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Notes
     ASC Section Subpart Item Section Comment Applicant answers/comments

1.1 Subpart A - General DR-Org-01 Organization
Please explicitly state or make clear in Subsections  1.10.1.1 (Earth) through 1.10.1.8 (Socioeconomic Impact) 
the distinction between minimization measures and mitigation measures that would take place during 
construction, operation, and decommissioning. 

Minimization measures such as best management practices (BMPs) and other BMPs required by permit conditions will be used to minimize impacts during construction, 
operation, and decommissioning. Where impacts cannot be avoided, mitigation measures will be taken as agreed upon by the relevant jurisdictions and will be finalized when 
project design is finalized. Minimization and mitigation measures for decommissioning are expected to be similar to those implemented during construction. Added context to the 
application. 

1.1 Subpart A - General DR-Org-02 Organization
Please clarify whether decommissioning mitigation measures have been included in the relevant subsection of 
Section 1.10 (Mitigation), and if not, please provide the decommissioning mitigation measures as part of the 
appropriate subsection.

Minimization measures such as BMPs and other BMPs required by permit conditions will be used to minimize impacts during construction, operation, and decommissioning. 
Where impacts cannot be avoided, mitigation measures will be taken as agreed upon by the relevant jurisdictions and will be finalized when project design is finalized. 
Minimization and mitigation measures for decommissioning are expected to be similar to those implemented during construction. Added context to the application. 

1.10.1.5 Subpart A - General DR-EH-01 Environmental Health 
Please provide mitigation measures are not sufficient and need to include BMPs for handling all waste, including 
non-RCRA waste. Minimization measures for good housekeeping

Application updated to add context that the Applicant would comply with all applicable waste handling and disposal regulations, that construction areas would be kept orderly, 
and waste stored and disposed of properly. 

1.11 Subpart A - General DR-SI-01 Sources of information See separate tab for comments related to this section. Issues detailed on Sources of Information tab are resolved.

1.12 Subpart A - General DR-C-01 Consultation
Please provide the dates and contact information for the education, community, and labor organizations similar 
as to what was provided in Table 1-1.

Application updated to include dates and contact information for the education, community, and labor organizations. 

1.13 Subpart A - General DR-G-01 Graphic material

Please ensure that all figure legends include only those portions of the project which appear on the figure. For 
example:
	• Figure 3-4 and 3-5 have the legend item "Temporary Horizontal Auger Bore (HAB)", but no HAB areas are 
depicted on the figures. This also occurs for figure 2-3 in Appendix B. 
	• Figure 3-5 has the legend item "Temporary 3-Sided Wet Cofferdam" is not shown. 

Please ensure that all items depicted on the figure contrast with the background layer and other legend items 
enough to be distinguishable and legible. For example,
	• The colors of the following items need to be changed to increase contrast to the background layer and other 
legend items: Shoreline Residential Area symbology (Figure 4-2), HAB (Figure 4-5), HDD (for all figures), BPA is 
the same color as water (Figure 2-2), Oregon Parks and Recreation (Figure 2-2), US Forestry Service Department 
(Figure 2-2), WASCO (Figure 2-2), ODOT (Figure 2-2), Private land (Figure 2-2).

Please ensure that the labels of surrounding towns, streets, recreation areas, etc. are legible against the 
background imagery. For example, in figure 2-3 pg. 12 the national forest labels are illegible due to the dark text 
being placed on a dark background. 

In Figure 2-2, the USA legend item needs to be split into the specific US agencies that own that land. Having the 
areas labelled as "USA" is too general and can obscure important information.

Figures have been updated to the extent possible. See attached figures.

*Note that parcel data does not indicate what US agencies own the land; it is labeled as "USA" in the parcel data. Also note that some baselayers used are not able to be modified 
(color, etc.).

2.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SD-01 Site Description
Please provide a clear outline of the portions of the proposed project within Washington and within Oregon, 
including tables and supporting text.

Application updated to revise Table 2-1 to  separate components located in Oregon from those located in Washington.
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2.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SD-02 Site Description
Please clarify the location of construction and temporary work areas, including staging and laydown areas, 
landward of the Columbia River. Please provide aditional information and maps should be provided that clearly 
illustrate potential work areas and area of jurisdiction. 

The location of construction and temporary work areas are described in Section 2.3 and shown on Figure 2-2 Facility Location and Figure 2-3 Project Layout (in Appendix B). 
Additional information regarding jurisdiction is located in Section 4.1 and associated figures. No changes made to application.

2.1.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SD-04 Site Description Please provide geography and geology of the river to Section 2.1.1 Application updated to add description of the Columbia River geography and geology.

2.1.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SD-05 Site Description Please provide a set of figures that shows the land use described in Sections 2.1.3.1 and 2.1.3.2. Application updated to add a reference to Section 4.2, which includes detailed information and land use figures.

2.1.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SD-06 Site Description
Please provide additional rationale for why the proposed project is not within Klickitat County and Clark County 
jurisdiction. Have these counties been consulted and do they concur?

The portions of the project in Clark County and Klickitat County are located entirely within the Columbia River. There are no on-land segments. Under Washington law, the 
boundaries of Clark County and Klickitat County extend to the state boundary between Washington and Oregon. RCW 36.04.060 (Clark County territory boundary extends along 
“the main channel” of the Columbia River); RCW 36.04.200 (Klickitat County territory boundary extends “down the Columbia River, midchannel”). Accordingly, in-water portions of 
the project cross through land within the jurisdiction of Clark County and Klickitat County.  The Applicant’s concurrence efforts with Klickitat County and Clark County are 
addressed in the response to Request DR-LU-07. No changes made to the application.

2.1.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SD-07 Site Description Please provide reasoning why WSDOT, BNSF/UPRR and USACE are not addressed.

WSDOT and USACE are not addressed in Section 2.1.3 because they do not adopt or administer a “land use plan” or “zoning ordinance” as those terms are defined for EFSEC 
review. EFSEC’s land

‑

use and zoning analysis is limited to statutorily defined land

‑

use plans and zoning ordinances adopted by local governments. A “land use plan” for EFSEC 
purposes means a comprehensive plan or land use element thereof adopted by a unit of local government  under RCW chapter 35.63, 35A.63, 36.70, or 36.70A.”  RCW 
80.50.020(14) (emphasis added). A “zoning ordinance” for these purposes means an ordinance of local government  regulating the use of land and adopted pursuant to RCW 
chapter 35.63, 35A.63, 36.70, or 36.70A or Article XI of the state constitution.”  RCW 80.50.020(18).  Because WSDOT and USACE are not local governments, they fall outside the 
scope of EFSEC’s land

‑

use and zoning analysis. However, WSDOT and USACE permit requirements are addressed in ASC section 2.23. BNSF/UPRR Rail are not addressed 
because they are privately owned companies and do not serve as regulatory or permitting authority.

2.2 Subpart B - Proposal DR-LD-01
Legal Descriptions and 

Ownership Interests 
See Appendix C. Provide a figure that corresponds with the locations. Application updated to include a figure in Appendix C that corresponds with the locations. See attached Appendix C.

2.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-01 Construction on Site Please provide a table that separates components located in Oregon from those located in Washington. Application updated to revise Table 2-1 to separate components located in Oregon from those located in Washington.

2.3.2 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-02 Construction on Site 
Please define the term "Preferred Alignment" and identify where it is located, or clarify if this term refers to the 
proposed route described elsewhere in the application.

Application updated to change "preferred alignment" to "proposed alignment".

2.3.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-03 Construction on Site Please provide the amount located within each state. Application updated to include amount located in each state.

2.3.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-04 Construction on Site Avoidance areas are not shown on figures. Provide updated figures. This section describes the project and the figures show the project alignment; other areas were avoided. No changes made to figures or application.

2.3.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-05 Construction on Site 
This section mentions an alternative landing location that has not been included in the analysis. Please update 
section once the location is determined. 

Application revised to remove sentence; an alternative landing is no longer being considered.

2.3.3.1  Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-06 Construction on Site 
Please provide additional information for the discussion regarding depths required by USACE and the depths of 
actual installation. As it is described now, the discussion is hard to follow.

Application updated to clarify that the cable would be installed at a planned depth in the bed sediments of 10 feet below the mudline to meet the USACE requirements. 

2.3.3.1  Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-07 Construction on Site 
Please clarify the specific construction activities being referred to as "short term" in the statement: "Construction 
activities would be relatively short term and localized with water quality conditions likely recovering completely 
once construction is complete"? Additionally, how long is the period defined as "once construction is complete"?

Application revised to clarify that the hydroplow activity is being referred to as "short term" (sentence above indicated placement at 1 mile per day). The period defined as "once 
construction is complete" is at least 50 years (see Section 1.9).

2.3.3.1  Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-08 Construction on Site Appendix D does not depict areas of dredging as stated in this section. Application updated to remove reference to Appendix D.



2.3.7 and 2.3.8 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CS-09 Construction on Site Please indicate the location of the components in each of the sections instead of a separate section. 
Received clarification from EFSEC on 4.6.26: "we recommend retaining the detailed location information in Section 2.17 and adding a clear cross-reference in Sections 2.3.7 and 
2.3.8 directing the reader to Section 2.17. No duplication of content is needed."  Application updated to add a sentence to cross-reference Section 2.17. No changes made to 
application.

2.4 Subpart B - Proposal DR-ETS-01 Energy Transmission Systems
Please update the WAC information (reference to RCW 80.50.020 (6) and (7) is out dated). Review this section to 
ensure that the correct information is provided.

 Application updated to indicate that for this project, WAC refers to RCW 80.50.20 (4) and (12). 

2.5 Subpart B - Proposal DR-ETF-01
Electrical Transmission 

Facilities 
Please update from RCW 80.50.060(3) to RCW 80.50.060(2). Application updated to change RCW from (3) to (2).

2.5 Subpart B - Proposal DR-ETF-02
Electrical Transmission 

Facilities 
This section does not provide a clear discussion of how WAC 463-61  procedures were followed. Refer to 
previous sections where detailed information is provided. 

Application updated to add reference to Section 1.12.

2.6 Subpart B - Proposal DR-WS-01 Water Supply Please confirm water availability from the sources listed and provide documentation. 
Application updated to reflect communication with the City of Stevenson and the City of North Bonneville inquiring about water availability during construction. Added new 
Appendix L with communications. See attached Appendix L.

2.11 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SWR-01 Surface Water Runoff 

If the portions of above ground work are proposed within ROW of an existing roads and HDD is proposed to be 
used for sensitive areas, some of these measure would not apply.  One of the BMPs is for stabilizing steep slopes 
that are trenched outside of roadways, which per previous sections, is not proposed as a part of the project in 
WA. Please review and revise for site specifics or include discussions of impacts. 

Application clarified to indicate that the BMPs are examples. BMPs will be finalized later in design and will be provided to EFSEC when finalized.

2.11 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SWR-02 Surface Water Runoff 
Please confirm that the project triggers the Construction Stormwater General Permit (CSGP) issued by EFSEC 
(not Ecology), and demonstrate that the project meets the thresholds for coverage under a general permit rather 
than requiring an individual permit.

Applicant assumes that Ecology will review the project and determine if the CSGP or individual permit will be required and let both the Applicant and EFSEC know what is required. 
This is expected to occur later in the process when design is further along. No changes made to application.

2.17 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CM-01 Construction Methodology Reconcile differences in cable protection acreage (2.5 vs 2.4). Application updated to reflect correct cable protection acreages.

2.17 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CM-02 Construction Methodology This section does not include a separate discussion of impacts outside of waters. 
WAC 463-60-255 asks for information related to project activities within watercourses, wetlands, or other sensitive areas. The discussion of terrestrial work is located in Section 
2.3. No changes made to application.

2.17 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CM-03 Construction Methodology 
Include all construction areas and components on the figure set. Show avoidance areas. Provide the direction of 
plowing, cable pulling, etc.. 

