














































































































INTERVIEH FORH
Representative - Office of the Secretary

Organization 11 S Dept Of Agrjcultpre (IISDA) Date 1_20 (phone)
Suite 12~

Address 222] E Northern Lights Blvd Apchorage 99504

Phone

Person

....2J4.-7.1 38

,James Pi sber Spokesperson Y.:!L N_

Correspondence

Que5tions~ Concerns, and Comments

No comment - contact USDA agencies.

4-13 (phone)

Source

Has not received report (delivered), but won't have additional comments.



I

INTERVIEW FORM
North Pacific Fishery Management Council

Organization U.S. Dept. of Commerce
Suite 32

Address 333 W. 4th Ave., Anchorage 99501

Date 1-19 (phone)

Phone

Person

Correspondence

274 4563

Jim Branson (Jim Richardson) Spokesperson y~ N__

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Has not addressed any of the questions about ~usitna and doesn't have a
position. Not an issue that the Council would normally become involved
in as jurisdiction extends from 3-200 miles offshore. Concerned with
adverse effect on salmon resource and habitat for raising salmon.

4-14

Corrections to original comment noted above.



INTERVIEW FORl'1
Alaska Water Study Committee

Organization U.S. Dept. of Interior Date 1-19 (phone)

Address

Phone

Person

P.O. Box 3276 DT. Anchorage 99510

271-4313

Dick Dworsky Spokesperson y~N_

Correspondence

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Source

Impact of flow regime modification should be compared to the situation on the
Kenai Peninsula to evaluate the effect on fisheries.

4-14 (phone)

No additional comment, would like to see matrix if appropriate.



INTERVIEW FOIU'l
Alaska Railroad, Federal Railroad Administration

Organiza t ion --,ILl...S>..._nLlP"llpJ:t_.I.ouf;....T..r<oaaOnss.ppLOoLIr"t:.aut",u·0"'0"----______ Da te 1_ 21 (pbone)

Address

Phone

Person

POUCh 7 2111 Anchorage 99510

265-2457

---fI.ancis Weeks (Ted Trueblood) Spokesperson YL N_

Correspondence
Operation of the project to decrease

annual spring flooding can decrease the
chances of serious ice jam damage to
railroad bridges but may cause erosional
problems at bridge piers due to decreased
silt input and more restricted channeli­
zation of the river. The latter should
be investigated.

Additional concerns for inclusion in
instream flow studies.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Problem stated in letter still exists.

4-13 (phone)

Source

FugIest",d, T.C. 1974. Letter to K.
Cheung, Engineering Div., Alaska
District, U.S. Army Corps of En­
gineers, Anchorage, AK, November
27, 1974.

Weeks, F. 1981. Letter to D. Wozniak,
Alaska Power Authority, Anchorage,
AK, April 10, 1981.

Expanded on comments that were sent to Dave Wozniak.

What, if any, expected changes may occur in the ground thermal regime? What
would the effect of permafrost melt or frost heaving on bridge piers be?

Has information about permafrost presence in railroad bed.

Provided information to R&M on breakup.

Curious about operating schedule of dam.

Wants interview forms with related concerns (delivered).



Organization

Address

Phone

INTERVIE!, FORN
Environmental Evaluations Branch
U.S. EnvironmeDtal ProtectjoD Agency (EPA)

1200 6th Avenue, Seattle WA 981~0~1~_

~6) 442-1285

Date 1_19 (phone)

Person Judy Schwartz (Bill Britt. 271-5083) Spokesperson Y.:iL. N_

Send duplicate copy to Bill Britt
701 C Street. Box 19. Anchorage 99513

Correspondence Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

EPA is interested in bottom line policy but not in day-to-day concerns at this
time.

4-21 (phone)

No further comment, refer to S~attle office.

4-27 (phone) Judy Schwartz

Has not read report, will call if further comment.



Organization

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

INTERVIEW FORM

Assistant Area Director for Environment
II S Fi sb and Wi 1d1 j fe Send ce (IrSFws)

lOll E Tl1dor Road, Anchorage 99503

276-3800

Keith Bayba

"Date _1l-.lLl6>- _

Spokesperson Y-*- N_

Source

The most significant biological impacts
may occur downstream from Talkeetna.
Need quantification of habitat.
Effect of altered flow regimes for
fish and wildlife.

