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March 7, 2000 6:30 p. m
PROCEEDI NGS
(Governnent Panel presentation not reported.
Starting time 6:30 p.m)
(Public Comment Session start tine: 7:15 p.m)
THE MODERATOR: We're going to start our ora
testimony now. And |1'd like to renmind you of our ground

rules. And for those of you who have entered the room since

then --

Di ana, do you want to break now?

Apparently, we have all the chairs out that there
are, so, but those of you standing, |I'msorry. Maybe you

can get soneone to switch with you hal fway. There are stil
a few chairs up here.

And we did, again, for those of you who didn't
hear, we noved the taped testinobny out into the | obby. So
if you want to give your testinony by tape, you can do that
out in the I obby. Here's a couple of chairs up here as wel
and a few others here (indicating).

So as we get started, let ne rem nd you of our
ground rules. We want to have a respectful exchange of
i deas here this evening and we need everybody's help to do
that. We're going to try to cut out that feedback that
you're getting.

I"'mnot going to -- |I'mgoing to encourage you to
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pl ease, no cl appi ng, no booi ng, cheering, gestures, anything
like that as the testinony unfolds.

I"'mgoing to call your nane to cone to the
m crophone, and that's based on the sign-up sheets. And the
sign-up sheets were nunmbered so you have a pretty good idea
of where you are. The nunbers went across the three sheets
but, so, the nunber that you saw accommpbdat es that order
So that should pretty nmuch be how you conme up, unless people
pul | out. So, although we will take a few mnutes for
testinmony fromelected and tribal officials to begin.

I'"'mgoing to call the nanme of the person who is
up, and then next who is up after that, and then the third
person on deck. So, please be ready to speak and let ne
know of if you need a m ke brought to you. W have a
portable we can bring to you if you need that.

We're going to use this light systemin front of
you, and it's right here (indicating). For those of you in
t he back, | don't know if you can see it or not. |If you are
up at the two mkes, there is no problemseeing it. So
watch the lights in front of you. The green |ight neans
speak, the yellow indicates that you have 60 seconds
remai ning, and the red neans stop. And I'Il help you with
that if you can't see it

At the end of your tine, please |eave the

m crophone so the next speaker nmmy begin. W hope to
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accommodat e everyone who wants to speak to the pane
tonight. W want to do that.

Now, as | said earlier, usually we try and break
up about 10:30. Obviously, that's not going to happen
tonight. So what we'll do is we'll take a couple of breaks,
gi ve people a chance to stretch. And at each break, we'l
assess how many people are |left and how many people want to
stay on the list. And we'll try and give you sone sense of
what that neans in terms of where you are and when you'll be
com ng up to speak.

Because the neeting is being transcribed --

LT. COL. BULEN: Qur intent is to hear anyone who
wants to talk. We're going to stay here to hear you. So,
if you really want to speak to this panel and it's 1:00
o'clock in the norning, | guarantee you, |'mgoing to be
sitting right here listening to you.

THE MODERATOR: Thanks, Bill.

Because the nmeeting is being transcribed, please
i ndi cate whether you're comenting on the Corps' EIS or the
federal caucus, All-H paper or both? And if you're not
sure, we'll do our best to get your coments to the right
agency.

Be sure and state your nane and the nanme of the
organi zati on or agency you're with, if any.

So, okay, is everybody ready? W'Ill start with
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Cl audi o Broncho, and second after that is Larry Bagley and
t hen Leonard Beck is on deck
CLAUDI O BRONCHO

MR. BRONCHO  Good evening. M nane is Claudio
Broncho. |1'mthe vice chairmn for the Shoshone-Bannock
tribes. |I'mhere this evening to testify on all the 4-H
paper and all that applies to this because it's al
connect ed.

We fromthe Shoshone-Bannock tribes, we fal
under the 1868 Fort Bridger treaty, which we went into the
treaty with the federal government, not the state or |daho
or any other state. And we had a | ot of concern in regards
to how the EIS applies to the treaty. W still say that it
doesn't apply. There is a lot of Iaws we have to kind of
di sti ngui sh.