This section describes the project and the figures show the project alignment; other areas were avoided. The construction areas are shown on figures included in Appendix F-
Wetland and Waters Delineation Report . Added reference to Appendix F. See attached Appendix F.

2.17.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CM-04 Construction Methodology Please provide the Water Quality (Turbidity) Monitoring Plan. The Water Quality Monitoring Plan will be provided when finalized with each agency issuing 401 Water Quality Certification (ODEQ and Ecology). No changes made to application.

2.17.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CM-05 Construction Methodology How was the area of cable protection calculated. The area of cable protection was calculated based on linear feet and width of the cable protection (articulated concrete mattress). No changes made in the application.

2.17.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-CM-06 Construction Methodology 
How was the Bradford Island Superfund Site limts delineated for avoidance. Please describe in the appropriate 
section how the project will ensure contaminated sediments are not disturbed by project construction. 

Application updated to add information and reference to conversation with EPA regarding the current management areas. In addition, the PSET Sediment Determination 
Memorandum and other documentation that provide rationale for ranking the proposed project as low risk to disturb contaminated sediments are included as Appendix M. See 
attached Appendix M.

2.18 Subpart B - Proposal DR-PNH-01
Protection from Natural 

Hazards 

Please provide results of geotechnical investigations as they become available. If changes to the current 
alignment are required based on these investigations, please notify EFSEC promptly, as such changes would 
result in additional project review.

The applicant will provide the results of the geotechnical investigations once complete.



2.20 Subpart B - Proposal DR-SS-01 Study Schedules Please provide all reports referenced in this section. 

The Sampling and Analysis Plan (and USACE Sediment Determination Memo) has been added as Appendix M (referenced in Section 3.1.1.5). See attached Appendix M.
The Geophysical Invesitgation Report and data will be provided when complete.
The Washington Waters and Wetlands Report is already included as Appendix F. See attached Appendix F.
The Botany and Habitat Survey Report and Site Habitat Characterization Study are already included as Appendix H. See attached Appendix H.
The Socioeconomic Assessment is included in Section 4.4.
The Cultural Resource Investiation is being completed as part of the Section 106 process and will be provided under confidential cover once complete.

2.22.1 Subpart B - Proposal DR-AA-01 Analysis of Alternatives Please clarify if the pre-feasibility studies were desktop or ground surveys. Application updated to clarify that pre-feasibility studies were desktop.

2.22.2.5 Subpart B - Proposal DR-AA-02 Analysis of Alternatives Please clarify why Energy Efficiency and Conservation would be considered an alternative. 
Portland General Electric's 2023 Integrated Resource Plan discusses Energy Efficiency and Conservation as a measure that would partially offset the need for additional generation 
and transmission resources over its planning horizon. No changes made to application.

2.22.2.6 Subpart B - Proposal DR-AA-03 Analysis of Alternatives
What specific alternatives were reviewed from the 2022 Energy Vision? The section does not provide an analysis 
of the alternatives, but instead says the project is consistent with recommendations outlined in the document. 

The Applicant reviewed all 43 recommendations in the 2022 Energy Vision as discussed in the applications. The recommendations are not considered specific alternatives. No 
changes made in application. 

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal DR-P-01
Pertinent Federal, State, and 

Local Requirements

Please revise Table 2-4 to include specific ASC Section references for each permit or approval listed. 
Additionally, please ensure that the Applicability column responses are specific to the proposed project rather 
than generic descriptions.

Table 2-4 updated to indicate reference to sections for each permit or approval where applicable.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal DR-P-02
Pertinent Federal, State, and 

Local Requirements
Table and text includes some OR permit requirements but not all. Remove or add in all requirements.  

Oregon permits are included in the table to the extent that they have similar/like permits also required by Washington. Other permits required by only Oregon are not included. No 
changes made to application.

2.23.2.3 Subpart B - Proposal DR-P-03
Pertinent Federal, State, and 

Local Requirements
Please identify all locations where the Project occupies state-owned aquatic lands, the type of authorization 
required (lease, easement).

Application udpated to include table of locations where project occupies state-owned acquatic lands. 

2.23.2.4 Subpart B - Proposal DR-P-04
Pertinent Federal, State, and 

Local Requirements
Shoreline text in the table and the section are conflicting/incomplete. The text states a permit would be required 
while the table says there will be no impacts and does not mention the need for a permit. 

Application updated to revise table and text for clarity/consistency.

3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-01 Earth
Please provide a discussion of "submarine areas" as required by WAC 463-60-302(e). The project could change 
the topography of the river bottom by displacing sediment during plowing

Application updated to add discussion of the existing environment of the Columbia River bottom, as determined by preliminary investigations, and that the topography of the river 
bottom is not expected to change significantly from existing conditions due to hydroplow activity.

3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-02 Earth

The figures do not align with what is being described in the report. Either add the study area onto the figure set or 
add text to give context to the proposed alignment in relation to the topics featured in Section 3.1. For example, in 
Section 3.1.1.1 Geology, the “study area” is discussed and described, but Figure 3-1 only shows the proposed 
alignment.

Figure 3-1 shows geologic data as aquired/reported by WDNR (cited on figure) whereas the description in text is a compilation from multiple sources as cited in text. No changes 
made.

3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-03 Earth
Figure 3-4 does not depict the full project area and appears to be missing a page. Ensure that all necessary figure 
pages are present.

Updated Figure 3-4. See attached Figure.

3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-04 Earth

Please provide increase the scale on Figure 3-4 to show the topography more closely. With the current zoom 
level, it is not possible to read and interpret the topography of the area overlapping with and surrounding the 
proposed alignment. The background topography layer should also be changed to a more legible map, as this one 
is extremely difficult to read and pixelated

Updated Figure 3-4. See attached Figure.

3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-05 Earth
In Figure 3-5 the color of the legend item depicting "steep slope" is not the same as what is shown on the figure. 
Ensure that all figure items are mapped clearly

Updated Figure 3-5. See attached Figure.

3.1.1.4 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-06 Earth
Discussion of the Columbia River Gorge  should be added into Section 3.1.1.4 Unique Physical Features as it is a 
unique physical feature

Application updated to include discussion of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (CRGNSA).



3.1.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-07 Earth
As the project design progresses through successive design phases, please provide updated summaries of the 
location and quantity of displaced soil material and submit updated information to EFSEC as it becomes 
available.

Updated information will be provided as the project design progresses. No changes to application.

3.1.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-E-08 Earth Please define "sensitive soils", where they occur, and how impacts were avoided. Application updated to remove the term "sensitive." It is not defined in local critical area ordinaces.

3.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-A-01 Air
Please clarify whether the proposed vehicle speed limit on unpaved roads during construction should be 
specified as a range (e.g., 15–25 mph), rather than a fixed speed, to reflect typical EFSEC practice for dust 
control in Washington State.(Page 3-24)

Application updated  to add range of 15-25 mph.

3.3.1.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-01 Water
Please include the relevant section of table 5-1 Shoreline Use and Standards from the Skamania County SMP in 
Section 3.3.1 Regulatory Framework

Application updated to include the relavant section of Table 5-1 Shoreline Use and Standards from the SMP.

3.3.2.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-02 Water
Expand on the statement "While the extent of the remediation areas is still being determined, the cable alignment 
is anticipated to be outside the limits (USEPA 2024d)." Provide details regarding how the limits were determined 
to be avoided. 

Application updated to indicate that the limits were determined through discussion with EPA and USACE as well as by reviewing available data on the National Priorities List (NPL) 
website. Contaminants are present in water area between Bonneville Dam and approximately 1 mile upstream. 

3.3.2.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-03 Water
Please provide the listings of other waterbodies and deepwater habitats table to this section. These other 
waterbodies may be downstream and could be influenced by the project.

As discussed in Section 3.3.2.1, the results of the sediment sampling conducted in the Columbia River and subsequent sediment modeling, show that the sediments are mostly 
sand and are not expect to drift or stay suspended in the water column for very long. Therefore, no impacts are expected to other water bodies or deepwater habitats downstream of 
hydroplow activities. No changes made to application.

3.3.2.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-04 Water Please include a brief discussion of the salinity profiles of surface water bodies
Application updated to state that according to NOAA,  salinity changes from saltwater typically occur up to river mile 25. Therefore, salinity profiles were not obtained for the 
project area.  

3.3.2.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-05 Water
The applicant states a Sediment Analysis Plan was completed. Please attach that plan to the ASC  for review the 
findings of that report.

Application updated to include the Sediment Analysis Report in Appendix M. See attached Appendix M.

3.3.2.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-06 Water
Please identify the five- and fifty-year floodplain boundaries in relation to the proposed project alignment as 
required by WAC code.

Publicly available data for the 5- and 50-year floodplain boundaries were not found. No changes made to the application.

3.3.2.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-07 Water
Please describe the location of the floodplain overlap in greater detail. Please specify which river mile(s) and 
which project components overlap with the floodplain.

Appendix F of application updated to include table and figure with location of project components within the 100-year floodplain. The figure specifies which river mile(s) and which 
project components overlap with the floodplain. See attached Appendix F.

3.3.2.4 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-08 Water
Please provide more detail in this section to quantify the amount of groundwater within the proposed project area 
or survey area

The project will not use or impact groundwater; therefore, no evaluation to quanitify the amount of groundwater within the proposed project area is included. Section 2.6 includes 
information indicating the applicant will purchase water during construction from nearby cities. Data provided about nearby groundwater depths is based on publicly available 
information. No changes made to the application. 

3.3.3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-09 Water
Please include a  discussion of sediment displacement from hydro plowing and any cable protection to be added 
to the river. And quantify as appropriate

The information requested is included in the Joint Aquatic Resources Permit Application (JARPA). Application updated to include the JARPA as Appendix N. See attached Appendix 
N.

3.3.3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-10 Water
Please indicate whether stream channels of streams 1-13 will be impacted by the proposed project. If so, provide 
the analysis by WAC 463-60-322(2)

Application updated to indicate that no impacts to streams 1-13 are anticipated because they are outside the project footprint and erosion and sediment control measures will be 
in place.

3.3.3.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-11 Water
Please provide the PSET Sediment Determination Memorandum and other documentation that provide rationale 
for ranking the proposed project as low risk to disturb contaminated sediments

Application updated to indicate the PSET Sediment Determination Memorandum is now included in Appendix M. See attached Appendix M.



3.3.4.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-12 Water
Please provide information regarding what the temporary impacts to the 100-year floodplain are and describe any 
flood-related impacts both upstream and downstream of the proposed project area

Application updated to include additional information regarding temporary impacts and restoration. There will be no flood-related impacts either upstream or downstream of the 
proposed project area; therefore, no mitigation is proposed.

3.3.4.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-13 Water
Please provide in information regarding any protective measures that will be taken to prevent flood damage. If 
this is not necessary, state this explicitly

Application updated to indicate there will be no flood-related impacts upstream or downstream of the project area; therefore, no protective measures are needed.

3.3.4.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-14 Water
This section includes one sentence about 100-year floodplain mitigation measures, but the sentence is not 
complete and needs to provide more detail as to what mitigation measures will be utilized to return the areas 
impacted to their pre-existing conditions

Application updated to indicate that there will be short-term impacts to the 100-year floodplain, which will be restored following construction. 

3.3.4.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-W-15 Water
Include any relevant mitigation measures for Public Water Supplies. Currently none are discussed in Section 
3.3.4.2 Runoff/ Absorption, Floodplains, Groundwater, Public Water Supplies

Application updated to indicate that because public water supplies will not be impacted, no mitigation measures are needed.