Need measurement of potential riparian
habitat change over time.
Need river profiles below Talkeetna
as background to measure potential
change in river configuration and
habitats downstream.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Hickman, G. 1979. Letter to E. Yould,
Alaska Power Authority, Anchorage,
AK, November 15, 1979.

Schreiner, K. 1980. Letter to E. Yould,
Alaska Power Authority, Anchorage,AK,
June 23, 1980.

To what extent will other tributaries be available for power development? If
nothing is planned, it should be stipulated in the license.

Clear water at head of Susitna is what carries sediment.

Gravel in Susitna - near capital site.

Fisheries, gravel, freshwater resources for consumption - should be considered
as area develops.

Recommend multiagency approach.

4-23

Wants appendix (delivered). Reviewed appendix after reading report. Feels that
concerns about commercial navigation, recreational navigation, water rights,
and fisheries are adequate; wildlife concerns are too general; concerns about
water quality, estuarine requirements, riparian vegetation requirements,
wetlands, wild and scenic reivers, flooding, and offstream needs are understated;
and concerns about gravel resources are grossly understated. Report accurately



Assistant Area Director for Environment
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

presents information provided by those surveyed, but does not want APA
or Acres to feel that these are the only instream flow concerns - u~re

issues will be identified as more information becomes available. Plans
to discuss this with Eric Yould.



INTERVIEW FORM
Ecological Services (ES)

Organization U,S. Fish and ylildlife Service (IISEWS) Date 1_21

.\ddress

Phone

Person

Correspondence

10]1 E Tudor Road Ancbor~ge 99503

276 3800

Gary StackhOUSe Don McKay. Bruce Apple Spokesperson Y'!.- N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

ANILCA requires quantification of water rights.

Need recreational user evaluation.

Has more information on flow been generated below Talkeetna? This is needed
to answer the question of commercial navigation.

Effect on icing at mouth of Chulitna because of increased flows in winter.

More habitat will be lost below Talkeetna than above - more impact on recreation
below than above.

Incremental methodology has never been applied to a large silty river. It is
not suitable for quantifying water rights. ~F&G is developing techniques
not proven by field testing. Can't comment further without seeing
ADF&G's work plan and R&M's work to date.

4-23

Received comments from Keith Bayha.



INTERVIE\< FOR}!
Fishery Resources rogram

Organization~ FiSh and Wildlife Sen,ice (USFWS) Date ~i.=.JI..5:>- _

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

lOll E Tudor Road Anchorage 99503

276 3800

NOD'a] Netscb Spokesperson YL N_

Source

Questions. Concerns, and Comments

Recreational navigation - small boats - into and out of clearwater tributaries,
ie, Willow, L. Willow, Deshka, etc.

Waste load assimulation.

Whatwculdit take to maintian riparian vagetation or what would occur in riparian
vegetation?

Requirements for all major species of fish, including salmon (5 species), rainbow
trout, grayling. All stages - spawning, migration, overwintering, rearing,
feeding.

Instream flow maintenance as related to above concerns.

Methodologies will need further devlopment for evaluation of riparian vegetation
effects. Also application of incremental methodology to large glacial
systems in the far north.

4-23

Receiv~d comments from Keith Bayha.



Organization

Address

Phone

Person

INTERVIEW FORM
Western Alaska Ecological Services
u.s. Fish and WiJd11fe SerVice (lISE'JS)

733 W. 4th Aye , Anchorage 99501

_271 4575

Bruce ARP1e (POD McKay)

Date _lL-~2L2L- _

Spokesperson YJ<... N_

Correspondence

No specific comment on subtask 7.10,
but overall impact and mitigation
analysis is lacking.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Source

Bowker, R. 1980. Review of technical
procedures manuals. Letter to A.
Carson, Div. of Research and Devel­
opment, Alaska Dept. of Natural
Resources, Anchorage, AK, September
26, 1980.

Riparian vegetation requirements - what will be the magnitude of flow change under
project conditions? Will the capacity to release annual or semi-annual
flood flows to maintain early seral stages of shrubby vegetation be designed
into the project? Has the vegetation study been modified to include sufficient
monitoring of vegetation to provide the data to detect changes from preproject
to project conditions?

