                                                                        February 25, 2009                 F/NWO3

FILE MEMORANDUM

FROM:            Gary Fredricks

SUBJECT:       FPP Change Form Comments
The following comments address Fish Passage Plan change forms that pertain to the Portland District projects, McNary Dam and the adult and juvenile monitoring appendices included in the agenda for the February 19, 2009, Fish Passage Operations and Maintenance Coordination Team meeting.
Change Request Number: 08BON016 – Unit dewatering procedure at BON

Comment:  Agree with this change.

Change Request Number: 08BON017 - Use of Camas Washougal Gauge

Comment:  We do not agree with the use of the Camas/Washougal gauge as a TDG compliance site.  We have no problem with a gauge here, however, as long as the state environmental quality agencies are not requiring compliance with the 115% limit at this site, there is no reason to include the 115% TDG language in the Bonneville Dam gas cap.  
Change Request Number: 08BON018 – Unit testing at BON.

Comment:  We disagree with this request at this time.   There should be further discussions on the ramifications for fish passage.  In particular, we need to better understand under what conditions spill water would be shifted to unit operation.  
Change Request Number: 08BON019 - Long-term outage of BON unit 1.

Comment:  Agree with this change.
Change Request Number: 08BON020 – Unit priority change.
Comment:  Do not agree with the change.  Unit 1 should remain the priority unit for adult passage reasons.  There should be an open sluiceway chain gate over this unit.  If not, then there is a problem with the future sluiceway operation plans.

Change Request Number:  08TDA004-a – Unit priority change.
Comment: How will this change in unit priority at The Dalles Dam effect sluiceway passage?  Some justification that this change will not effect sluiceway efficiency should be provided before this unit priority change becomes final in the FPP.
Change Request Number: 08TDA005 - Unit dewatering procedure at TDA.
Comment:  Agree with the change, however, I wonder why 15 minutes is enough here when BON was asking for four hours (with a minimum of one)?  Is 15 minutes enough?
Change Request Number: 08TDA006 – water velocity measurement at TDA.
Comment:  Generally agree with change, however, the frequency should probably be daily but at least no less than 3 times a week (as suggested by the McNary project).

Change Request Number: 08TDA007 – Unit testing at TDA.  

Comment:  Same as for change request number 08BON018.

Change Request Number: 08JDA002-a – Unit 5 priority.

Comment:  Agree with change.

Change Request Number: 08JDA003 – Fishway water velocity measurement at JDA.

Comment:  Same comment as 08TDA006.
Change Request Number: 08JDA005 - Unit dewatering procedure at JDA.

Comment:  Agree with the change, same duration comment as for request 08TDA005.

Change Request Number: 08JDA006 – Unit testing at JDA.  

Comment:  Same as for change request number 08BON018.

Change Request Number: 08MCN004 - Unit dewatering procedure at McNary Dam.

Comment:  Agree with the change, same duration comment as for request 08TDA005.

Change Request Number: 08MCN007 – Turbine unit operations at McNary Dam.
Comment:  Why reduce the number of units that provided outfall protection from 4 to 3 when we currently have outfall survival issues?  Also, the loss of one priority unit would have a greater effect if there are only three priority units on this side.  
I realize the second part of section 4.1 has not changed from the previous FPP, however, I am concerned that we may be reducing adult passage effectiveness by not running a unit near the south shore entrances when in a north loading situation.  There should be some decision criteria in here pertaining to such issues as an allowable temperature gradient, whether spill is on or off, and the number of passing juveniles vs. adults.   This is not an issue for the current FPP release, but it should be discussed in FPOM prior to this summer’s operation.

Change Request Number: 08MCN008 - Fishway water velocity measurement at McNary Dam.

Comment: If there is a Doppler meter measuring subsurface flow then the surface flow measurement is probably unnecessary.  In any case, measuring air bubbles on the surface of the channel will tell little about water velocity since surface bubbles are subject to wind and surface tension effects.  The use of large pieces of debris, oranges or colored chunks of ice would be a better way to measure surface velocities if the project thinks this measurement is necessary.  
Change Request Number: 08MCN009 – Early removal of ESBS at McNary Dam.
Comment:  If there in one project where screens should be left in all winter, it is McNary.  These screens provide some measure of fallback protection for the large overwintering population of summer steelhead in the McNary forebay.  Early removal of screens is something that should not be taken lightly.  This issue needs a more thorough review of the circumstances that lead to stuck screens in the gatewells.  In any case, it is difficult to define extreme cold as one day below 20° F.  We do not agree with the change at this time and recommend a specific FPOM discussion of the issue including some estimates of the effect on adult steelhead survival.  Any changes to the FPP can be made prior to the cold weather season.  
Change Request Number: 08MCN010 – Unit testing at McNary Dam.
Comment:  Same as for change request number 08BON018.

Change Request Number: 08AppG006 – BON adult trap operations.
Comment:  We do not agree with these changes.  Each requested change puts more risk on survival of adult salmon. The small recovery tank should be used little if at all.  Four adult salmon of any species are too many in this small tank.  We need to see how the new pool divider wall effects trap operation before we look at changes to picket lead operation.  Given that night temperatures drop somewhat, using the average brail pool temperature would result in a higher than 70° daytime water temperature when trapping and handling is actually occurring.  

Change Request Number: 08AppJ001 – BON JMF protocols.
Comment:  Do not agree with changes without further discussion.  What is the justification for every other day sampling at 70+°?  The difference between temperature triggers in sections a and b is unclear.  What is the protocol for changing to modified sampling?   The use of the word “may” begs the question of what will be done.   Normal sampling may resume when daily temperatures fall below 69.5°.  Is this maximum or average?
Change Request Number: 08AppK001 – JDA JMF protocols.
Comment:  Same comments as for 08AppJ001 (except 70+° sampling frequency is ok).