3.4.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-01
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

WAC 463-60-332(1) Assessment of existing habitats and their use.  Section 3.4.1 of the  ASC focuses on the 
landward habitat features (terrestrial and stream) along the trenching conduit route. No explanation or 
description of the Columbia River existing conditions along the entire project corridor within WA is provided that 
may relate to general habitats, mapped priority habitats,  fish, marine mammals, waterfowl, or other wildlife use 
within the river and its shorelines. Please add Columbia River aquatic noxious weeds discussion because of the 
volume of river-based equipment and actions being proposed. Please update the ASC to reflect the entire project 
corridor within WA jurisdiction.

Application updated to add description of Columbia River habitat and additional special status species and marine mammals in the corridor along the Columbia River. Also added 
reference to Appendix H for additional description of fish and wildlife along the Columbia River, including noxious weeds. Added BMP for vessesl and equipment for aquatic 
noxious weeds.

3.4.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-02
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

WAC 463-60-332(2) Energy Facility Impacts.  Section 3.4.2 of the ASC focuses discusses a range of potential 
direct impacts to aquatic species within the Columbia River but does not discuss in any detail water quality 
impairments (particularly suspended sediment loads or releases of embedded hazardous contamints in 
sediments) when disturbed by the hydroplowing action, the coffer dams install/removal, or possible HDD drilling 
releases. Please add more clarity and detail sufficient to water quality impairments during any river and shoreline 
sediment disturbing actions throughout the project corridor where it occurs within WA.

Application updated to add additional water quality impact details, including reference to sediment transport study for turbidity extents

3.4.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-03
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

WAC 463-60-332(3) Mitigation.   Please update Section 3.4.3 mitigation to add any mitigation measures that may 
be required by all federal, state, and local regulatory agencies providing authorizations to the project. Please also 
include terrestrial and aquatic noxious weed management.

Application updated to include federal and state mitigation measures and coordination such as in-water work windows, water quality standards, and measures for aquatic and 
terrestrial noxious weeds.

3.4.3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-04
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife
Please provide a list of the specific Best Management Practices (BMPs) that would be implemented for habitat, 
vegetation, fish, and wildlife protection, rather than referring generally to BMPs. (Page 3-64)

Application updated to add specificity to mitigation measures and list by resource, including wildlife and fish/aquatic.

3.4.3.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-05
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife
Please describe the purpose of pre-installation dredging. (Page 3-64)

The reason for pre-installation dredging is discussed in Section 2.17. Some pre-installation dredging may be needed to allow the hydroplow to reach USACE-required depths. No 
additional information added to application.

3.4 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-06
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

WAC 463-60-332(4) Guidelines review. The application shall give due consideration to any project-type specific 
guidelines established by state and federal agencies for assessment of existing habitat, assessment of impacts, 
and development of mitigation plans. The application shall describe how such guidelines are satisfied. Please 
update the report accordingly.

This project proposes underground burial of transmission cables in Washington; specific guidelines for projects such as overhead transmission and wind projects do not apply. 
Mitigation for the project is being developed through coordination with state and federal agencies and is described in the mitigation section of the document. No change to 
application.

3.4 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-HVFW-07
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife
WAC 463-60-332(5)  Please add  Federal approvals .

Application updated to add to reference Section 2. The federal approvals for fish and wildife including Endangered Species Act (ESA)-listed species impacts and mitigation are 
obtained through the Section 404 review of the Clean Water Act (CWA), in consultation with the USACE (see Table 2-4). Consultation with USFWS and NMFS is occuring through a 
biological assessment that is being developed for this project. 



3.5 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-01 Wetlands Please provide Federal approvals.
Application updated to indicate that the federal approvals for wetland impacts and mitigation are obtained through the Section 404 review of the CWA, in consultation with the 
USACE (see Table 2-4). 

3.5.1 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-02 Wetlands

WAC 463-60-333(1)(d) requires use of the WA Wetland Function Assessment Method; however, the WA State 
Wetland Rating System was used instead. Please confirm with the Washington Department of Ecology whether 
use of the WA State Wetland Rating System is acceptable in lieu of the WA Wetland Function Assessment Method 
for this project, and provide written confirmation of Ecology's position.

The functional assessment method is included in the state wetland rating systems document (see Appendix F). Ecology will review the application and appendices as part of the 
EFSEC process.

3.5.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-03 Wetlands

WAC 463-60-333(2) The aquatic resources report illustrates wetland and stream buffers that extend into the work 
zones in many sections along the WA shoreline and trenching zones. Only Wetland 18 impacts are discussed. 
The impacts discussion does not present whether / if critical areas buffers will be impacted directly or indirectly. 
Direct and indirect impacts (temporary/permanent) to the Columbia River and it critical area buffer are not 
discussed. Possible laydown and stockpile areas as well as the HDD string assembly corridors are not mapped 
and characterized for possible impacts. Please update to address both direct and indirect impacts to aquatic 
resources and critical areas buffers. For those features overlapping Shoreline Mgt Program zones. please 
evaluate those resources in the context of SMP rules.

Work zones will be outside of wetlands/waters and critical areas buffers. Application has been updated to reflect that there will be no permanent impacts to wetland and riparian 
buffers. Indirect and direct impacts to riparian areas, wetland buffer, and critical areas is addressed in the application.  

3.5.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-04 Wetlands
Please clarify: the city and county's buffer area does not apply to this wetland because the vegetation was cut 
down in 2023? Is the area proposed to be disturbed within the wetland or the buffer area (Page 3-72, Table 3-15)?

Application updated to clarify text and remove information regarding vegetation being cut down to avoid confusion. The county and city buffer areas apply to Wetland 18.

3.5.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-05 Wetlands
Table 3-15 states vegetation was cut back in 2023 and most stems reappeared. Are the 10 2-gallon shrubs listed 
on page 3-73 replacing what was trimmed down to the ground (Page 3-73)?

Application updated to clarify text in Table 3-15. The Applicant will restore vegetation to the level that is required; however, WSDOT will continue to maintain the vegetation, as 
needed, in their ROW easement.

3.5.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-06 Wetlands

The impacts analysis subsection states that permanent unavoidable impacts to Wetland 18 will occur and 
reduce the size of Wetland 18 by 27 square feet. The mitigation section states that the proposed project will 
revegetate the wetland and buffer but does not propose any replacement of wetland area for the 27 square feet 
being permanently lost. There is no discussion of mitigation for temporary or permanent impacts to other buffers 
that extend into the work zone. There is no discussion of mitigation for temporary or permanent impacts to the 
Columbia River and its critical area buffer at HDD work areas 9, 10, and 11.
Please update the impacts and mitigation sections to represent all potential impacts to aquatic resources and 
any buffers that may extend into the work zone. Add missing work zones for laydown, staging/stockpiling, and 
HDD pipe string assembly corridors.

Application updated to indicate that there will be no permanent impact to Wetland 18. Wetland 18 will have short-term, temporary impacts to the wetland and buffer, and will be 
restored to existing or better condition; no mitigation is required. The Shoreline of the State (Critical Areas for Columbia River) has been addressed in the Waters section (3.3.3.1). 
There will be no temporary or permanent impacts to the riparian buffer.  Work zones for laydown, staging/stockpiling, and HDD pipe string assembly will be outside the critical area 
buffers and will generally be located in existing paved and/or disturbed areas. 

3.5.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-Wt-07 Wetlands
Please update Section 3.4.3 mitigation to add any mitigation measures that may be required by all federal, state, 
and local regulatory agencies providing authorizations to the project. 

Application updated to indicate there will be no permanent impact to Wetland 18. Wetland 18 will have short-term, temporary impacts to the wetland and buffer, and will be 
restored to existing or better condition; no mitigation is required. 

3.6.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-ENR-01 Energy and Natural Resources
The application is currently missing the required information to adhere to WAC 463-60-342(1) and (2) for 
portable generators. This includes specifying where the portable generators will be charged and where they will 
be purchased. Please add the required information.

Application updated to indicate that portable generators will be procured at local suppliers by the civil and electrical installation contractors to allow for local service of equipment 
during construction. The generators will run on gasoline or diesel fuel and will be stored within the temporary HDD areas and within the work areas during trenching.

3.6.2 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-ENR-02 Energy and Natural Resources Please specify the amount of diesel and gasoline needed for project construction and operation. Application updated to indicate approximately 3,900 gallons of diesel fuel and approximately 5,750 gallons of gasoline would be used during construction.

3.6.3 Subpart C - Natural Environment DR-ENR-03 Energy and Natural Resources
Please describe the ways in which energy and fuel conservation measures will be implemented during 
construction. If no measures are proposed, then state this explicitly and describe the reasoning behind it. 

Application updated to state that to conserve fuel consumption, contractors would be required to minimize truck usage by having crew members transport together, use newer 
vehicles and equipment with fuel efficient engines, and shut down vehicles and equipment when not in use.



4.2.1.1 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-01 Environmental health
"For laying in-river cable via hydroplow, installation noise is not expected to be noticeably different from existing 
vessel traffic noise." Do we have vessel traffic counts for this stretch of the river? (Page 4-4; truncated in original).

Application updated to include average number of vessels recorded at the Bonneville Lock and Dam over the previous 10 years (about 2,514, mostly commercial).

 4.2.2.1 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-02 Environmental health

For the portions in WA, are Temporary HDD Areas are the above ground portion that are at risk of fire? There are 
several sources of ignition (hot work, operation of heavy machinery) that should be added to the discussion. 
Please clarify there will not be any risk of fire of equipment failure during operations because everything is 
underground. Add discussion on why fire prevention plans or emergency action plans (WAC 296-24-567 & 
Washington State Fire Code Ch. 4) may or may not apply to the project.  

Application updated to include discussion of hot work and regulatory requirements.

4.2.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-03 Environmental health

This section states that fuel will be delivered to "construction yard" - is that referring to HDD Temporary Area or 
Temporary Laydown Area? In Impacts section, clarify that in unlikely event of accidental release, spills response 
would occur in accordance with the SPCC plan. No discussion on how construction will adhere to RCRA and 
Dangerous waste regulations (chapter 173-303 WAC). Will waste be generated during operations or O&M? 
According to WAC 463-60-352, [The application shall describe the treatment or disposition of all solid or 
semisolid construction and operation.] Discussion of all construction waste should be included here, included 
non-RCRA.

Application updated to clarify that fuel will be delivered to temporary HDD areas, to include a reference to the SPCC plan, to add information about wastes generated during 
operations, and to clarify that no wastes will be generated during operations. 

4.2.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-04 Environmental health
Please describe the location of the underwater cable in relation to the GP facility in Camas and explain whether 
there are any safety concerns or required coordination related to proximity to this facility.

Application updated to describe the location of the cable in relation to the GP facility in Camas (700+ feet away from the southern side of the site). No safety concerns noted at this 
time. The application states that a site-specific geotechnical evaluation will be conducted at a later stage of project design, and that based on the results of that testing, the project 
will be sited to avoid or mininize disturbance of existing contamination.

4.2.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-05 Environmental health
 Bradford and Cascade Islands have been identified as superfund sites, how will upland portion of project impact 
the toxic sediments along the shores of these islands? Will upriver or downriver river activities disturb these 
sediments?

The application states that Bradford Island is on the NPL list as a superfund site and states that the proposed cable route will avoid the island . While the extent of remediation 
areas is still being determined, the cable alignment is anticipated to be outside the limits, and upriver or downriver activities are not anticipated to disturb these sediments. No 
changes made to application.

4.2.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-06 Environmental health
Is the proposed route within or close to known or suspected contaminated sites? Provide map(s) of proximate 
sites and show transmission route in relationship to those sites.

Section 4.1.2.2 includes information about proximity of the project to known contaminated sites. Information added to application about proximity to the GP site (see response to 
Item DR-EH-04 above). No other sites listed on Ecology's Contaminated Sites List (https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/cleanupsearch) or the EPA NPL list are identied near the project.