Fish and wildlife requirements - Will altered flow regimes cause side channels that
are used for spawning and rearing by salmon to either dewater or become inaccess­
able to fish? How will project flows influence the furbearers, aquatic
furbearers and nongame fauna through either changes in vegetation succession,
innundation, or flooding? How will potential changes in water temperatures
as a result of the project influence seasonal use of mainstem and side channel
habitats by resident and anadromous fish? Will aquatic and terrestrial
habitat analyses quantify the habitat that is altered due to project conditions?

4-23

Received comments from Keith Bayha.



Organization

Address

Phone

INTERVIEII FO~l

Regional Office
II S Forest Send Ce

pOBox gog j )"AftaU 9980.2- _

Date 1 ~O

Person Robert-Phi'lip. (Ken Thompson, 279-5541) Spokesperson Yi.... N_

Send duplicate copy to Ken Thompson
2221 E. Northern Lights Blvd., Anchorage 99504

Correspondence Source

Questions; Concerns, and Comments

Not involved in study.

Be sure to contact resource people most concerned - commercial fishermen, ADF&G, etc.

4-13 (phone)

Report adequate, will call if wants appendix.

t



INTERVIE\; FORM
Water Resources Div.

Organization 11. S. Geological Survey (USGS) Date 16

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

733 W. 4th Ave .. Anchpraae 99501

271-4138

Bob Lamke Spokesperson Y..:!!.... N_

Source

No problem with subtask 7.10. but the
water quality subtask is essenti~l to
this subtask, and USGS can't determine
the extent of data required, the addi­
tional data needed, or the details
and timing of data collection.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Lamke. B. 1980. Review of technical
procedures manuals. Letter to
A. Carson, DiVe of Research and
Development. Alaska Dept. of
Natural Resources, Anchorage,AK,
October 9. 1980.

As an agency, USGS's needs are for data and information that will help them
to better understand the hydrology of the area and state. USGS issues
no permits. However, they do occasionally review license applications
to FERC (at headquarters in Washington. DC) and nationally USGS reviews
environmental impact statements. USGS is interested and involved in
instream flow methodologies and quantification of flows needed for specific
purposes such as reservation of water rights for federal lands and indian
tribes. These needs are not specific to the Susitna River instream flow
assessment but are generic to USGS's missions in collecting and providing
water data and information and analyzing, summarizing, and reporting
these water data and information for use by other agencies.

In order to make a theoretical computation of the effects of scour, considerable
sediment data have to be collected and analyzed. and these data should
include bedload and bed material sample results as well as the more conven­
tional suspended sediment analysis results. Concerned that potential changes or
impacts of stream morphology be adequately addres,ed in the study.

4-22

Original comment expanded (above), provided additional information for incorporation
into text. wants append~K (delivered).



INTERVIEW FORM

Organization U.S. Herita2e. Conservation and Recreation
Service (HCRS)

Address 1011 E. Tudor Rd., Anchorage 99503

Da te -l.::.JlI.:5L- _

Phone

Person

Correspondence

277-1666

Larry Wright. Bill Welch Spokesperson Y..:!..- N_

Source

Reviewed cultural resources
and recre&tion.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Wright, L. 1980. Review of technical
procedures manuals. Letter to A.
Carson, Div. of Research and Devel­
opment, Alaska Dept. of Natural
Resources, Anchorage, AK, October
9, 1980.

Main concern - balanced evaluation of negative and positive impacts of project on
recreational opportunities be considered. Loss of recreation opportunities
and recreation resource values should be considered at each of the reaches.
Would there be decrease of current water-based access? What potential oppor­
tunities exist that the public is not currently utilizing that might be lost as
a result of the project? What new recreational opportunities would be created
as a result of the project at the reservoir and elsewhere through improved
land and water access?

Interested in all reaches, but whitewater values are of particular interest. Reach
including Devil's Canyon to Talkeetna important for wild and scenic river
values, has world class status as whitewater river, no legislation to study
it for this purpose at present.

Not familiar enough with recreational opportunities in the study area to say how
the instream flow study will help.

Will be assisting in advisory role in the devleopment of Exhibit R and in the
official review of the application for license. FERC requires the applicant
to consult with HCRS on development of a recreation plan. HCRS provides a
cqoridinating role among federal, state, and local interests.

4-16,4-17 (phone) Corrections noted, will call if wants appendix.