The sal nmon hold a ot of cultural and spiritua
val ue to our people, the Shoshone and the Bannock tribes
here that were put on the reservation in southeast lIdaho in
1868. And those salnon are really dear to our subsistence,
in regards to what we call subsistence is we take that fish
and we take it hone and we eat it. W don't send it to a
cannery, we do not do any of that and sell it and then get
our | oaf of bread or bal oney or whatever.

We have a big concern because right now what

they're doing in regards to barging the snolts around the
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dam They're taking the fish and putting them on the

hi ghways and they're letting the humans have the float trips
and so forth on the waters. That's probably a reason why
you can't find out why these fish are dying when you put so
bi g of a percentage of them down bel ow Bonneville and so
forth.

And we're just studied out. You know, all these
different issues that we have here are a big concern to the
Shoshone- Bannock tribes in regards to sone of our rights
that we reserve out there.

Al so, you know, what are we going to do, wait for
the sal mon and the steel head to be extinct? And that's a
bi g concern here. W have one of the largest -- in the
state of |daho, we have one of the | argest, unoccupied
| ands, federal wilderness areas that -- these sal nbn were
here first. It took us 100 years to destroy this place.

We have al ways been environnentalists as |ndian
people and we hold that really dear to our heart, this |and.
And those are the things that we hold dear to us. It should
be a lot of controls out there on the ocean in regards to
the international waters, and so forth. | don't know how we
could control that, but a |lot of harvest is being taken out
there. We do have excess power here. That's not being
tol d.

And, so, those are things that the
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Shoshone- Bannock tribes hold dear w thin southeast I|daho.

And, so, we're asking that we have a stance here that we

prefer the natural flow But if it is breaching the dans,

so we prefer that alternative, breached dams. Thank you.
THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Cl audi o.

Larry Bagl ey and then Leonard Beck and then J.J.

Wadswor t h.
LARRY BAGLEY,
MR. BAGLEY: Good afternoon. M name is Larry
Bagley. |'ma nenber of the Shoshone-Bannock tribes on Fort
Hal | reservation. |It's not too far from here.

| serve on the Fort Hall business council which
is the governing body of the Shoshone-Bannock tribes. For
many years prior to this, | was also the fish and gane
director for the Shoshone-Bannock tribes. M prinmary
responsibility was in |law enforcenent, dealing with
fisheries and hunting issues.

The main point of ny testinony, since
construction of the Ice Harbor damin 1962, the Lower
Monurment al damin 1969, the Little Goose damin 1970, the
Lower Granite damin 1975, there was no forethought of the
i npacts on fish passage or the ecosystemitself or at |east
it took a backseat to power generation, barging and ot her
activities.

Studi es, experinents, supposed solutions to
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slowed nortality rates of fish popul ati on has been ongoi ng.
The success rate has been di sappoi nting, a downright
failure. | think the track record speaks for itself.

| heard a comment earlier about the fact that
survival rate release the fish below the Bonneville dam has
been good. We heard the comment, "returns do not reflect
such. "

I think we | ooked at the agricultural, quality,
et cetera, that are going down the river in barges. And you
take a gl ance over toward the highway system and you see
fish rolling down the highway in trucks; there is definitely
sonmething wong with this scenario.

From t he Shoshone-Bannock tribe standpoint, the
best solution to this situation at hand is breach the dans.
Renove the earth filled to the sides of these dans, if
needed. Return the earth to its natural as possible river
conditions, thereby insuring the safe and swift fish passage
up and down the river corridor. Let's try breaching the
dans. Return the river to as natural river conditions as
possi bl e.

Let's try this for sixteen to eighteen years and
see what the results are. |If it does not cure the problem
we can return to the drawing board. [If we take the present
track record we have in protecting these fish runs, et

cetera, it has been devastating to the fish runs, as well as
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treaty rights.

I think we need to highlight and I think we need
the bold print this next little comment |'m about to neke
here. The federal agencies and other entities that are
havi ng an i npact on |ongstanding treaty rights, which are
the suprene |aw of the land, need to be aware of the
grievance interference and the possible repercussions.