4.2.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-07 Environmental health A detailed plan for controlling/containing disturbance of sediments near known contaminated sites is requested. If it is determined by the USACE and PSET that a detailed plan is required, it will be prepared and provided to EFSEC at that time. No changes made to application.

4.2.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-08 Environmental health

Please evaluate whether any portion of the proposed route crosses or is adjacent to known cleanup sites, 
including EPA-lead Superfund sites and State-lead MTCA sites. For any identified sites, provide documentation of 
coordination with the respective site managers and identify any potential obligations, including designation as a 
potentially liable party or implementation of BMPs as interim cleanup measures.

Section 4.1.2.2 includes information about proximity of the project to known contaminated sites. The proposed project does not cross any known cleanup sites. Information added 
to the application about proximity to the GP site (see response to Item DR-EH-04 above). No other sites listed on Ecology's Contaminated Sites List 
(https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/cleanupsearch) or the EPA NPL list are identied near the project. 

4.2.2.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-09 Environmental health
This section does not include language that describes methods of compliance with applicable federal, state and 
local health safety standards. Does not include language describing risk of accidents and injuries. Due to the 
location, workers are susceptible to airborne dust and Valley Fever. Please add this information.

Application states that Applicant would adhere to applicable federal, state, and local health safety standards. When standards are adhered to (as required), risks of accidents and 
injuries would be minimized. Standard construction BMPs are described in Section 1.10, including dust control measures. No publicly available data are available on Valley Fever 
in this area.  No changes to application made.



4.2.2.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-10 Environmental health
ASC addresses NPL sites in Washougal and Bradford area. Public testimony suggests Cascade Island is also 
contaminated. Please address Cascade Island (Page 4-11).

Cascades Island is not listed as an NPL site either on its own, or with the Bradford Island NPL listing. No publicly available data are available on Cascades Island. No changes 
made to application.

4.2.2.4 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-EH-11 Environmental health Please include a discussion of EMFs associated with the proposed HVDC transmission cable in this section.

Application updated to include that HVDC transmission cables would be buried below ground surface in trenches with concrete-encased conduits and would have electric fields 
of 0 kV/m (kilovolt per meter); therefore, would not exceed the electric field thresholds above the ground surface. In addition, the HVDC transmission cables have low magnetic 
fields according to industry standards and safety thresholds. Due to being well within the safety thresholds for both electric and magnetic fields, mitigation and monitoring 
measures are not required.

As described below, several local governments have jurisdiction over portions of the Columbia River that the transmission route passes through, but they do not regulate use of or 
development within the river under their comprehensive plans or zoning codes. Where local regulation applies is primarily through local implementation of the Shoreline 
Management Act and each jurisdiction’s Shoreline Master Program.  The application of the Shoreline Management Act and the related Shoreline Master Programs is addressed in 
response to Request DR-LU-04.

Clark County and Skamania County.
Skamania County’s jurisdiction extends to the mid channel of the Columbia River.  RCW 36.04.300.  Skamania County zones the Columbia River “Water GMA” and Clark County 
designates and zones it as “Water.”  Clark County Comprehensive Plan Map (2023), https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/media/document/2024-
06/comprehensiveplan_portrait_36x48.pdf; Clark County Zoning Map, https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/media/document/2024-06/zoning_county_portrait_36x48_0.pdf; 
CRGNSA Subarea Plan, https://www.skamaniacounty.org/home/showpublisheddocument/1389/637122005296370000; Skamania County, Zoning Map, https://skamaniawa-
mapsifter.publicaccessnow.com/defaultHTML5.aspx.  However, Clark County and Skamania County do not regulate uses or development within the zones that apply to the 
Columbia River.  Clark County Comprehensive Plan, https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/media/document/2024-05/2015-2035-comprehensive-plan-ord-2023-08-02.pdf; 
Clark County Code, Subtitle 40.2, https://www.codepublishing.com/WA/ClarkCounty/html/ClarkCounty40/ClarkCounty40.html; CRGNSA Subarea Plan; Skamania County Code, 
Title 21 Zoning, https://ecode360.com/46466886#46466886.  As a result, the portions of the Project in Clark County and Skamania County within the Columbia River are not 
regulated by the county’s land use plans or by their zoning ordinances.  
As discussed below in section DR-LU-05, the on-land components located in Skamania County are regulated by Skamania County’s comprehensive plan and zoning ordinance. 
Klickitat County.
Approximately 6.0 miles of the transmission route is within Klickitat County.  Although Klickitat County’s jurisdictional boundaries extend into the Columbia River, it has not 
adopted comprehensive plan designations or zoning for the river or corresponding regulations that regulate uses or development in the river.  Klickitat County Generalized Land 
Use Plan at Klickitat County Comprehensive Plan, https://www.klickitatcounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/13818/Klickitat-County-Comp-Plan-091316; Klickitat County Klickitat 
County zoning map, https://imap.klickitatcounty.gov/#10/45.7809/-121.3152/c22ecdf827df6af49a; Klickitat County, Comprehensive Plan, 
https://www.klickitatcounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/13818/Klickitat-County-Comp-Plan-091316; Klickitat County Zoning Ordinance, 
https://www.klickitatcounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/15693/1-Zoning-Ordinance-Amended-11-21-2023.  Accordingly, Klickitat County does not regulate uses or development 
within the Columbia River through its comprehensive plans or zoning codes.

  
                           

            
            

         
      

         
               
            

             
    

       
             

           

   
                              

        
                   

    

                       
    

 What is the geographic extent of Washington cities' and counties' land use plans and zoning ordinances 
regarding the Columbia River?  How does the Shoreline Management Act apply to this question?  Please identify 
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4.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-LU-02 Land and Shoreline Use
The Friends of the Columbia River Gorge’s argument that use of the bed of the river is subject to land use 
regulations under the Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Act, and provide the Applicant's view on whether that 
argument has any relevance to EFSEC's review.

The project passes through the CRGNSA. The CRGNSA Act was passed to protect and enhance the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the Columbia River 
Gorge while supporting compatible economic development.  See 16 USC § 544a.  The CRGNSA Act directs the Columbia River Gorge Commission, in partnership with the U.S. 
Forest Service, to develop and implement a Management Plan. See 16 USC § 544d.  Generally, the Management Plan sets land use policies, resource protection standards, and 
development guidelines for the scenic area, balancing conservation goals with limited urban growth and economic opportunities.  See 16 U.S.C. §§ 544d–544e. Counties are 
required to adopt land use ordinances consistent with the Management Plan for lands within their jurisdiction. See Id. at § 544e. When counties adopt land use ordinances 
consistent with the Management Plan, those land use ordinances control development in the scenic area, not the CRGNSA Act or the Management Plan. See 16 USC § 544e(2)-(3). 
Here, Skamania County and Clark County have adopted land use ordinances consistent with the Management Plan; therefore, these counties implement the CRGNSA Act and 
Management Plan through their land use ordinances. See Skamania County Code tit. 22; Clark County Code, Ch. 40.240. Although the project extends through the scenic area in 
Skamania and Clark counties, the Columbia River is not designated or zoned under the local comprehensive plans or zoning maps. See response to Request DR-LU-01.  
Klickitat County has not adopted land use ordinances implementing the Management Plan, so the Columbia Gorge Commission (for private land) or the U.S. Forest Service (for 
federal land) implement the management plan. See 16 USC § 544e(c); 16 USC § 544f(h).  However, the Columbia River itself is not zoned under the Management Plan. See 
Management Plan, Land Use Designations of the Columbia River Gorge Scenic Area Map, https://gorgecommission.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/LUD.pdf.  
No changes made in application.

4.3.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-LU-03
Land Use Plans and Zoning 

Ordinances 

The application states that the proposed Project is located in Unincorporated Skamania County and the City of 
Stevenson. However, Figure 4-1 clearly shows part of the Project Area in North Bonneville and Cascade Locks as 
well. North Bonneville has a Comprehensive Land Use Plan last updated in 2018.

As described further in response to DR-LU-05, a portion of the project is located in North Bonneville. Cascade Locks is in Oregon and is not relevant to EFSEC's review. No changes 
made in application.

                            
                       
                         

   

    
                           

             
      

        
                     

        
            

                         
             

                       
 

                         
                         

           
        

     
           

          

Camas and Washougal.
The cities of Camas and Washougal have jurisdiction extending to the Washington–Oregon border, and portions of the transmission route fall within each city’s limits while in the 
Columbia River.  See City of Camas, Zoning Map, https://www.cityofcamas.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_development/page/6131/zoning.pdf; City of 
Washougal, Comprehensive Plan Map, https://www.cityofwashougal.us/DocumentCenter/View/891/Comprehensive-Plan-Map-PDF.  Camas has designated the Columbia River 
as “Water.”  City of Camas, Comprehensive Plan Map, 
https://www.cityofcamas.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_development/page/6131/comprehensive_plan.pdf; City of Camas, Zoning Map, 
https://www.cityofcamas.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_development/page/6131/zoning.pdf.  Washougal has not adopted comprehensive plan designations 
or zoning for the Columbia River.  City of Washougal, Comprehensive Plan Map, https://www.cityofwashougal.us/DocumentCenter/View/891/Comprehensive-Plan-Map-PDF; City 
of Washougal, Zoning Map, https://www.cityofwashougal.us/DocumentCenter/View/890/Comprehensive-Plan-Zoning-Map-PDF.  Regardless neither city’s zoning code regulates 
use or development in the Columbia River.  Camas Municipal Code, Title 18, 
https://library.municode.com/search?stateId=47&clientId=1501&searchText=water%20&searchMode=CLIENTMODE&contentTypeId=CODES; Washougal Comprehensive Plan 
https://www.cityofwashougal.us/DocumentCenter/View/892/2015-to-2035-Comprehensive-Plan-PDF; Washougal Municipal Code, Tit. 18 Zoning, 
https://www.codepublishing.com/WA/Washougal/html/Washougal18/Washougal18.html.  Accordingly, although Camas and Washougal have jurisdiction over portions of the 
river, neither regulates the Project through its comprehensive plan or zoning code.

North Bonneville and Stevenson.
The transmission route does not pass through shoreline or in river areas within the city limits of North Bonneville or Stevenson.  City of Stevenson, City Limits & Roads Map, 
https://www.ci.stevenson.wa.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/planning/page/2428/stevenson_city_map_2017.pdf; City of North Bonneville, Comprehensive Plan Map, 
https://northbonneville.net/wp-content/uploads/Comp-Plan-Map-2007.pdf.  Instead, the Project is entirely on land where it passes through these jurisdictions.  Appendix B, Figure 
2-2, Page 10-11.  

As discussed below in section DR-LU-05, the on-land components located in North Bonneville and Stevenson are regulated by their comprehensive plans and zoning ordinances.
No changes made in application.