INTERVIEW FORM

Organization U,S National Marine Fisheries Seryjce (NMFS) Date ~1=-~1~6~ ___

A1dress

Phone

Person

Correspondence

701 C Street. Box 43. Anchorage 99513

271-5006

Brad Smith Spokesperson Y2L N___

Source

Reviewed subtask 7.10 - no comment

Subtask 7.10 lacks detail. but TES
can't begin until data is received
from ADF&G. There needs to be input
from all agencies for mitigation
planning.

Questions. Concerns, and Comments

Morris. R. 1980. Letter to E. YouId.
Alaska Power Authority, Anchorage,
AX. March 11. 1980.

Smith. B. 1980. Review of technical
procedures manuals. Letter to A.
Carson, Div. of Research and Devel­
opment, Alaska Dept. of Natural
Resources, Anchorage, AK, September
29. 1980.

Verification of dampening effect of reduced flow downstream.

Freshwater recruitment to estuary - verify if this is a significant problem.

Recreational navigation - sports fishing. access.

Riparian requirements.

Fish and wildlife requirements.

Recreational requirements.

Geographic concern - area above confluence of Yentna important, but defer to
AOF&G.

4-14 (phone)

No additional comments.

Will this be a classical instream flow study?



INTERVIEW FOR}l
Alaska Area Office

Organization U.S. National Park Service Date 1-20 (phone)

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

540 W. 5th Ave., Anchorage 99501

271-4216

Al Iovass (Howard Wagner) Spokesperson Y!:- N_

Source

Questions. Concerns~ and Comments

No comment - other resource agencies ~,ill address these concerns.

4-14 Bailey Breedlove

Wants appendix (delivered).

No further comment - outside area of jurisdiction.

Will write David Wozniak, APA (received report with no cover letter - delivered
sample letter).



INTERVIEW FORM

Organiza tion __U,"",-,"-S....-"S"o-"i-"l--"C"o-"n,;,s"e,"!",..!!..!!a",t",i",o",n'--'iS",e,",rv"",i",c,.se,-,(..,S"C~S,.,lL- Date 1-20

Address

Phone

2221 E. Northern Lights Blvd •• Anchorage 99504

276-4246

Person

Correspondence

Sterling Powell Spokesperson Y.2!... N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Riparian vegetation will readjust to the system - will probably creep down in
summer and be pushed back by winter ice. In the steep-walled area it may
not change. Changes are probably not measureahle below the Chulitna.

What will the differences in normal water levels be at the mouths of major
streams in winter? What will the difference in sediment concentration in
the Susitna he? What mixing will occur? How does this compare to the
Russian and Moose Rivers on the Kenai? Why is the king salmon fishery
so much better on the Kenai?

What will the effect of the project be on bedload movement associated with
storm events? Has observed Montana Creek when it was too shallow for
kings to enter because of the amount of gravel buildup after a storm.

The problem of buildup of water on winter ice could be managed by controlled
releases once the pool is full.

What is thE travel time of water in the reservoir? How many years will water
stay in the pool? Where will the water be released(sediment concentrations
could be controlled somewhat)? Settlement can be computed from determin­
a~ion of grain size.

4-14 (phone) No further. comment.



INTERVIEI' FORH
Snow Survey Supervisor

Organization _...JIu.I....,S~..S..oLJj'-1'-...JC...Joo.o""5"e.J:rv=aLlt...JjLlollD"-S=e.J:T..V"i.J:c'"e'-J("S"C,-S;>+)_ Date -l=o:;2:uOL.... _

Address

Phone

__2t..2t.<.2.J.l--'E......,N!llo,;Tt.tt.bnee.J:rDDuT.:Ji'lg"blJt"sS-IlB.J.l..,,:lJd'-......,."DlJco.bllOIll:T.aa ge 99504

276 4246

Person

Correspondence

George Claggett Spokesperson YJ!.... N

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Contribution of tributaries below dam could offset or accentuate flow problem ­
need additional snow surveys outside drainage to determine this.

Area between Chulitna and dam is transition area - heavy snowpack. Need snow
survey data from the Chulitna drainage.

4-27 (phone)

Commended effort.

R&M doing good job of collecting data in upstream area, including snowpack and
snowmelt runoff data. This should be continued and.beneficial sites in the head­
water country of the Alaska Range should be expanded (nothing is being collected
in the McClarren River drainage). This data will provide a good index for
runoff into the reservoir system for downstream management.



,.

INTERVIEW FCRM
Planning Dept.