"Il just go ahead and wrap this up. [I'd like to
thank you for the opportunity to give testinony at this
hearing. |1'd also like to rem nd you to keep an open nind
to the testinony of other individuals here in this room who
are in favor of dam breachi ng, whether they be Indian tribes
or non-Indians in this room

I think we need to renenber as we sit in this
room and give testinony, the great injustice that has been
| evied against -- and | say "levied" upon the fisherman in
the course of elimnation. | thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Larry.

Leonard Beck. J.J. Wadsworth and then Brad
El dri dge.

LEONARD BECK

MR, BECK: | not only represent nyself as a Snake
River irrigator, but | represent the thousands of Snake
River irrigators --

THE MODERATOR: Can you give your nane, please?
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MR, BECK: Leonard Beck, |'msorry.

THE MODERATOR: That's okay.

MR, BECK: | also represent the thousands of
irrigators on the Snake River by being the chairman of the
Committee of Nine. | have a prepared statenment. The
Committee of Nine is the official advisory comrittee for the
Water District One, the |largest water district in the state
of | daho.

Water District One is responsible for natura
flow deliveries fromthe Snake River and storage deliveries
fromthe U S. Bureau of Reclanmation reservoirs above
Nort hern dam

The Committee of Nine al so operates the |oca
rental pool which supplies water to the bureau to hel p neet
the requirenents of the 1995 bi ol ogi cal opinion

In reply to the environnent and economic reviews
for sal mon recovery conducted by the U S. Arny Corps of
Engi neers, the U S. Bureau of Reclamation, the Natura
Marine Fishery Service, the Bonneville Power Adm nistration
the U S. Fish and Wldlife service. | have a list of 200
farmers and irrigators and residents fromthe Upper Snake
Ri ver that stand by this statenent.

I n adoption of a fish protection and recovery
pl an under either the Endangered Species Act or the

Nort hwest Pl anning Act for either the protection or recovery
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of our threatened or endangered anadronous fish species, al
federal agencies responsible for the protection or recovery
of the species nmust act within the law and that agency's
respective authority under the | aw.

When a plan is adopted, that containing
reasonabl e and prudent alternatives to certain actions then
occurring or conditions created, such as the hydropower
system to avoid jeopardy to the species and intake of the
speci es, such alternatives by a federal agency or other act
nmust be an action that is clearly authorized by I aw and
based upon sound, scientific data.

Any plan or biological opinion adopted for the
protection or recovery of endangered or threatened
anadronmous fish in the Colunbia and Snake Rivers of the
nort hwest that includes water acquisition by any nethod to
enhance or augnment flows has no scientific justification or
bi ol ogi cal basi s.

We supplied between 3900 CFS and 56 CFS from
Novenber 1st and April 1st. These flows have al ways been
met as part of the established mininmmflows on the Snake
Ri ver.

Fl ow augmentation with water duly appropriate for
ot her purposes and pl aces that have not been designated as
critical habitat for endangered or threatened anadronous

fish does not fall within the principle of flow
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augment ati on.

These | ong established beneficial uses of water
in the state of |Idaho by | andowners and others within the
state of ldaho constitutes a part of the cultural and
hi storical resource of the Upper Snake River.

As previously indicated, this prior appropriation
of the waters of the state of Idaho in the state of I|daho
for the use in the state of |daho has not and will not
result in the destruction or adverse nodification of
critical habitat of anadronous fish. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: J.J. Wadsworth, Brad El dridge and
Maxi ne Edno.

J. J. WADSWORTH

MR. WADSWORTH: 1'm J.J. Wadsworth. |'mon the
Fort Hall business council for the Shoshone-Bannock tribes.
And |'m here to give you ny thoughts on this during this
hearing. And what we've got here, you know, a |ot of people
don't think about what the circle of life is when it cones
to these fish, the salnon, the steelhead and so forth. You
know we' d better think about things |ike that.

Mot her nature has provided ways to protect her
sal mon, but now she's run out of things -- we've put a | ot
of barriers in the way of the sal non and the steel head. Now
they tal ked about earlier there, the things that they've

done on these dans to further enhance the recovery of the
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sal non. Barging. They tal ked about fish |adders. They
tal ked about other things, spillways and so forth. These
t hi ngs have all been tried.

