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Dear Mr. Foley:

The DOGAMI-Mined Land Regulation and Reclamation Program (MLRR) has reviewed the draft Environmental Assessment (EA) of the pending Gold Ray Dam project. We are not opposed to removal of the dam, but believe that the project has not been adequately scoped, and the project lacks data needed to predict upstream impacts of dam removal.

MLRR has also reviewed the March 25, 2010 letter from Tom Gruszczenski of Knife River Corporation (KRC) to RVCOG regarding the draft EA, We concur with all elements in their letter of concern, including the potential to lower water levels in the shallow alluvial aquifer and impact wells. For clarification of the statement in the KRC letter, regarding the use of Rogue River Stakeholder Group data, the consultants who prepared the EA did. not request the historical data collected by the Rogue River Stakeholders Group until yesterday, March 25, 2010. The 1997 New Years Day channel avulsion into the Kendell Bar pond on ODOT property caused a base level lowering of 10-12 feet, which proceeded to migrate upstream. This recent, location specific, analog of a headcutting event should be used as a predictive tool for the Gold Ray Dam removal.

MLRR also concurs, based on our work on this reach of the Rogue River, that a design to withstand a 25-year event is a good standard for predicting the highest velocity events. However, MLRR is concerned that the EA does not provide a design basis or hydraulic calculations to support the proposed stabilization structures in the EA. Mr. Scott Wright stated yesterday that a model has been constructed, However, it is not available for review, even though it is not confidential. Before the draft EA is finalized, MLRR requests that all hydraulic modeling, geomorphic, and sediment transport data be made available to agencies and the public.

The Cumulative Impact Section (3. 15) of the EA lists other actions that were included in the cumulative impact analysis, and it includes mineral extraction (past, on-going and future), yet no analysis or data could be found. The Environmental Consequences Section (3. 1.2) concludes that the affected environment upstream of the dam reaches upper Kelly Slough, but no further. Where is the science that confirms this conclusion?
Mr. Wright also pointed out yesterday that the study area (model) extends 1.5 miles above the darn. The Rogue River Stakeholder Project is not included in the study area, yet conclusions are reached that there will be no impacts. This is troubling to MLRR that this prediction is made, but no analysis is provided to substantiate the conclusions found in the EA.

Appendix A of the Jackson County C-old Ray Sediment Assessment Report provided an array of explanations as to why there was not more sediment accumulation behind the dam, and postulated that the 1997 pit capture created a sediment deposition zone that prevented sediments from passing through towards the dam. This is precisely what has happened, and based on 2000 and 2006 channel surveys, the amount deposited during this timeframe has been determined. The Rogue River Stakeholders Group will collect additional stream cross-sections data as part of the monitoring plan funded by OWEB. Earlier in-stream gravel extraction volumes are not known, but are likely a significant amount and a cause of the lack of sedimentation in the dam pool. Dragline mining began at Salmon Rock in 1952 and was continued until the early 1960’s. In-stream dragline removal occurred at various locations between Salmon Rock and Tou Velle Bridge.

The Noxious Weeds Section (3.7.1.3) lists local plants of concern and reports that noxious weeds, particularly Himalayan blackberry, occupy up to 20% of the vegetated areas above the dam. MLRR offers that after draw down of the pool, poison hemlock (Conium maculatum) will be the biggest challenge for young riparian plantings, due to their quick annual growth and height of mature vegetation.

Lastly, MLRR requests that the post-dam removal monitoring include the Rogue River Stakeholders Project area.

We have not intentionally waited until this point in time to express our concerns about the project scope or study plan. RVOG requested that MLRR participate on the Interagency Technical Team and we agreed to provide input but unfortunately MLRR was never contacted regarding any meetings of the technical team.

Sincerely,
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E. Frank Sehnitzer

Lead Reclamationist

DOGAMI-MLRR

cc: Gary Lynch, Assistant Director, DOGAMI-MLRR