Organization Mataollska 5"91 tna Borough Date _

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

Box B. Palmer 99645

745-4801

Rodney ScbJllling Spokesperson Y..iL N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

4-27 (phone)

New contact, mailed report with sample cover letter, will call or write APA if
comments.



Organization

Address

Phone

1NTERV1W FORN
Arctic Environmental Information
University of Alaska

707 A Street, Anchorage 99501

279 4523

and Data Center (AE1DC)
Date 22

Person

Correspondence

Bill Wilson Spokesperson y~ N_

Source

Inadequate time to complete studies.
Effect of increased sport fishing.

Additional comments on instream
flow study.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Wilson, W.J. 1980. Review of technical
procedures manuals. Letter to A.
Carson, Div. of Research and Devel­
opment, Alaska Dept. of Natural
Resources, Anchorage, AK, September
26, 1980.

Wilson, W.J. 1981. Letter to D. Wozniak,
Alaska Power Authority, Anchorage, AK,
April 16, 1981.

Wetlands, sloughs, riparian systems, use of estuary by Beluga whales and seals.

Availability of adequate number of technically qualified people - instream
flow study requires a team effort and technical support.

Gathering habitat suitibility information in glacial rivers hasn't been done.
How will procedures and approaches be established and field tested?

4-14

Concurs with report, writing letter to Dave Wozniak, wants appendix (delivered).



1NTERV1ElV FOR.'l

Cooperative Fisheries Research Unit
Orgaoi z a t ion _..lU"n....i..,V"e"'r"s...i"'t..l'O'-l0...f......A>.l"'a..s"'k"'a"'- _ Date 21 (phone)

Address

Phone

Person

Fairbanks 9970]

479-7661

----.J..a..c..que line-'"L"a"P"p....r....r ....i"e....r"e'- _ Spokesperson Y.1L N_

Correspondence

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

No comment - will comment on report.

4-14 (phone)

Source

Not enough technical information to provide technical comments.

Effects on groundwater recharge.

Discussed recreation survey.



Organization

INTERVIE\, FOlU'I

Alaska Center for the Environment (60 0) Date -J.I-J.19!1----

Address

Phone

1°69 W 6th A"e

274_3621

Anchorage 99501

Person

Correspondence

Peg Ii 1 ssLtQQQQ _ Spokesperson Yi..... N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Has seen Acres plan of study.

State land disposal program is not considering access - could affect fish and
wildlife.

Effect on water quality of higher concentration of nitrogen in water passing through
turbines.

Effects on downstream aquatic life and wetlands of impounding water and changing
water temperature.

How mao.7 sloughs, channels, and oxbows would be waterless? What would the
efiect be on the estuary, wetlands popu:ations, and riparian vegetation?

How will change in flow and water quality affect fish, moose habitat, and
caribou crossings?

There is increased recreationa] use of all sections of the river fQr fishing.
Rafting and kayaking in Devil's Canyon are increasing as more people gain
experience. Use by Anchorage bowl residents is increasing due to recrea­
tional site disposals and crowding elsewhere. This will continue, especi­
ally if a small boat harbor is built in Anchorage.

III



Alaska Center for the Environment

Must get sense of dynamics of river over time.

Would like to see study of projection of flow regime if both dams are built.

Not comfortable with design engineer doing feasibility study.

Acres budget should be examined to see if adequate equipment and personnel to
interpret data are being provided to achieve the objectives stated in the
plan of study.

S(!diment load may affe~t turbines so that b ~des have to be changed often - heavy
maintenance and down time.

What are the options for instream, below-water-level generation of electricity
(this is being done in Switzerland)?

4-16 (phone)

No further comment, wants appendix (delivered). Commended effort.

Send draft instream flow study plan to:
Alaska Center for the Environment
Alaskans for Alternate Energy
Alaska Public Interest Research Group
Fairbanks Environmental Center
Susitna Power Now
Trustees for Alaska



INTERVIEW FO~I

Organization Alaska Conservation Society (},200)
c/o Dan Bishop, Fnvironaid

Address RR4, Box 4993 Juneau 99803

Phone

Date 21 (phone)

Person

Correspondence

Dan Bishop (Bob Weeden, 479-7095) Spokesperson y~N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

No comment - will circulate report to members and return comments.

4-14 (phone)

Concerns of members raised by others - please keep informed.



