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Dear Mr. Plumnb:

MMINTS
Project Ho. 10472- 990
Notice of Appliication
Federal Eneryy Reguiztcry Zonmisusion
Hanalel River Project
Kauai, Hawaii

The proposed project involves the construction and operation of a
hydroelectric powerplant, which includes the building of a primary
diversion weir approximately 10 feet high and 70 feet long on Hanalei
River; an above ground pipeline (approximately 4-1/2 wiles long; varying in
diameter from 4-1/2 to 6 feet); several feeder weirs and penstorks; a 69KV
transmission line (approximately C.6 miles long); a substation and a 2,520
sq. ft. powerhcuse. &tream flows from upper Hanalel River and several of
its small tributaries will be utilized to generate power. The main
penstocks will convey water from the diversion weir to a powerhouse which
will be located dpphoxundtejy 6-1/2 river miles from the mouth <f Hanalei
River.

A review of th's project's Lraft Environmental Iapace Statement (1V1S)
(since withdrawn) was prepared vwith the assistance of boak Cox, Joint
Institute of Marine and Atmospheric Researcl:; Marohall Hr)ck, Kauai
Community College; James Parrish, ilawall Cooverative Fisherics Research
Unit; Bion Griffin, Anthropeloyy; Shz:la Conant, General Science; and
Pamela Bahnsen, Environmental Center. The issues raised in oar comments
and the multitude of concerns p::;‘-res':ed by other agency reviewers at the
Draft EIS stage particularly the U.3. Fish & Wildlife Service (GSFWS),
have not been addressed because the Drart LIS was withdrawn prior to
preparation of the final deccument. Tae following comments reitorate some
of the concerns raised in cur carlier review c¢f the Draft EIS.
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General Comments on Draft EIS

i~

overall our veviewers fcund the eppendixed reports tc the Draitt EIS to
be seriously difficient. Their preiim‘nary nature precluded their use as
sources of substantive information upcon which environmental issues under
study could be adequately evaluated. Subsequeant to the preparaticn of this
project's Draft FIZ, a Declaratory Kuiing was insued by the Hawoil State
Envircnmental Council prohibiting the inclusion of prelininary veworts az
supplenentary information accompanying a Dratt EIS. Insofar as these
supporting statem.nts are deficienz, so then are those sectionz of the
Draft EIS that rely on this data also inadequate.

Specific Comments onr DEIS:

1. Archaeological Impacts

Numerous archaeological sites have oeen located in surrounding areas,
hence tlie incomplet2 archaeological survey of the affected regions is of
serious concern. 1n addition, neighboring areas with high potential for
archaeological remains may be affected by construction roads, eguipment
yards, fords and cther related activities. Ac currently written, the
archaeological report does not meet the Minimum Requirements for
Reconnaissance Survey Reports as established by the Society for Hawaiian
Archaeology. The report does not provide site descriptions for analyses
permitting independant verificotion of the preliminary conclusicns reached
in the Draft EIS. As a consequence, an adegquate review and assessment of
the significance of the archaeclogical renains within the project area
cannct be made. Furthermore, the preliminary erchaeological report in the
EIS does rict meet the requirements of Chapter 243 and is contrary to the
Declaratory Ruling (87-1) issued specifically in response to the use of
nreliminary reports by the State of Hawaii, Environmental Council.
Therefore, a final archacolweical report is regquired and must be subject to
a full public and avency review at the Draft EIS stage prior to acceptance
of the Final :IS

2. _Fauna

The upper Han'uei Valley 5 kely a rich vescurce in terms of native
bicta. The USTWS has raised a number of cuncerns regarding the erdangered
Hawaiian duck, or Koloa (Anas wyvilliana), migrating waterbirds end
diadromous f{ish. The lower Valley floor is a prime area for native
waterbird and migratcry watericw!, and continued maintenance of the taro
farm in the Hanalei Mationcl Vildlife Refuqge protects this habitat.
According to thr USFWS in the fiawaiian Waterbinds Recovery Plan (192%), the
Koloa recoveliy progia.i specificss that stream habitats on Kaual are
essential to the ¥Yoloas wellare.
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The lack of an Instream riow Increnental Methodology study (IFIM) cited
both by the USFUS and the Envirormental Center was a significant and
serious deficiency of the Dreft EIS anid remains a majcr deficiency at the
present time. The incompeatikility betveen the propoesed rinimam stream
flous needed by the power vlant and those nezded by the biota, including
endangerad or threatened spe-ier, appoers o preclude development of this
project.

In light of the many significant concerns regarding hydrepower
operations in stream ecosystems as sensitive as Kauai's, it shculd be
confirmed that ary expenditures under this progosed persit will nct prov de
a legal basis for vestod interest on benalfl of Island Power Company and
co-investors.

We thank you feor the omportunity to commert on this document. We 100l
forward to your raview and coruzideration of our comments.

Yours trulv,

( "ﬁ)"z‘(}’(“ r".;.)’ "',7(£’[c~/
l:r’/ rf . .
Jacguelin N. Miller

Associate Environmental Coordinator

cc: QEQC
Doak Cox
Marshall Mock
James Parrish
Bion Griffin
Sheila Ccnant
Jennifer Crummer




