007 8:28 AM 
Wolfe, Jm~e~ 
~ s  

Hello Janet, 
I would llke to take a few ~ n s  to comment o~ ~PCo's proposed ~ l ~ t  of Pri~ett 
~ . e  a n d  other ~ t s  in the UP~ 
Straight out, I t ~  it's a bad i~. I feel l£ke ~ ~,t need any 
~s type anywheze ~ the UP, i n~t~ wt nee~ to p ~  and protect more wild 

create so.~ jobs. etc. but I thi~nk ~s could be achi~ ~thout changing t~ p e ~ ~ . : i i ! i : i , ~ j i : i i  ~ 
of the area. 
If the sale of t~ lots ~ the, so called, devel~t is inevetable, then why 

Instead. why n o t  market it to customer's look~ for a beautiful. ~iet, low i~ct :: .i: ' ::!.::: ::.!i.:~i~i ::-: , 

setting that it is now, a-d ~.ise the ~tural characteristic's that currently define~i / !!i~!i?i:!ii 
it, ~ wrlte in sales agreements that demand it remain that way. .: .... '~ 
I feel that your proposals are really out of touch with the current dema.d for wild p l&~~ii:~!i!~!ili~!~i 
in t~s county, ~ world for that matter, ~ that your s~rt sightedness will result ~ii~i~!::!::.iiii[iil 
d~a~ticu~, not ~ro~t, ~ th~ overall quality of llfe for the UP. ' i ~::!:::!i~ii:i:~i 

t.~..~e types of actions are ne~ed and necessa~, and to, se~.~ D~w preservation and 
devel.o~nt can work hand in .hand, t:o ~flt us all. 
Thank you for your time. :: ~::ii::::i,~: 
S i n c e r e l l y , : :  : :~ 
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i if: i:+ 

: ' ,4 
L ;>  

N 

i 

m 

Wo , 

To: ~ 

Ms. Wolfe 

I would li~ to voice my vehement c~posi~ion to UPPCO's proposed 
developmma~ of ~se sites. I have ~ forttmate enough to have 
able t o  enJ~ visiting these si~ and their ~Id ~ ~tu~l beau~ 
for ~ a n y  ~ ~ s  ~ ~ for ~ off~r~ to ~ ~!e tO do the S~. 

Project No.1864 (Bond and Victoria) 
Proj ect NO. 24 02 ( P r t  ckett] 
Proje~ No.108S6 (Au Train) 
Proj~t ~. 10854 (Cataract) 
Proj~E No. 250.6 (Boney Fails) 

I r i s t ~  ~pea 

~!i ......... ,, ...... ~ ........ >~ ........ ~ . . . .  ...... ~ ....... ~ ....... ~:~:~ ~ ..... a~~:~,~ ~i ii~~i~i~!~i!~!~ili~!~!!~!~iii!i~ii~ ~i~i~ ~!!~i ~i!~il ~̧ 
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{ 

} 

Fm~: ~ ,  MIy 18, 2007 3: 
To: wol~, ~ ~  for ~ ~ n u ~ ~  t884, 2 ~  10856, 10854, and 

• . . . .  , , . " : : 

,am = e ~ t e = ~ = ~  ~ ~ ~  on ~ ' ~  pt== to ~ . ~ ~ t e a  ~o~t. 

. . . A ~ m m l ~ ,  " . -. .... . - • W~_O:L~ IDI  ~A%e . . . .  ~ : ~  ~'---- M = ~ . . . . .  
S p ~ t  o~ ~b~ p l . a c ~ .  I t  ~ d  a l e o  . . . .  
0 £ ~ "  o r i g i n a l  ~ g ~ t  z ~  r,.~18 p ~ e ~ t i e = .  

P leae  ~ l o w  [o r  the c~ati~e~ p~otectiou o£ C ~  ~ a c e ~ .  'i'-T~r~ you. 

O ~  ~ller 

"X~ you ~'t fi~ ~ tx~th ~ ~ are, ~~e , ~  you thir~k ~ will ~ind it?"--th~ 

{ 
{ 

! 