INTERVIEW FORM

Organization Alaska Miners Association (1 600) Date _'-=-'1.;9<- _

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

509 W. 3rd Aye .• Suite 17. Anchorage 99501

276-0347

Howard Grey (274 2314) Spokesperson y~_ N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Will have further comment when more information is avail£ble. Basically
in support of project, no perceived impact on miners at this time.
Advantage of flood control to mining operations.

Discussed possible impacts to miners, including dilution factor of decreased
flows and decreased water supply if tributaries are required to augment
Susitna at certain seasons.

Have water rights and other uses of water on which livlihood depends
(ie, guiding) been checked?

What would the effect of other projects constructed in the Susitna basin be?

4-20

Has not received report (delivered with sample cover letter and comments from
miners received by APA) , will call if further comment.



INTERVIEW FORM

Organization Alaska Public Interest Research Group (AKPIRG)Date 1-16~ __

Addtess 513 W. 7th Ave., Anchorage 99501

P~one ....::.2.:...78"--~3e.:6e.:6'"'1'-- _

Person

Correspondence

Eric Myers Spokesperson Y~ N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Has seen Acres Plan of Study, familiar with Terror Lake study.

Prime concern is with effect on biota, mainly vegetation, then fish and wild­
life. Concerned about salinity, flow regime maintenance.

How will instream flow study assist in assessment of fisheries impact,
including commercial fisheries?

Will instream flow study deal with ice-related problems - gouging of banks,
ripping out of frozen vegetation, streambed erosion, dewatering under
ice near banks?

Concerned with downstream impacts, mainly below Devil's Canyon, for
fisheries. Emphasis should not be just on salmon.

Commended APA for this effort.

4-24 (phone)

Has not read report, no further comment - confident that report summarizes concerns.



Organization

Address

Phone

INTERVIE\, FORl'l

Alaska Rural Electric Cooperative A~ciationDate ~1~2~2~ _

6000 C Street. Suite C. Anchorage 99502

276 3235

Person

Correspondence

Dave Hutchins Spokesperson Y,L N_

Source

Questions, ConCer".ls, and Comments

Need to know flow at dam sites to determine amount of water available for
hydroelectric purposes.

Appreciated being informed about the instream flow effort.

4-20 (phone)

Has not read report, will call if further comment.



INTERVIEI' FORN

Organization Alaskans for Alternate Energy (70) Date -,1~-.=I.<.9 _

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

536 Bonanza, Anchorage 99502

279-5904

James Barkshire (Nancy.Lee, Jack Spratt,
274-3621)

Spokesperson y~ N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Is Susitna necessary?

Is information available describing present water use?

The instream flow question (along with the seismic question) is essential to
determining the feasibility of the project.

What are the associated habitat impacts, what is the trade-off?

By utilizing decentralized renewable energy systems, can the demand be
sufficiently reduced to eliminate the need for Susitna, reduce the
scale, or choose a smaller hydro site?

If Susitna allows for large-scale industrial development, what will the effect
be on water quality?

4-15 (phone)

Has not received report, will look at Peg Tileston's copy.

Will call back if additional comments.



INTERVIEW FORM

Organization Cook In1 et AqJlacIIl eliTe Associ at; on Da t e -,-,~2,",6'-\(cI'p",b",o",n.ee+)_

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

P.O. BQx 850. Soldotna 99669

262 4441 ex 257

Floyd Hejrnbtlck (Tom Mears) Spokesperson YL N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Spawning populations of salmon use groundwater seepages on floodplain adjacent
to river. How will flow through side channels be affected, and what is the
ability of the fish to get in and out?

What methodology will be used? Will results answer questions about spawning areas
on the floodplain of the river and how it is affected under various flow
regimes?

Will there be enough velocity data collected in the canyon to define available
fish habitat and determine the cost of structures to provide fish ~ccess?

4-15 (phone)

Has not received report (mailed with sample cover letter), will call if further
comment.



INTERVIE\< FORN

Organization Cook Inlet Regiop....----'I"'n"'cc:. _

Address 2525 C Street. Anchorage 99503

Date 1-20 (phone)

Phone

Person

Correspondence

274-8638

Marge Sagerser Spokesperson Y-.!!... N_

Source

Questions, Concerns. and Comments

No comment - refer to Village Presidents Association.

4-14 (phone)

Wants appendix (delivered). no further comment.