Now t hi nk of the sal nmon, you know, as to what --
they're placed on a barge. 1It's a dark area. Mdther nature
has provided the salnmon with a mechanismthere to mgrate
back up to the sane place where they were hatched. And they
do that. But you take away that, place themin a dark area,
you take them over into barges whether it be by truck or by
wat er barges, that kind of nesses up their system

The sal nmon nean a ot to our people, and it's
been said -- not only that, but the sal non should be neaning
alot to you, the future of your children. Are they going
to see the salnon? | doubt it if we keep going the way we
are. W have an opportunity to save these sal non, save
these runs, to bring them back at | east to where they have
multiplied a little bit nore. And that's about breaching
the dans.

Nature will provide again. Nature will clean up
those silts that you talk about. That's what it's al
about. That's what the rains are for. That replenishes the
| and. That replenishes the fish. That replenishes you, the
peopl e. That replenishes our people, the Shoshone-Bannock
peopl e.

And to nme, you know, we study the studies, the
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studi es of the studies. Were has that gotten us?

read in this article in here that you handed out,

Now |

you know,

you nentioned sonmething about fifteen mllion to twenty

mllion salnon that has conme up the rivers. Well, it's down

to five mllion next, is what they say.

You' ve got to renenber the introductory of the

danms had started this decline. It was the decline t

happened by the dams. Now, they say there is only a mllion

that nmake it,

but there is not that

hat

mllion up there in the

headwat ers of the Snake or the Colunbia. That's where your

sal non begin their lives. That's where they end their

lives. Wth the breaching of the dans, we will

conme back.

Thank you very nuch.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Brad El dridge,

BRAD ELDRI DGE

MR. ELDRI DGE: (Good eveni ng.

THE MODERATOR: A little closer to the m

Thanks.

MR, ELDRIDGE: M nane is Brad Eldridge.

see them

Maxi ne Ednmo and then Bl ai ne Edno.

C.

I''m

here representing the City of Idaho Falls, and I'm a counci

menber for the City of lIdaho Falls. By training, |’

ma

chem cal engineer, by vocation, |I'ma college professor

Her e toni ght,

am representing not only the City of

| daho
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Falls, but also the lIdaho Consumer-owned Utilities
Associ ation, and the greater |daho Falls Chanber of
Commer ce.

We' ve heard many things toni ght about dam
breachi ng, about saving fish. | think that we are casting
the question inproperly. The question is not, do we have
dans or fish? The question should be, how can we have dans
and fish? How can we maximnize the return of salnon to their
habi tat while preserving the econonic and agricul tura
bounty that this region provides?

One of the things that needs to be stressed is
the accountability for results. W have spent billions upon
billions of dollars in an attenpt to bring sal non back, but
t hat has not happened. W need to have a way of meking sure
that billions upon billions nore dollars are not spent in
vai n.

I woul d suggest that dam breaching is an extrene
measure whi ch would cost billions upon billions of dollars
with no Iikely outcome beneficial to fish, wildlife or the
envi ronnent .

Many peopl e have tal ked about the path nodel and
other scientific studies. | would say that these studies
are inconplete and that nore data are needed to show what
the effect is on the ocean conditions and the harvest and

hat chery practi ces.
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I would say that there are many ot her
alternatives that could be taken to dam breaching or fl ow
augnentation. We need to renenber that in the All-H paper
we have forgotten a very inportant "H. " That is the humans
who live in this area who have a right to have a vibrant
econony, but also have a right to have the fish that their
forbearers were able to enjoy.

There is no silver bullet. There is no one
solution. We need to | ook at many different solutions and
conbi nations of solutions in order to bring the sal non back
and to namintain the econony of this area.

Thank you very much.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Brad. Okay. Maxine
Edno and then Bl ai ne Edno and then Ron Carl son.

MAXI NE EDMO,

MS. EDMO. My nane is Maxine Edno. |'m a nenber
of the Shoshone-Bannock tribes and a menber of the Land Use
Commi ssion for the tribe.

Qur tribe currently is located within four
counties, Bingham Bannock, Power and Caribou in this area
south of here. Prior to that tine, there were no boundaries
where our people went.

My grandfat her was marched to Fort Hall when he
was fifteen years old. Prior to that tine, they did spear

for salnmon, fish for sal non and sturgeon in the Snake River
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bel ow t he Shoshone Fall s.