Q i 

W O ~ ,  Janet  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ~ 
{ 

From: welx, om m e n f f o r ~  pP a c, ~ m 
~n t :  Wednesday. May 16. 2007 9:54 AM 
To: Wolfe, Janet ~ ~ a m a d o t s . c o m  
Subject: UPPCO Shor~me M~nagemer~ Plan Comments 

Th~a E-m~'~l contain.~ comment~ regarding Pro]ect~ I~64, 2402, 2~-06, i005~, i0~!~-~ 

Re.g1.~ ~ r~ ion? 

City ~. ~c,=-..dru~ 

E-ma:]/~? jlm.pJ~e.tiia@bcpi.stare. ~.~.,u-'~ 

the ~::=;a~,:.,s~*-.. ~ f~[ devel-:p:nent c[ the :[,i~wage & certainly h a ' ; { ~  :~c ~'~:a" ,::':: .::, ~<-~t- r P,:!! ~e-:ardin~ 

Acccr<:~:Ig ~:o m.y und.e.rsta,zd~q, ,:he ~hc~eline is a d~:ff~rent :.'.,:"c.ry, T~ 3,'~.~:~.:=.se <~r,{-,:!~t~:~: 
t],e VERC [<c;.~:- i.mp:,-.,u~:,,di~lq <,f ~ate" d~ct.a<~'i that tr~:e sho:[e].~:~ L,~ ~,:s,:=:~: ] b"f the pu~')i~c & wa:: 

signed bl: -' UP Power C¢~- of ': {: '~ L a.~;d F~:RC~, ~,~c:,w GREED ent ~"::~ .. r. ur~ & 'UE P'<:',,~er wa~ 

exam~:~i~ :;, f ~.:< ' :: , a ' !  .:.::,:: :"::':.}7 <:o. e;'~ha:.~.::,ing ":<:,] riC ...... . =i~- " ~~ let. th:.s ~'a[.'[~:{::~ 
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............................................................................ i"_'"' ' i i '  . . . .  i i~i  . . . .  _'ii i . . . . . . .  _ ' " _ L L  . . . . . .  _ - _  " ~ ' i i  i~L'T"i"~iilZ'iiii-'ii-i[i~iill~l]!fl!!l[?i- i . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  IIIJ!l I I I I I I i I  i f _  ~ I . . . . . . . .  I [ j [ l l j l l  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  ~ . ~ i  

~ s  B - m ~ l  om~.aA~ oomm~ta ~ ~ e ~ s  IsS4, ;l~O:l., :15~,  10S56, 10854 
. . . .  

C ~ t ~  xzo~oca 
~ta te?  
Zip  ~ ?  ~9938 
E-mai l?  ~l~rt~. corn 
Yhone ~ 906-932-0374 
~ t  Commmts ~n ~ atte? ~ a  

comme.t~ A~te~ z ~ t ~ .  the ~ f t  s b o r e l ~  ~ ~!an, I a~ ~ ~  ~ t  t~  m t ~ t  
a x e  P l ~ n ~ I  f o r  p r t v a t e  1 £ ~ ~  ~ ,  t z ~ ~  ~ ~ r ~ a n  ~ ~  a t  a l l  t h e  el,x 

I b e l ~ ~  ~ w i l l .  d e s ~  ~ ~ ~ c  q u a l ~ ~  o f  ~ ~  p z O J ~  

! 

g;:i ,;N~: . . . .  

N 

Sent: Thursday, May ~ 7, i ~ 7  ~ 0 : ~ ~  
To: V¢~e, ~a:~ 

~ar Ms. Wolfe, 

I would en~ourage you to r~think ~he pro~sed dev~lo~ments on ~he d~ s£tes ~aj~t 
M L ~ r s  i g 6 4 ,  240~,  10856 ,  I 0 ~ 5 4 ,  and 2506 .  

I ~ particularly opposed to lighting ar~ t~t are no~:, now lit, ~ b~bir, is advarsoly 
affected as is for m, t1~e most preci~s a~d least a~reciate~! ~S.S.et ~ axe ~-ckly Ios~g 
~i thi~ ~mir~sLt!a - tlhe night sky. 

Thank y~md for your tl~ and c<.~n~'~dv..:at~.~n.~ 

9~ S~t Street 
Ha/~cock, M Z 49930 
9'26 --; 4 S ~ 9 ~ "  - -  , %  

.... ? i:iiii~i! ~ ~!~ i ~ i ~i ~ ~ .... ~ 
• /i ¸ i•~il ! ~ ~ 

:v .i 