INTERVlE\, FORM

Organization Denali Citizens Council (150)
c/o Chris Abshire

Address -1711 Highlander Drive, ADchorage 99502

Date ....J=-..22L- _

Phone

Person

Correspondence

344-7484

Chris PJ",h.j,r.!'.-llete Martin. 274 4676) Spokesperson YL N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Concerned that rational development of Denali Park area proceed with caution.

Thorough evaluation of alternatives to Susitna should be conducted.

4-14 (phone)

No further comment.



Organization

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

INTERVIEW FORM

Devilfs Canyon Corporatio~n~ _
c/o Troy Sullivan
Box 10216, South Station, Anchorage 99511

263 1777 (wkl 344-3883 (hml

":'roy Sullivan

Date 1-21 (phonel

Spokesperson y~N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Dam will provide enhanced recreational use of the area around the
winter and summer activities. Lodge will be within one mile
line. Winter access of road to dam will allow people access
of the reservoir over the ice for cross country skiing, etc.
swimming will be available.

Appreciates APAfs interest in the organization.

4-15 (phone)

No further comment.

reservoi!' for
of the water­
to other side
Fishing and



Organization

Address

Phone

INTERVIE\~ FORI'l

Fairbanks Eoy; [ooropora] CEnter

2]8 Driyeway. Fairbanks 99701

452 5021

Date 21 (phone)

Person

Correspondence

Jeff We1tzjn Spokesperson Y.:!L. N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Main concern - coordination between hydrology and fish and wildlife studies.

Impact of decreased flows on navigation (boat access) at Talkeetna.

Effect of decreased flow in summer on access to spawning sloughs between
Portage Creek and Talkeetna.

How much silt will be released in winter flow - what will the effect be on
incubation and rearing of fry?

What will be the effect of increased winter flow? How will it affect scouring?

Examination of sedicentation in reservoir is based on USACE work and should
be re-examined.

Silting in of small dams elsewhere should be examined (cf. Scandinavian countries).

4-17 (phone)

Has not read report thoroughly, will call back if additional comments.



Address

INTERVIEW FORM

Orgaoiza t ion ---=K=n:;:i::k:.;K=a::n:::o:;e;;.r~s:....:a~n::d:..,.K:;.a::y!,.a::k::::::e.:r::s _
c/o Mary Kay Hession
SRA Box 319, Anchorage 99507

Date _

Phone

Person

Correspondence

276-5113

Mary Kay Hession Spokesperson Y!.-. N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

4-29 (phone)

New contact.

Same concern as HeRS on whitewater loss.



Organization

Address

Phone

INTERVIEW FORM
Alaska Region Office
National Audubon Society

308 G Street Suite 219 Anchorage 99501

Date

Person

Correspondence

Dave Cline Spokesperson Y-..:Js. N_

Source

Additional concerns for
instream flow study.

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Cline, D.R. 1981. Letter to D. Wozniak,
Alaska Power Authority, Anchorage, AX,
April 27. 1981.

Concerned with water quality, fish and wildlife, recreation, and hydrology.

What will effect of project on birds (bald eaglea) which feed on fish and other
aquatic organisms be?

Entire river should be studied because impacts extend to the flats. This
requires someone with the skill to look at the total ecosystem and apply
ecosystem modeling.

Using the USACE sediment study is not sufficient.

In large dam projects protection of fish and wildlife habitat has been a low
priority and should be evaluated as important.

How are the tasks being coordinated?

4-27

Additional concerns in letter to Dave Wozniak listed below.

Wants ~ppendix (delivered).



Alaska Region Office
National Audubon Society

Comprehensive recreaton policies should be adopted that are specific to the
reservoirs, mainstem river, and its tributaries. These must be integrated
in DNR's land use plan for the Susitna basin, particularly as regards assuring
public access to pubic waters.

Are comprehensive maps of wetland types in the Susitna basin, together with the best
available information on wetland productivity, being developed?

Identify and throughly evaluate habitats and life requirements of all major fish
species in the Susitna mainstem and tributaries.

The project area's wilderness resources should be thoroughly evaluated and projected
losses documented, ie, opportunities for solitude and unconfined recreation in a
setting where the imprir.t of man is substantially unnoticable. Existing wild
and scenic river values are particularly important in this regard.

Have major impacts on instream flow and wetlands within both primary and secondary
impact zones, together with proposed mitigative measures to deal with project
losses, been identified?