                 
                  

each location where the proposed transmission route falls within an area that is subject to a local government's 
land use plans or zoning ordinances.
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Subpart D - Built Environment 4.3.1	

Application updated to add the following information. The Shoreline Management Act (SMA) requires local governments to regulate development within designated shoreline areas 
through Shoreline Master Programs (SMPs), consistent with state guidelines. See RCW 90.58.010; RCW 90.58.030. The Columbia River qualifies as a shoreline of statewide 
significance because of its annual flow. See RCW 90.58.030(2)(f). Therefore, statewide interests take priority over local uses. Based on our analysis of the applicable requirements, 
SMA jurisdiction extends to all the water areas, and, therefore, would include the entire bed of the Columbia River below the ordinary high-water line.  
Clark County:  
Clark County has adopted an SMP codified at Clark County Code chapter 40.460.  See Clark County Code, Ch. 40.460, https://www.codepublishing.com/WA/ClarkCounty/.  The 
Columbia River is designated “aquatic” shoreline, and, therefore, the Project must comply with the Clark County SMP.  
https://clark.wa.gov/sites/default/files/media/document/2022-10/Figure36_SHORELINE%20DESIGNATION%20MAP_Am_ORD_2020-12-01_eff_4-5-21.pdf.  Electrical 
transmission lines are conditionally allowed in aquatic shoreline areas, subject to criteria intended to minimize shoreline impacts, including undergrounding where feasible, use of 
existing rights of way, and avoidance of impacts to fish habitat. CCC tbl. 40.460.620 1; CCC 40.460.630(N). Transmission lines are therefore permitted within the shoreline if these 
standards are met.
Klickitat County:  
Klickitat County has adopted an SMP that recognizes the Columbia River as a shoreline of statewide significance.  Klickitat County SMP at 4, 
https://www.klickitatcounty.gov/DocumentCenter/View/359/Klickitat-County-Shorelines-Master-Plan-PDF?bidId=.  The SMP does not prohibit the Project but instead subjects it to 
additional siting and design criteria, such as minimizing scenic impacts, encouraging underground placement where feasible, using existing rights of way, and demonstrating that 
feasible alternatives do not exist.  Klickitat County SMP at 58–60. Transmission lines are therefore allowed within the shoreline area, subject to compliance with these criteria.
Skamania County:  
Skamania County’s SMP designates the Columbia River as “aquatic” shoreline and applies to the in river portions of the Project.  Additionally, Skamania County’s SMP covers on 
land segments within shoreline designated areas in Skamania County that are designated high intensity, natural, or rural conservancy shorelines.  Skamania County SMP, Appendix 
A, Sheet 5, https://www.skamaniacounty.org/home/showpublisheddocument/4596/637598908174500000.  Water oriented transmission facilities are permitted in aquatic 
shoreline areas, and transmission facilities are permitted or conditionally allowed in high intensity, natural, and rural conservancy shoreline designations.  Skamania County SMP 
at 92.  The SMP does not prohibit new water oriented transmission facilities, provided applicable development standards are satisfied.  Id. at 128. 
Camas, Washington: 
Camas has adopted an SMP that designates the bed of the Columbia River as “aquatic” shoreline.  Camas SMP at 106,  
https://www.cityofcamas.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/community_development/page/6071/smp_2021_final.pdf Electric transmission lines are conditionally allowed in 
aquatic shoreline areas, subject to siting and design requirements such as undergrounding where feasible, minimizing scenic impacts, and use of existing rights of way.  Id. at 
51–52, 69–70.  The Project is therefore allowed within the shoreline, subject to compliance with these criteria.
North Bonneville, Washington:
Although both North Bonneville and Stevenson have adopted SMPs, the transmission route does not pass through any shoreline

‑

designated areas within either city.  See North 
Bonneville SMP 71, https://northbonneville.net/wp-content/uploads/NBSMP_wMap_eff9.25.24.pdf; Stevenson SMP at 1, 89, 
https://www.ci.stevenson.wa.us/sites/default/files/fileattachments/planning/page/3007/2022_shorelinemasterplan.pdf.  Accordingly, no shoreline jurisdiction or SMP analysis is 
required for those jurisdictions.
Washougal, Washington:
Washougal’s SMP designates the portion of the Columbia River traversed by the Project as “urban” shoreline.  Washougal SMP 20-21, 
https://www.cityofwashougal.us/DocumentCenter/View/845/1974-Shoreline-Management-Master-Program-PDF.  Utilities are allowed in urban shoreline areas where upland sites 
are not available or suitable and where applicable criteria, including underground placement and coordination with growth policies, are met. Washougal SMP at 20–21, 35–36.  
Accordingly, the SMP permits the Project within the shoreline subject to these requirements.

Please explain the relationship of local shoreline programs to project need to be clearly explained.
Land Use Plans and Zoning 

Ordinances 
DR-LU-04



4.3.1.2	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-LU-06
Land Use Plans and Zoning 

Ordinances 
How many miles/feet of the cable is within the NSA (Page 4-43, Figure 4-3 Stevenson Zoning)? Please add this 
information.

Approximately 500 feet of transmission cable would be placed underground within the City of Stevenson that overlaps with the NSA. No changes made to application. 

Clark County:  
-	In-Water Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: County has jurisdiction but does not to regulate land uses or development within the Columbia River.
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: Clark County has adopted land use ordinances consistent with the Management Plan, so the local land use ordinances control 
development in the Scenic Area.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: County has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria.  
-	On-Land Components: None. 
Klickitat County:  
-	In-Water Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: County has jurisdiction but does not regulate land uses or development within the Columbia River.
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: Klickitat County has not adopted land use ordinances implementing the Management Plan, so the Columbia Gorge Commission (for 
private land) or the U.S. Forest Service (for federal land) implement the management plan.  16 USC § 544e(c); 16 USC § 544f(h).  However, the Columbia River itself is not zoned 
under the Management Plan.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: County has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria.  
-	On-Land Components: None. 
Skamania County: 
-	In-Water Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: County has jurisdiction but does not regulate land uses or development within the Columbia River.
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: Skamania County has adopted land use ordinances consistent with the Management Plan, so the local land use ordinances control 
development in the Scenic Area.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: County has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria.  
-	On-Land Components:
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: County has jurisdiction.  Use is not prohibited. 
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: County has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria. 
o	Shoreline Management Act: County has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria.  
Camas, Washington: 
-	In-Water Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: City has jurisdiction but does not regulate land uses or development within the Columbia River.
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: Not located in Scenic Area.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: City has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria.  
-	On-Land Components: None. 
North Bonneville, Washington:
-	In-Water Components: None.
-	On-Land Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: City has jurisdiction.  Use permitted, subject to certain criteria. 
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: CRGNSA Act does not apply, located in urban area.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: No development proposed in the shoreline designated areas.  
Stevenson, Washington:
-	In-Water Components: None. 
-	On-Land Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: City has jurisdiction.  Use permitted, subject to certain criteria.
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: CRGNSA Act does not apply, located in urban area.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: No development proposed in the shoreline areas.  
Washougal, Washington:
-	In-Water Components: 
o	Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Requirements: City has jurisdiction but does not regulate land uses or development within the Columbia River.
o	Columbia Gorge Scenic Area Requirements: Not located in Scenic Area.  
o	Shoreline Management Act: City has jurisdiction.  Use is permitted, subject to certain criteria.
-	On-Land Components: None.  More information about the role of the Columbia Gorge Commission plays in land use approval the Columbia River Gorge Scenic Area is provided 
in the response to Request DR-LU-02. 
No changes made in application.

4.3.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-LU-05
Land Use Plans and Zoning 

Ordinances 

Please Explain: What parts of the proposed facility fall within areas where land use is subject to local land use 
plans and zoning ordinances. The extent to which the Columbia Gorge National Scenic Area Act comes into play 

for those areas, and whether the Gorge Commission plays a role in overseeing the development of land use plans 
and interpreting ordinances adopted thereunder.



4.3.1.5	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-LU-07
Land Use Plans and Zoning 

Ordinances 
No certificates of consistency were submitted with the ASC. Please submit certificates of consistency from all 
applicable jurisdictions.

Applicant is continuing to coordinate with local jurisdictions on obtaining certificates of consistency. No changes made in application.

4.3.2.2	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-LG-01 Light and Glare
Please describe impacts impacts from construction lighting on residences. Moreover, the application does not 
describe what "WSDOT approved measures" would be implemented as minimization or mitigation.

Application states that Applicant will coordinate with WSDOT prior to construction to develop a construction Traffic Management Plan designed to meet state and local 
requirements to reduce and manage construction-related transportation impacts. During the restoration, the project team will follow Skamania County and WSDOT standards for 
restoration. Construction lighting is not anticipated to impact residences as the on-land portion of construction will occur in non-residential zoned areas.  

4.3.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-AE-01 Aesthetics

The application mentions that impacts (disturbed areas) might occur. However, the application does not divulge 
what exactly constitutes disturbance. Presumably, trenching might result in removed plantings or dirt that would 
require specific mitigation or minimization. The application mentions that disturbed areas would be eliminated 
with restoration. However, the application does not describe the procedure for this restoration.  Please add this 
information.

Description of the construction activities is provided in Section 2.3. Restoration will be determined with each landowner or agency and determined closer to final design. No 
changes made to application. 

4.3.4.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-R-01 Recreation
Please provide information on recreational sites within the area affected by construction or operation as required 
by WAC 463-60-362." The application does not establish a buffer to determine the Project's "area." Moreover, the 
application does not include distances from recreational sites to the Project.

Application has been updated to separate impacts by construction and operation to follow WAC guidelines. Also, added that the analysis area for recreation is where project 
construction and operation would occur (no buffer). The distances are provided in the table. Three of the four recreation areas intersect the project work areas. 

4.3.4.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-R-02 Recreation
Regarding the Columbia Gorge Museum, the application indicates that "no impacts would occur." However, 
noise and aesthetics will certainly be influenced by the presence of construction equipment, especially 
considering a typically quiet museum environment. Please add relevant information.

Application updated with discussion of noise and aesthetic impacts to the museum.

4.3.4.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-R-03 Recreation
For impacts to trails, the document indicates that impacts to access would be coordinated. However, the 
applicant does not say how or with who. Please add relevant information.

Application updated to add that the Applicant will meet with the applicable jurisdiction(s) prior to construction to determine how trail access can be maintained during 
construction.

4.3.4.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-R-04 Recreation
Please provide information on windsurfing activities along this stretch of the river and along the Washington side, 
including whether windsurfing occurs during the proposed construction window. Please describe anticipated 
impacts to windsurfing and proposed mitigation measures (Page 4-50).

Application updated to add discussion of windsurfing.

4.3.4.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-R-05 Recreation
Please provide the site-specific BMPs that will be followed during construction and operation, rather than 
referring to them generally.

Application updated to include some of the BMPs from Sections 4.2.1.4, 4.3.3.2, and 4.4.3, and reference  Section 1.10, where mitigation measures are summarized.

4.3.5	 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-H-01
Historic and Cultural 

Resources 
Please explain how the proposed project interacts with the Treaties of 1855, including specific analysis of 
potential interference with access to Zone 6 fishing sites.

The USACE is engaging in formal government-to-government consultation with Treaty Tribes. The Application will be updated to reflect the federal consultation process, including 
the Historic and Cultural Resources chapter.

4.4.2.1 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-T-01 Transportation
Please provide a detailed explanation of how impacts to traffic flow are determined to be 'low to moderate' in the 
context of periodic lane closures. Please provide supporting analysis and rationale for concluding this is not a 
significant impact.

Application updated to include detailed explanation of traffic analysis and include reference to appendix with traffic analysis using Synchro software. Synchro software analysis 
included as Appendix O. See attached Appendix O.

4.4.2.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-T-02 Transportation
Please describe the Coast Guard notification process for waterborne vessels during cable installation, including 
notification frequency (once or daily) and methods of communication to river traffic during in-river work (Page 4-
115).

Application updated to explain that Applicant will consult with USCG on communication methods and frequency prior to construction; added general USCG communication 
methods with in-river traffic. 

4.4.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-T-03 Transportation

Mitigation measures identified for transportation impacts are limited to road closures and driver awareness. 
Please explain why no mitigation measures are proposed for Ash Road, which is currently rated "poor," and 
describe what measures, if any, will be implemented to address potential construction-related impacts to this 
road.

Application updated to add general statement that mitigation measures for pavement conditions on Ash Lake Rd will be determined through consultation with Skamania County, 
and add a common pavement repair methodology used by the county (cited from county website).  



4.5.1 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-01 Socioeconomic

Please provide a study area descriptionas required by WAC 463-60-535. WAC 463-60-535 states that the 
application should have a study area including the area that may be affected by employment within a one-hour 
commute distance of the project site. The application excludes Klickitat County from the study area when the 
Project is certainly within 60 minutes of multiple population centers along Lewis and Clark Highway within the 
county.