And, also, nmy other grandfather, he went to --
they hunted all over in the western states. There were no
boundaries, no limtations. The streams were free flow ng
at that time. We could drink water wherever. It was clean
And today it's just the opposite.

And | feel that the natural habitat should be
brought back the way our people knew this originally. W're
poi soni ng our system

And tal k about environnental issues, all of you
peopl e shoul d be concerned about what's happeni ng today.

Qur way of life is being destroyed, our culture, our way of
life, our |anguage.

Prior to that time, when | went to school,
spoke Bannock and Shoshone. And ny grandparents were from
all over. There were no boundaries, like | stated before.
My grandfather was arrested in Wom ng for killing el k when
Wom ng became a state.

There are many historical things that were never
told to the non-Indian people in this area, or they could
care less, | guess. But to ne, | feel that our
grandchi l dren should be allowed to see what we saw and |ike
our grandparents.

It's not only our fish. |It's our plants, our

trees, our natural foods, like the camas, all the greens
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that grow along the creek are not there anynore. W use the
peppermnt for certain purposes. W used everything for
medi ci nal purposes. It's our way of life, our spiritual way
of life. So it's not only these things that you see today.
It's affecting all of us, the non-Indians as well as the

I ndi an peopl e.

So | really feel that the federal agencies should

listen and find out what's happening to everybody. It's not
only the Indian people. OQur people were marched, |ike
said, to Fort Hall. And the land was illegally taken, as

well as all the waters that discussed before in this state
of | daho.

We have many unresol ved issues that need to be --
that were -- sonme of themwere in ratified treaties and sone

were unratified treaties that the U S. governnent needs to

live up to.

There is a government-to-government relationship
that needs to be considered. And | hope that -- | know the
federal agencies have tried. And | like the way you're

doing things, lately. But prior to this tine --

THE MODERATOR: | need to ask you to wrap up,
pl ease, Maxi ne.

MS. EDMO:  Thank you for your tinme, and |'m sorry
I'"'mnot, you know, | don't have all these fancy words |ike

everybody el se, but that's just the way | feel
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THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Maxi ne.

Bl ai ne Edno, Ron Carl son, and then we're on our
list of Jerry Bullock and Marv Hoyt.

Okay. Blaine is not here.

Is Ron Carlson here? Ron, are you here?

After Ron is Jerry Bullock and then Marv Hoyt.

RON CARLSON

MR. CARLSON: Ron Carlson. M nane is Ron
Carlson. | have been the Snake River water master for the
past twenty-two years. | am an engi neer and hydrol ogi st.
And | would like to just take a |l ook at the things that we
know.

Nunber one, no one has a clue how to recover
listed sal non species. There is sinply faith that renoving
four dams will be successful

Nunber two, the science tells us that predators
are killing nore |listed species than any other cause.
Predators should be one of the "H s." Unfortunately, the
spelling doesn't start with an "H. "

Nunber Three, devel opnent of water in |Idaho has
contributed in no way to the decline of listed salnon. The
Snake River systemwas essentially fully appropriated fifty
years before we started seeing the major declines in sal non
runs. In fact, water devel opnment in |Idaho has not mpjorly

reduced the total flows of the Lower Snake.
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Nurmber four, flow augnentation has had no nmgj or
positive inpact on any |listed species and, in fact, should
be di sconti nued.

Nunber five, damrenpval makes no sense as an
alternative. |[If you had approval today to renove the dans,
the best information is that it would take sixty years
before you woul d actually get the job done. | would submit
that we don't have sixty years to resolve this issue

Nunber six, all of the efforts to recover sal non
have been based upon the assunption that man can take
actions on the river that will cause the return of Snake
Ri ver sal non. W know the problem however, is in the
oceans but it's too big to be addressed. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ron.

Jerry Bull ock, Marv Hoyt and then Pat Ford.

JERRY BULLOCK

MR. BULLOCK: My name is Jerry Bullock. | ama
citizen in the state of Idaho. | live in Blackfoot. |'m
testifying in favor of Alternative Four in the Corps of
Engi neers draft EIS. | support either of the federal caucus
all-H plan alternatives that include breaching the four
| ower dans.