There will be a need for ongoing research and monitoring of project impacts on
instream flow. Is a strategy being developed to deal with this? For
example, river profiles below Talkeetna to measure changes in riparian habitat
from periodic flooding and scouring?

How does the Susitna project relate to the short and long term energy needs of the
area?



INTERVIEW FORM

Organization Resource Development COJlDcj 1 Date

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

P,O. Box 516. Anchorage 99510

278-9615

Paula Easley Spokesperson Y:!l.... N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Not available for interview within study deadline.

4-16 (phone) Joyce Munson

No comment, but feels some people asking questions have predetermined answers.



Address

INTERVIEW FOIU'l
Knik Group

Organization _..;;S"'i:!'e"r"r"au.C"IlIu"bL- _
c/o Paul Johnson
1664 Juneau Street. Anchorage 9950]

Date 20 (phone)

Phone

Person

Correspondence

279-666] ex 285 Cwk) 277 3703 (bm)

Payl JohnsoD Spokesperson YL N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Main concern - fisheries, wildlife, birds.

Will access for recreation be deteriorated or enhanced?

4-15 (phone)

Has not received report (mailed with sample cover letter), will call if further
comment.



INTERVIEW FOR.'l
National Representative

Organiza tion _--'S"i..e"r"r"aL.l.C"'111IU,bL- _ Date 1-20 (phone)

Address

Phone

Person

Correspondence

545 E. 4th Aye., #5. Anchorage 99501

274-2318

Jack Hession Spokesperson Y-.:!!.... N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Main concern - fish and wildlife and recreation.

Impact on white water boating - Jones and Jones report to USACE recommended
relocation of dams to preserve whitewater recreation.

Impact on Cook Inlet.

Use USFWS model and latest methodology.

Look at whole system.

4-14 (phone)

No further comment.



Organization

Address

Phone

INTERVIEI, FO&'l

Susitna Power Now (1,000)

P.O. Box 981, Anchorage 99510

276-7744

Date 1-22 (phone)

Person

Correspondence

Eve Dischner-Reeves Spokesperson Y..!:- N_

Source

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Concerned about overall picture, special interest in fishery.

How will change in water level affect people living there?

How will changes in the water table affect wells or surface water sources?

What effect will the project have on resident fish (grayling) that furbearers
feed on?

4-16 (phone)

Will call after board meeting if additional comments.



INTERVIEW FO&~

Organization Trustees for Alaska (500)

Address

Phone

Person

835 D Street. Suite 202. Anchoraae 99501

276 4244

Rob Mintz Spokesperson Y~N__

Correspondence

How will ADF&G cooperate with other
agencies in coordinating study? What
are goals of feasibility study? What
sorts of studies are needed? How
much time and money are required?
What is ADF&G's view of potential
impacts?

Questions. Conc~rns, and Comments

Source

Weller, S. 1979. Letter to
R. Skoog, Alaska Dept. of Fish
and Game, Juneau, AK, March 12,
1979.

Recreational navigation - would hazards of movement increase or decrease? What is
the potential of changing the character of the river - width, depth, sediment load,
reduced summer flows, increased winter flows? What is the potential of increased
pollution from placer mining from sediment and compounds?

Freshwater recruitment to the estuary.

Riparian vegetation requirements.

Effects of higher winter flows (and lower summer flows) on fish and wildlife should
be studied.

Recreational impact - whitewater recreation at Devil's Canyon increasing.

Effect of adding excess turbid water to clear stream in winter?

Will reduction in seasonal variability of streamflow have negative impacts, ie,
loss of ability for river to cleanse itself of debris?

Will the project provide flood protection such that there will be an increase of
development in riparian lands?

4-15 (phone)

Correc;ions to interview form noted.



Address

INTERVIEW FORM

Orgaoi z ation _.!JY:Ji.Jl.Jl..alig;JieUP:lr:ietlSllju;dlleUDlIt;jsUAllSllSllollc~iLJalJr~jU0:llDL _
c/o Tyonek N3tive Corporation
445 E. 5th Ave . Suite 9, Anchora&,p 99501

Date 1-23 (phone)

Phone

Person

----2.72=!t5Il8 _

Agnes Brow (Jobn YOllogbl aod) Spokesperson Y....:!! N_

Correspondence

Questions, Concerns, and Comments

Source

No comment - will review report and refer comments to Bruce Bedard, APA.

4-15 (phone)

Will call if additional comments.
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