Application updated to add a description of the study area, including Klickitat County. 

4.5.1 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-02 Socioeconomic
WAC 463-60-535 Section 1.d states that the number of the population below the poverty level for the cities and 
counties within the study area should be included. Table 4-37, Income and Poverty by County and City, 2019-
2023 does not include this data. Please provide additinal information.

Application updated to add number of population below poverty level for Table 4-37 and added to Table 4-38 for consistency.  Additional context added to application.

4.5.1.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-03 Socioeconomic

WAC 463-60-535 Section 1.a states that population and growth rate data should be included for the most current 
ten-year period for the county or counties and incorporated cities in the study area. The application includes 
2014-2018 5-Year Estimates (2018 vintage) and 2019-2023 5-Year Estimates (2023 vintage) from the American 
Community (ACS) Survey. Therefore, the application only includes data covering a 5-year trend. The application 
should include ACS 2009-2013 5-Year Estimates (2013 vintage) for a ten-year range. Tables that use 2014-2018 5-
Year Estimates should be amended to include ACS 2013 vintage (2013v) data.  Please provide additinal 
information.

Application updated with housing tables with 2009-2013 5-year estimates data; deleted the 2014-2018 5-year estimates data. Labeled dollar value columns with either v2013 or 
v2023 to avoid confusion during comparison. 

4.5.1.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-04 Socioeconomic

Please correct the representations of 5-year ACS data throughout the socioeconomic section. These data are 
pooled over a 5-year period with the final year in the period representing the “vintage” of the data. Dollar values 
are in the vintage year. To understand changes over the most recent 10-year period, one must compare vintages 
that are 10 years apart.

Application updated with housing tables with 2009-2013 5-year estimates data; deleted the 2014-2018 5-year estimates data. Labeled dollar value columns with either v2013 or 
v2023 to avoid confusion during comparison.  

4.5.1.2 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-05 Socioeconomic

Please provide employment numbers and percentage of the total workforce provided for the primary 
employment sectors. WAC 463-60-535 Section 1.f states that employment numbers and percentage of the total 
workforce should be provided for the primary employment sectors. Percentages are provided, but numbers are 
missing.

Application updated to add employment numbers and information for Klickitat County.  

4.5.1.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-06 Socioeconomic
Please provide additinal information. WAC 463-60-535 Section 2.a states that housing data from the most recent 
ten-year period that data are available should be included. Similar to the comment made in 4.5.1.2 Economic 
Conditions, housing data from ACS 2018v 5-Year Estimates should be replaced with 2013v 5-Year Estimates.

Application updated with housing tables with 2009-2013 5-year estimates data; deleted the 2014-2018 5-year estimates data. 

4.5.1.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-07 Socioeconomic

Please provide additinal information. WAC 463-60-535 Section 2.b states that the application should include a 
description of the potential impacts on area hotels, motels, bed and breakfasts, campgrounds and recreational 
facilities. The application does not include an accurate and precise description of these facilities. Under 
“Temporary Housing Resources,” the application describes “10 to 15 hotels and motels along with at least 40 
Airbnb's or short-term rental” in Skamania County and “at least 30 or more hotels, motels or short-term rentals 
(e.g., Airbnb) clustered in the Vancouver, Camas, Washougal areas in Clark County.” These claims present a 
wide variety of possible truths and should be refined through additional research.

Application updated to provide context for the number of workers and staggered construction timelines, and how it is unlikely to affect housing supply in the area. 

4.5.3 Subpart D - Built Environment DR-S-08 Socioeconomic
Please consult with emergency response offices in Klickitat County regarding the proposed project, given that the 
county is within one hour of the project area, and provide documentation of that consultation including any 
concerns raised and how they will be addressed in the Emergency Response Plan.

Application updated to add Klickitat County Department of Emergency Management and Klickitat County Sheriff's Offce to list of agencies to consult with prior to construction to 
develop and finalize an Emergency Response Plan.

5.3
Subpart E - Application for 
Permits and Authorizations

DR-OPA-02 Other Permit Applications
Please confirm whether project activities will trigger the Sand and Gravel General Permit. If so, please provide the 
permit or application documentation in Section 2.23 along with a description of the activities that trigger this 
requirement.

Confirming that this project will not trigger the Sand and Gravel General Permit because it is not a mining project. No changes made to application.



Apx F Figure 4 
set

Appendix F: Wetland Waters 
Report

DR-Wt-08 Wetlands

Wetlands and streams are only delineated along the north / west side of the project roadside. The survey area and 
project corridor extends beyond the road prism on the south / east side. It is possible that aquatic resources and 
their associated critical areas buffers are present on the south / east side of the roads that occur or extend into 
the survey area. Please identify and characterize any aquatic resources and/or their critical areas buffers that 
may extend into the project corridor survey area.

As stated in Section 2.4.1  of the Wetland and Waters Delineation Report. "In general, and in accordance with local guidance, functionally isolated wetland buffers do not extend 
onto or past impervious surfaces and unvegetated developed areas with ongoing disturbance  (e.g. gravel drivelways and maintenenece yards)." The wetlands and waters, and 
required buffers were delineated within at least 25 feet on either side of the proposed alignment. The delineation may have extended father than 25 feet where permissions to enter 
were granted. The black line within the figures defines the limits of the study area. For wetland or waters on the opposite side of the project and study area, there will be BMP 
measures in place to protect wetland, waters, and buffers. 

Apx F Figure 2 
and Figure 4 set

Appendix F: Wetland Waters 
Report

DR-Wt-09 Wetlands

NWI and NHD features are present adjacent to or within a buffer’s width distance of the project corridor that have 
no confirmation (data plots, photos, etc) to be present or absent. While a wetland or waterbody may be just 
outside the project corridor, the features critical area buffer may extend into the project area to be directly or 
indirectly affected by the project. Please provide documentation that all NWI and NHD features were sampled to 
confirm presence or absence. If wetlands or waterbodies are determined to be present just beyond the project 
corridor, please determine and present their buffer dimensions as they may overlap the project.

The NWI and NHD mapping are used for planning purposes only and do not reflect on-site conditions. The wetland/waters surveys area delineated within the Project area are based 
upon onsite conditions, during site visits. 

Apx F Figure 4 
set

Appendix F: Wetland Waters 
Report

DR-LU-8 Land and Shoreline Use

The report and figures illustrate that the Shoreline Management Program (SMP) boundary begins at the aerial 
imagery's river edge. The Columbia River and it backwater bays fluctuate daily with the tides and reservoir levels 
and do not represent the OHWM or the HTL of the river and bays. This is evidenced by the Columbia River OHWM 
line delineated and mapped on Figure 4 Map 1 and 2 of 33.
The USACE may have data that specifies what the OHWM elevation or HTL elevations are set at for these sections 
of the Columbia River. Please adjust the SMP program area to begin at the elevation / edge of the OHWM or the 
HTL, not the fluctuating water’s edge of any given aerial photo.

As stated in the wetland report (Section 2.4.2) "The Columbia River is tidally influenced from the Pacifc Ocean to Benneville Dam ... Biologists determined the river high tide line 
(HTL), as defined by 33 CFR 328.(c)(4), by observation of a more or less continuous deposit of the debris on the shore, phyical marking and characterists, and vegtation lines. " For 
areas that were inaccessable or not within the study area, the HTL/OHWM was estimated .  Appendix F Figure 4 has been updated. See attached Appendix F.

Apx F Figure 4 
set; Section 2.4; 

Section 3

Appendix F: Wetland Waters 
Report

DR-LU-9 Land and Shoreline Use

The project applies county or city general critical areas codes. In several places, the project occurs within the 
Shoreline Management Program (SMP) jurisdiction for the county and/or cities. Please update the report and 
findings incorporate the Shoreline Management Program zones and update all critical areas requirements that 
overlap the SMP.

In Section 2.4.2, the relevant codes are cited and included in Tables 2-8, 2-9, and 2-10.  Appendix F Figure 4 has been updated to reflect specific buffers.  See attached Appendix F.

Apx F 
Appendix F: Wetland Waters 

Report
DR-Wt-10 Wetlands

Please clarify whether wetlands occurring within the SMP, critical areas buffers may extend across functionally 
isolated buffers for certain functions and values (Skamania SMP 3.4.3(6)d.). Please review wetlands and buffers 
overlapping the SMP to determine if any of their functions and values should extend to full buffer dimensions.   
(This does not apply to aquatic resources and buffers outside the SMP zone)

In general, and in accordance with local quidance, functionally isolated wetland buffers do not extend onto or past impervious surfaces and unvegetaed areas with ongoing 
distrubace (e.g. gravel driveways and maintence yards). Please refer to the updated Appendix F Figure 4. See attached Appendix F.

Apx F Figure 4 
set; Section 3.2

Appendix F: Wetland Waters 
Report

DR-Wt-11 Wetlands

Please provide OHWM of the Columbia River was not delineated the full extent of the proposed project corridor 
at the east and west end HDD work zones sufficient to fully map and extend the SMP Type S stream buffer over 
the work zones. HDD Area 10 depicts no river OHWM to accurately map a buffer. HDD Area 11 only maps a small 
corner to represent a small sliver of the river buffer. HDD Area 9 and about 1000 feet of Fort Cascades Drive 
occur within the river's buffer but need the river's OHWM delineated to accurately map the river's buffer 
dimension. Please update the report to correct these omissions.

The HTL/OHWM areas have been mapped within the updated Wetlands and Waters Delineation Report (Appendix F). Workzones have been sited  outside of wetlands, waters, 
riparian areas, wetland buffers, and crical areas. HDD Area 11 has been removed as an option. HDD Area 9 has been sited within a paved area. The buffer associated with the 
Columbia River does not extend into existing paved areas; therefore, there would be no impact to the buffer. Please refer to the updated Appendix F and Figure 4. See attached 
Appendix F.

Apx F 
Appendix F: Wetland Waters 

Report
DR-Wt-12 Wetlands

Please ensure that the riparian buffer width dimensions displayed in figure 4 of Appendix F adhere to the 
guidance provided in the Skamania County Shoreline Mgt Program Section 5.3 Shoreline Use Policies and 
Provision  Table 5-1 (Shoreline Use Standards) for commercial projects. For any sections that occur in city limits, 
please refer to the city SMP. Note that the width of the riparian buffer along the Columbia River should change 
depending on the Shoreline Environmental Designation at each location.

Riparain buffer (Shoreline Environmental Designations) have been identified within the application (Table 5-1) and adhears to Shoreline Use Standards for Utility Projects and 
within the updated Wetland and Waters Delieation Report and Figure 4.  See attached Appendix F.



Apx F Figure 4 
set; Section 3.2 

and 3.3

Appendix F: Wetland Waters 
Report

DR-HVFW-08
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

Please clarify: Rock Cove and Little Ash Lake are listed as deepwater habitats. Rock Cove and Little Ash Lake 
appear to be artificially impounded embayments of the Columiba River and may be directly connected with the 
tidal and daily fluctuations of the Columbia River. Please evaluate if their hydrology and functions are directly 
connected with Columbia River. Do the local jurisdictions recognize and regulate Rock Cove and Little Ash Lake 
as Columbia River embayments, Type S waters, Shoreline Mgt Program areas, or distinctly separate features? 
Please evaluate and apply rules and buffers consistent with the local jurisdiction(s). See also the ASC land use 
and zoning discussion and figures.

Rock Cove and Ashes Lake were created as artificial impoundments of the Columbia River. They are waterbodies greater than 20 acres in size and fall within the jurisdiction of the 
Shoreline Management Act and the Skamania County Shoreline Master Program. The two water bodies were delineated and identified in  accordance with the USACE Wetlands 
Delineation Manual and regional suppliment, and the Western Washington Wetland Rating System. For the purpose of the report, these two waterbodies have been identified as 
Deep Water Habitats. Please see refer to Table  3-21 for relevant buffers. Please see updated Wetland and Waters Delineation Report and Figure 4.  See attached Appendix F.