The sal mon runs on the Col unbi a and Snake Rivers
are one of the gens of the northwest. Besides the nountains

and the forest, it was the salnon that defined our region.
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Their return will reconstruct the natural fabric of our area
and bring our citizens spiritual, recreational and economc
benefits that would pay off many tinmes over in what's needed
to facilitate the breaching of four obsolete dams and the
econom cal |y bankrupt policies that built and sustain them

| want to see what those in the '50s saw, chinook
of twenty and thirty pounds crowdi ng the hol es of the Upper
Lemhi River. Fish running al nost |evel -- up beyond
Patterson in May, fish stacked three and four deep like cord
wood in pools. There was so many fish, they ran out in
irrigation ditches and swam out onto the pastures.

And this was after nobst of the dams on the Lower
Col unbi a were built and before these four dans on the Lower
Snake were built.

In fact, if you | ook at the data on sal non
declines, they coincide exactly with those four danms being
constructed. | want to fish for these wonderful creatures
and see them and hear them as masses of them rush through
the shallow ripples to the next pool

My friends tell nme of standing in the Lenhi,
fishing a pool below them holding thirty or forty chinooks
when all the fish decided to nove upstream He said they
cane |i ke a stanpede. Their backs bul ging around and tails
flowing in water ten feet and collisions, alnmst knocking

t hem down. l'd like to see that. And I1'd like to see
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future generations be able to see it.

It's these last four |ower Snake dans that broke
the back of our salnmon runs on the Snake. These barge cana
ponds that provide little of the regions power, no water
storage and no flood control. These dans that were built
for the benefit of a very few at great taxpayer expense.
Now there are econonically superior alternatives that wll
save the sal non and j obs.

We have deceivers anong us. Deceivers have to
use stories to frighten and m srepresent to our water users
here in Idaho that the renmoval of these dams will threaten
our water. The opposite is true. Damrenoval reduces the
case for taking Idaho water. Damrempval elininates over
one hundred mles of slack water behind these dans, which is
why we have to flush the water through with our water
anyway.

We have a few politicians who refuse to be
statesnen. They appear nore interested in the entrenched
power structures than in the facts. So they posture and
m sl ead the water users, the conservationists, and the
general citizens. They stall, hoping the salnmon will al
slip into extinction. |Ilgnore them Look at the irrefutable
econom ¢ data. Keep our water in Idaho here. Breach the
dans. Save the sal non.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jerry.
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Hol d your appl ause, please. Folks, I'mgoing to
ask you to hold your applause, please. Thank you.
MARV HOYT,
MS. HOYT: Good evening. M name is Marv Hoyt.
I live in lIdaho Falls, Idaho. | work for and represent
toni ght the Greater Yellowstone Coalition. Qur coments are
directed towards both the Corps' draft EIS and the federa
caucus All-H paper.

GYC is a regional nonprofit conservation
organi zati on based in Bozenan, Montana. W also have
offices in Wom ng and | daho. GYC has approxi mately 8, 000
i ndi vi dual nenbers, 100 busi ness corporate sponsors and a 90
menber organization. Qur mssion is to conserve and protect
the greater Yell owstone ecosystem

The upper Snake River in Idaho, and in Wom ng
is an integral part of the greater Yell owstone ecosystem
therefore, our keen interest in this issue.

GYC supports Alternative Four in the Corps' D-EIS
and any conprehensive recovery plan put forth by the federal
caucus and the All-H paper which includes the protection of
sout hern | daho water.

The only way to ensure the protection of our
sal mon and steel head and southern Idaho water is to breach
the four Lower Snake River damns.

We -- excuse ne.
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We need sal non. These dans make no sense. The
four Lower Snake River dans -- if the four Lower Snake River
dans are not breached, we will put at risk the resident
trout fisheries of the Upper Snake.

If the four Lower Snake River dans are not
breached, we risk the destruction of the aquatic ecosystens
and their dependent wildlife on the Upper Snhake River.

If the four Lower Snake River dans are not
breached, we risk breaking the prom ses we made in our
nation's treaty with Idaho's first people.