Apx F 
Appendix F: Wetland Waters 

Report
DR-HVFW-09

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

It is not illustrated in project figures where laydown areas, staging areas, and HDD pipe string assembly corridors 
will be located. Please identify these additional project features and evaluate them for aquatic resources and 
buffers considerations.

The wetland and waters report describes the existing conditions only. The impacts analysis for wetlands and waters are described in Sections 3.5 and 3.3, respectively, of the 
application.

Apx F 
Appendix F: Wetland Waters 

Report
DR-Wt-13 Wetlands

There is no discussion of project related direct or indirect impacts to wetlands, waterbodies, or their associated
buffers that may extend into the work zone. Please add an evaluation of potential direct or indirect impacts to the
functions and values of these critical areas.

The wetland and waters report describes the existing conditions. The impacts analysis for wetlands and waters are described in Sections 3.5 and 3.3, respectively, of the 
application.

Apx H 1.1
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-CM-07 Construction Methodology 

Section 1.1 Please provide much more detailed explanations of the hydroplow methods, riverbed disturbance, 
and water quality BMPs required so reviewers can better understand / picture the installation and equipment 
method(s) and how water quality and habitat will be protected.

Appendix H updated to add more detailed description of hydroplow installation, small size of trench, and water intake screens on vessel, and localized turbidity.  See attached 
Appendix H.

Apx H 1.1
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-CM-08 Construction Methodology 

Section 1.1 Please provide much more detailed explanations of the coffer dam installations, the HDD to 
hydroplow conduit connections, the shoreline and on/under-water work actions, and the anticipated 
construction methods and equipment so reviewers can better understand / picture the work zone, worker 
actions, and possible disturbances at those conduit landing locations.

Appendix H updated to add more detailed description of the temporary cofferdam installation, HDD, and diver activities for the land-to-water cabel transitions, and that temporary 
localized turbidity would result. See attached Appendix H.

Apx H 3
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-10

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

Throughout section 3, the survey area is defined as the terrestrial and stream aspects along the landward conduit 
trenching corridor. The report needs to consider and evaluate all habitats and special status species (terrestrial 
and marine/aquatic) where the project occurs in Washington. This includes the Columbia River and any in-water 
actions that will occur on the river's shoreline and in-water. Please update the report accordingly

Appendix H updated to include the Colunbia River as part of the study area and that it was assessed using desktop resources as the project corridor in the river was not visited in 
the field. See attached Appendix H.

Apx H 3.2
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-11

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

Please include and evaluate for any WDFW priority habitats mapped within the Columbia River and its 
embayments that occur within the entire project corridor where it occurs in WA.

Appendix H updated to include the Columbia River as part of the study area and that it was assessed using desktop resources as the project corridor in the river was not visited in 
the field. PHS habitats in the Columbia River added in subsection to Section 3.2. See attached Appendix H.

Apx H 3.3
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-12

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

Section 3.3 rare plant sitings locations are red-acted. These sitings are not red-acted in the aquatic resources 
report. Please provide consistency about red-acting rare plant siting locations. 

Information in the appendix was redacted by EFSEC not the Applicant. 

Apx H 3.3.1
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-13

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

Noxious weeds. Please update the report to include an evaluation and discussion of aquatic noxious weeds 
throughout the Columbia River project corridor in WA, including those locations where construction equipment 
and watercraft may be loading/unloading in/out of the water.

Appendix H updated to include aquatic noxious weeds in the Columbia River study area and BMPs for project vessels and diver equipment. See attached Appendix H.

Apx H 3.4
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-14

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

The Washington side of the Columbia River is not designated as part of the wildlife study area in this survey 
report. The report only evaluates terrestrial species. Waterfowl, marine mammals, and raptors use the Columbia 
River with the entire project corridor. Please update the report to evaluate for all special status wildlife and 
aquatic special status species occurring in the Columbia River within the entire project corridor.

Appendix H updated to include the Columbia River as part of the study area and that it was assessed using desktop resources as the Project corridor in the river was not visited in 
the field. Report updated to include special status species in the Columbia River portion of the study area. See attached Appendix H.

Apx H 3.5
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-15

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

The Washington side of the Columbia River is not designated as part of the fish and aquatic species study area in 
this survey report. The report only refers to evaluating for fish in the WA streams and waters. Please update the 
report to evaluate for all special status fish and other aquatic special status species occurring in the Columbia 
River  within the entire project corridor.

Appendix H revised to include the Columbia River as part of the study area and that it was assessed using desktop resources as the Project corridor in the river was not visited in 
the field. PHS fish species in the Columbia River portion of the study area added. See attached Appendix H.



Apx H 3.5
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-16

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

Please keep the description of critical habitat and PBFs consistent among all fish species. For example, in 
Appendix H the discussion of euchalon PBFs differs as it lacks the detail and formatting present in the other 
descriptions. 

Appendix H revised discussion of eulachon PBFs for cirtical habitat to match format and content for all fish species. See attached Appendix H.

Apx H 3.6
Appendix H: Draft Habitat, Fish, 

and Wildlife Report
DR-HVFW-17

Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 
wildlife

There is no Impacts Analysis contained in the report. Please incorporate a project impacts analysis, avoidance 
and minimization.

Appendix H is the existing conditions report on desktop and field survey for species and habitats present in the project corridor. The impacts analysis is provided in Section 3.4.2 of 
the application.  

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-E-9 Earth
An approximate percent slope is not identified. The applicant claims the slopes are <15%, which indicates a wide 
range from 0-14%. Please provide a more specific answer to this question in line to help evaluate soil erosion 
hazards, geologic hazards, slope stability concerns, etc.

Detailed slope information is not publicly available. The project would be buried under road rights-of-way and will follow the slope of the road. No change made to Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-E-10 Earth Please reference the specific part of the ASC application that includes mitigation measures for this section. Appendix updated to add reference to Section 1.10. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-A-02 Air

Since the "facility" described includes the portions of the project within OR, this section should reiterate that only 
the portions of the project within WA are not expected to emit air pollution. Please describe the potential for the 
portions within OR to emit pollution and what the potential area of effect would be.  WAC 197-11-060(4)(b) In 
assessing the significance of an impact, a lead agency shall not limit its consideration of a proposal's impacts 
only to those aspects within its jurisdiction, including local or state boundaries (see WAC 197-11-330(3) also). 
Provide a reference to the section of the ASC where this information can be found. 

During construction, the facility as a whole (in both states of WA and OR), air pollutant combustion emissions would be generated from diesel and gasoline engines in the various 
vehicles and construction equipment. Fugitive dust may be generated from vehicle traffic on paved and unpaved roads and from equipment during construction activities. The 
Applicant will implement BMPs, including applying dust control measures that are described in the ASC (Section 1.10). The emissions and fugitive dust from these vehicles and 
equipment would be minor and not exceed state emissions thresholds. No changes made to appendix.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-A-03 Air Please provide a source(s) used to make this determination. No off-site sources or emissions or odor are expected to affect the project because the project will be underground and under the riverbed

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-A-04 Air Please provide a reference to the section of the ASC where this information can be found. Added reference to Section 1.10 in the appendix. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-W-20 Water
Please describe in the appropriate section how the project will ensure contaminated sediments are not disturbed 
by project construction. 

Added reference to Section 3.3 and Section 4.1.2 of the application. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-W-16 Water
The section focus on the coffer dams and landward water resources. Please update to elaborate on any and all 
dredging, hydroplowing, HDD drilling potential releases, and other actions that may cause surface water quality 
temporary or permanent impacts. 

Added reference to Section 2.17 and Section 3.3 of the application that provide detailed information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-W-17 Water

Please update to discuss any temporary or permanent impacts on wetlands, streams, or their buffers. For 
example, the wetland report describes permanent impacts to Wetland 18, while the SEPA Checklist references 
only 40 square feet of temporary impact to one unnamed wetland. Please reconcile these discrepancies and 
ensure the SEPA Checklist accurately reflects all wetland and stream impacts identified in the technical studies.

Updated to be consistent with the application, Waters and Wetlands Report (Appendix F), and JARPA (Appendix N). See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-W-18 Water a.Surface Water. Please provide information on: What construction stormwater manual will be adhered to?
Updated to include that the discharge of stormwater runoff from the project during construction would be regulated based on the State Water Pollution Control Act, which requires 
compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, which would be handled through a Construction Stormwater General Permit. See attached 
Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-W-19 Water

Please identify and describe the specific federal, state, and local authorizations (e.g., Section 404 permit, 
Section 401 Water Quality Certification, EFSEC-issued CSGP) that will be required for activities affecting surface 
waters, and describe the BMPs from the project's SWPPP or TESC plan that will be implemented to protect 
surface water quality during construction.

Added requested information and provided references to application sections. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-W-20 Water
c.Water runoff (including stormwater). Please provide information on: What construction stormwater manual will 
be adhered to?

Added requested information and provided reference to Section 3.a. See attached Appendix K.



Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-HVFW-18
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

As revisions are made to the ASC and associated technical discipline reports in response to this data request, 
please update the SEPA Checklist to reflect those revisions and incorporate any additional information requested 
herein.

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-HVFW-19
Habitat, vegetation, fish, and 

wildlife

Please update the SEPA Checklist to explain how the project will avoid and minimize the spread of noxious 
weeds — including both terrestrial and aquatic/riparian noxious weeds — for the entire project corridor within 
Washington State. This response should be consistent with and cross-reference the noxious weed discussion in 
the relevant technical discipline report.

Added requested information and provided reference to application Sections 4.2 and 3.4. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-ENR-04 Energy and Natural Resources
a Please provide additional information to complete this section as it only focuses on operational use of energy 
and does not address construction, maintenance, decommissioning.  

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-ENR-05 Energy and Natural Resources b Please provide a reasoning for the determination included. Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-ENR-06 Energy and Natural Resources c Please provide a response that include a discussion for all phases of the project, not just operational. Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-LU-10 Land and Shoreline Use
Please clarify the information provided in the checklist. While the checklist indicates that the land is currently 
located within ROW, the documentation does not detail what the land use of host parcels is. Additionally, the 
checklist mentions effects to traffic patterns (transportation), but not land use.

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-LU-11 Land and Shoreline Use

The SEPA Checklist identifies interruptions to traffic patterns as a potential effect but does not describe how 
construction activities will impact normal agricultural business operations such as oversize equipment access, 
pesticide application, tilling, or harvesting. Additionally, the checklist states these effects will be "avoided or 
mitigated through permitting approvals," which is not a recognized mitigation measure. Please revise the SEPA 
Checklist to: (1) describe specific traffic-related impacts to adjacent agricultural operations; and (2) identify 
concrete mitigation measures to avoid or reduce those impacts.

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-LU-12 Land and Shoreline Use Please clarify the information provided in the checklist. The checklist identifies roads, not structures. Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-LU-13 Land and Shoreline Use
Please clarify the information provided in the checklist. The checklist does not clearly define the land use in 
Section A. While the checklist indicates that the land is located in roadway ROW, the checklist does not clarify for 
what purpose. Therefore, the conclusion of consistency cannot be made.

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-S-08 Socioeconomic

Please clarify the information provided in the checklist. The checklist indicates that the Project would not result 
in an increased need for public services. However, construction in Skamania County will have inherent safety 
concerns, which are addressed in the Safety section of the main application. The checklist should highlight those 
concerns here.

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist DR-S-09 Socioeconomic

Please clarify the information provided in the checklist. The checklist indicates that no measures are proposed to 
reduce or control direct impacts on public services. However, safety concerns (mentioned above) require 
minimization or mitigation. The checklist should highlight coordination with local emergency response offices, 
which are addressed in Section 4.5.3 Mitigation Measures of the main application. 

Added requested information. See attached Appendix K.



Cascade 
Renewable 
Transmission ASC - 
Additional 
comments

Date 3/2/2026

Notes

The following items are not 
formal requests for additional 
information. They are 
provided as general 
comments that may assist in 
improving clarity, 
consistency, and 
organization of the 
application materials.

     ASC Section Subpart Section Comment Applicant answers/comments

1.10.1.1 Subpart A - General Earth
Permit coverage for the NPDES is handled through the Ecology Construction Stormwater 
General Permit from the Washington Department of Ecology" This is incorrect. It is handled 
through EFSEC.

Text revised per comment.

2.3 Subpart B - Proposal Construction on Site Detailed information provided in this section should be moved to Section 2.17.

Received clarification from EFSEC on 4.6.26: "we 
recommend retaining the detailed location information in 
Section 2.17 and adding a clear cross-reference in 
Sections 2.3.7 and 2.3.8 directing the reader to Section 
2.17. No duplication of content is needed." No revisions 
made to Section 2.3 based on the clarification.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

Under Table 2-4 Pertinent Federal, State, and Local Rules, Regulations, and Permits (Page 2-
62), the row for Section 401 of the CWA, Water Quality Certification, Agencies with 
Jurisdiction should read “USACE, ODEQ, and WA EFSEC” not Ecology. EFSEC issue 401 water 
quality certification permits with input from Ecology. Last statement in Applicability box 
should be changed to EFSEC.

Text revised per comment.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

In Table 2-4 (Page 2-64), for Section 401 Water Quality Certification, the Agencies with 
Jurisdiction should read “WA EFSEC with input from Ecology”. Should read “USACE, ODEQ, 
and WA EFSEC” not Ecology. EFSEC issue 401 water quality certification permits with input 
from Ecology. Last statement in Applicability box should be changed to EFSEC.

Text revised per comment.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

In Table 2-4 (Page 2-64), for Construction Stormwater General Permit, the Agencies with 
Jurisdiction should read “WA EFSEC with input from Ecology”. Should read EFSEC not 
Ecology.

Text revised per comment.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

In Table 2-4 (Page 2-67) Noise Control. “WA EFSEC with input from Ecology” Text revised per comment.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

In Table 2-4 (Page 2-68) Shoreline Conditional Use Permit and Shoreline Substantial 
Development Permit, the Agencies with Jurisdiction should read EFSEC with input from  
Skamania County.

Text revised per comment.

2.23 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

In Table 2-4 (Page 2-67), for Administrative Review, the Agencies with Jurisdiction should read 
EFSEC not Skamania County. We issue all local permits dealing with land use. Part of our 
review process entails reviewing for compliance with county land use regulations. The 
Applicant’s licensed construction contractor will not need to obtain separate county permits.

Text revised per comment.

2.23.1.2 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

Second paragraph from bottom (Page 2-69): "Permit coverage for the NPDES is handled 
through the Ecology Construction Stormwater General Permit…" This is incorrect. It is 
handled through EFSEC.

Text revised per comment.

2.23.2.2 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

 (Page 2-72): "Permit coverage for the NPDES is handled through the Ecology Construction 
Stormwater General Permit…" This is incorrect. It is handled through EFSEC.

Text revised per comment.

2.23.2.3 Subpart B - Proposal
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

Third paragraph from bottom (Page 2-73): "Applicant would obtain approval of easement 
from DNR prior to construction on state-owned land and understands that DNR's approval 
process would be administered and confirmed in the EFSEC process." EFSEC does not 
administer DNR lease agreements. EFSEC will confirm lease agreement is obtained as 
stipulated in SCA.

Text revised per comment. 

3.1.2
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Earth

This section will need to be updated once the geotechnical investigation is completed. 
Changes in the current alignment, should they be required based on these investigations, 
would result in additional project review. The feasibility of the alignment is unknown until 
these investigations area completed

Noted.

3.1.2
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Earth Last paragraph (Page 3-10): NPDES permits for this project will be issued by EFSEC. Text revised per comment.

3.1.3
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Earth Construction Stormwater Permit issued by EFSEC (Page 3-18). Text revised per comment.

3.1.3
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Earth
Re-review of the mitigation measures will be required if there are any changes to the 
proposed project alignment and construction methods

Noted.

3.3.2.1
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Water Page 3-33 please define PSET. PSET was defined previously upon first use on page 2-45.

3.3
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Water Check headings and content of this section for consistency. Checked and verified.

3.3.1
Subpart C - Natural 
Environment

Water
Please update Section 3.3.1 Existing Environment, including 3.3.1.1 Regulatory Framework to 
reflect the requested updates to the wetland and waters delineation report findings.

Section updated.

4.1 Subpart D - Built Environment Environmental health Intro header
Removed "Introduction" header. Remainder of section 
appropriately renumbered.

4.3.1.3 Subpart D - Built Environment 
Land Use Plans and Zoning 
Ordinances 

Applicant indicates it will submit applications for one CUP and two substantial development 
permits to Hearing Examiner. Not necessary if Council and Gov. execute SCA (Page 4-46, 
Table 4-15, footnote).

Footnote revised.



4.3.1	 Subpart D - Built Environment 
Land Use Plans and Zoning 
Ordinances 

If the alternative Stevenson Landing is being deleted from consideration, project maps should 
be updated to reflect this change (Page 4-19, Figure 4-2 Skamania County Zoning).

Noted.

4.4.2.3 Subpart D - Built Environment Transportation CSWGP will be issued by EFSEC not DOE (Page 4-115). Text revised per comment. 

Appendix K (A) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist
Pertinent Federal, State, and 
Local Requirements

Should reference WA EFSEC instead of  Ecology or WA EFSEC with input from Ecology.                                                                                                                                                                                         
• Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology), Section 401 Water Quality Certification
• Ecology, Noise Control requirements
• Ecology, NPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit
• Ecology, Shoreline Substantial Development Permit

Text revised per comment. 

Appendix K (A) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist Site Description

The proposed project description is complete. The initial paragraphs of the description omit 
information about the terrestrial project elements in Oregon, with the following pages going 
into extreme detail about them. The question requests a "brief" project description. To meet 
this requirement, consider summarizing pages 7-10 in the initial paragraphs on page 5 
instead of including the more detailed project component descriptions. 

Figure 1 depicts routing alternatives. Since these are not mentioned in the proposed project 
description, the alternatives need to be removed, or information about the alternatives 
should be added into the project description to provide context. 

Project description trimmed and included on page 5.

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist Water
Appx.K p.17 NPDES, which would be handled through a Construction Stormwater General 
Permit (CSGP) from Ecology.…" This is incorrect. It is handled through EFSEC.

Text revised per comment. 

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist Earth
Appx.K p.12 NPDES, which would be handled through a Construction Stormwater General 
Permit (CSGP) from Ecology.…" This is incorrect. It is handled through EFSEC.

Text revised per comment. 

Appendix K (B) Appendix K: SEPA Checklist Earth
It appears that at the moment the applicant is not far enough in their site design to give exact 
amounts of disturbed soil. This will be reviewed when more information is presented. 

Noted.



Cascade Renewable Transmission ASC - Sources of Information
Date 3/2/2026
Notes The documents listed below were reviewed by staff as part of the evaluation of the Application for Site Certification. These references are provided 
1.11 Sources of Information

Remove footnote citations and add them into Section 1.11 Sources of Information.  Examples of pages where this occurs are page 2-58, 2-69, 2-73, 
4-113, 4-139, and 5-3. (addressed)

Ensure that all citations related to the redacted cultural resources and archaeology section are accurate and properly included in your 
submission. (addressed)

Multiple sources in Appendix H and F are listed in their respective reference sections or section 1.11 Sources of Information  but are not included 
as in-text citations. Ensure that all references are also included as in-text citations. For example, Brenkman, S.J., and S.C. Corbett. 2005, is present 
in section 1.11 and references for Appendix H, but is not included as an in-text citation.  (addressed)

Verify and revise the references sections in all appendices so that the sources cited in-text are consistently included in their respective reference 
sections. Several sources cited in-text in Appendix H are only listed in the bibliography under Section 1.11 of the ASC application. For instance, 
while the Rieman et al. citation appears in the references section of Appendix H, the Parente and Snyder in-text citation in Appendix H is only listed 
in Section 1.11 of the ASC application. (addressed)

Citations Missing
The following sources were mentioned as in-text citations within the ASC application and need to be added into Section 1.11 Sources of 
Information.  (items below addressed/corrected)

Pg 2-59 CRITFC 2022. Energy Vision for the Columbia River Basin (included as an appendix but reference information added)
Pg 3-25 EPA 2016  (listed under USEPA)
Pg 3-42 WDNR WNHP 2023  
Pg 3-50 NOAA 2024 2004  
Pg 3-52 Table 3-11 USFWS 2022b  
Pg 3-53 Copeland et al. 2010  (added)
Pg 3-54 USFWS 2023f  
Pg 3-71 Environmental Laboratory USACE 2010  
Pg 4-134 Skamania County Fire District  
Pg 4-135 Skamania County GIS  
Pg 4-135 City of North Bonneville 2026a 2024 
Pg 4-135 City Stevenson, NDa n.d.  
Pg 4-135 Washington State Patrol2026 2021  
Pg 4-136 NCES 2023-202424a
Pg 4-136 Skamania County PUD 2026 2025  
Pg 4-137 WUTC 2020-2026 2022  
Pg 4-137 Skamania County NDb n.d.

Add an "a" to the USGS 2023 reference. The in-text citation lists it as USGS 2023a. (addressed)
Re-letter the Ecology 2019 reference series. Currently, there is a 2019 and a 2019a that are different.  (addressed)
Differentiate between the two USFWS 2024c references.  (addressed)

Citations in the ASC  Pg 3-39 Section 3.4.1.1 (Habitat and Vegetation) USFWS 2024 citation needs an a, b, c to specify which source is being cited from Section 
1.11. (addressed)

Citations in the ASC 

Make sure all in-text citation dates align with references in Section 1.11. See below for a list of citations this applies to. (items below corrected)
Pg 3-34 USDA 2024 is not a citation in the sources list, assuming this is meant to be "NRCS 2024". 
Pg 3-57 In-text citation: Naisbett-Jones et al. 2020. Citation listed in sources: Naisbett-Jones et al. 2022.   
Pg 3-58 In-text citation: Gunckel et al 2006. Citation listed in sources: Gunckel et al 2009.   
Pg 3-58 In-text citation: Bochert and Zettler 2006. Citation listed in sources: Bochert and Zettler 2004.   
Pg 3-59 In-text citation: NMFS 2021b. Citation listed in the sources is NMFS 2021. There is no NMFS 2021a or 2021b present in the sources list.  

Citations in the ASC  Ensure that all sources referenced in Section 1.11 Sources of Information are included as in-text citations. See below for a list of references 
missing in-text citations.  

CRGC no date 
Brenkman et al. 2005 
CRGC 2025 (citation added to section 2.4.1) 
Downs et al. 2006 
Ecology 2018 
Fraley et al. 1989 
Fresh et al. 2005 
FWEE 2022 (cited in Section 4.3.5.1 and listed in section 1.11)
NMFS 2011b 
Pojar et al. 2014 (cited in Section 4.3.5.1 and listed in section 1.11) 
Rieman et al. 1993 - referenced in both Appendix H and the ASC application.  
Schroeder and Kenaston 2004 
Skamania County 2017 
City of Stevenson Skamania County Municipal Code Chapter 18 Environmental Protection. 2024a (corrected author from Skamania County to City 
of Stevenson)
USACE 2024 (cited in Section 4.3.5.1 and listed in section 1.11)
Washington State Department of Commerce. 2017 - this is mentioned in the text of the ASC,  but never cited. 
Watson G et al 1997 
WGS 2022

General Comments

Section 1.11 Sources of Information  references 
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