If the four Lower Snake River dans are not
breached, we are putting at risk irrigated agriculture in
sout hern I daho and the Upper Snake basin. This make no
sense. These dans make no sense.

We have been told by our elected officials in
I daho that the political reality is, that the dans are here
to stay. | submit that is Senator Larry Craig, Senator M ke
Crapo, Congressman M ke Sinpson and Congresswoman Hel en
Chenowet h, with the bl essing of Idaho's Governor Dirk
Kenpt horne were to introduce federal |egislation that
requi red breaching the four Lower Snake River dans, to
restore sal non and steel head, while justly conpensating al
injured parties, then the political reality in lIdaho and the
Nort hwest woul d change dramatical ly.

By failing to do this, our political |eaders are
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knowi ngly condemni ng our sal non and our water in |daho.
This makes no sense. These dans nake no sense.

It is tinme for Idaho's political |eaders to do

the right thing. It is time for Idaho's political |eaders
to stand up for salnmon. It is time for ldaho' s |eaders to
change political reality. It is time for ldaho's politica

| eaders to call for the breaching of the four Lower Snake
Ri ver dans so that our sal non and our steel head are
restored.

We need sal non in Idaho. These dans nake no
sense. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Marv.

Pat Ford.

Pl ease hold your applause. Thanks. Can | ask
you to hold your appl ause because let ne tell you what
that's about.

If we start having applause, then it's hard to
stop the booing, as well. [If I allow one, | have to all ow
the other. That establishes quite an environnment of
di srespect.

Secondly, when one group claps for an opinion
t hey support, then the opposite viewpoint says to
t hensel ves, we need to get our group in here to clap even
| ouder. And before you know it, instead of |istening, we

have a contest. And that's not the environment we want
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ei t her.

So please, | ask you to abide by the ground rules
and hold your clapping and booi ng and any ot her gestures.

Great. Thanks, | appreciate it. Okay. After
that little lecture, Pat, you're on.

PAT FORD,

MR. FORD: |'m Pat Ford, executive director of
the Save Qur WIld Salnmon Coalition. W have fifty-four
menber organi zations in the Northwest. W represent severa
hundred thousand northwesterners. And our menbers support
about 7,000 jobs in the region.

Though I'ma lifelong Idahoan and | grew up in
this state, | was asked by many of our Washi ngton and Oregon
menber groups to represent them here tonight and tal k about
water. So |'mnot going to speak tonight for our Idaho
menber groups. They are here to speak for thensel ves.

"' m happi est making the positive case for
partially removing the four Lower Snake River dams as the
cornerstone, not the only action, of a conprehensive
recovery plan for Snake River sal non and steel head. But the
| daho Water Users Association and sonme of |daho's elected
| eaders have clained that we, Oregon and WAshi ngton menbers
of SOS, want to both renobve the dans and take | arge anounts
of Idaho water. So | want to address that claimas clearly

as | can tonight in three mnutes, which ain't easy.
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Sci ence, partial renmoval of the four Lower Snake
River danms is in our view the surest and likely only way to
restore harvestabl e popul ati ons of Snhake River sal non
steel head. We're convinced additional water fromldaho in
any anounts cannot do that. But as long as the dans are in
pl ace, we regard it as a strong scientific fact backed by a
| ot of evidence that additional |arge amunts of water can

significantly help sal non and steel head survive rather than

go extinct.

We think the clainms of Idaho's elected | eaders to
the contrary are wi shful thinking. | know sone here tonight
will say otherwi se. W respectfully, but strongly disagree
and we expect that debate will be engaged in court soon

Law, our Oregon and WAshi ngton nenbers believe
| arge anounts can up additional water, can be legally be
acquired, purchased, |eased and/or provided to hel p sal non
survi ve.

Further, we believe law and treaty will require
such provisions if the dams remain in place.

Politics. Despite the strong scientific and
| egal case for providing | arge additional anmounts of water
if the dans stay in place, the fact is the Clinton
adm ni strati on has done next to nothing to secure it.

The Bureau of Reclamation and |daho's el ected

officials -- | congratulate them-- have run rings around
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the National Marine Fishery Service and the white house on
this issue. So our focus is on persuading the
administration to find the guts and the smarts to secure
additional water, |large amounts, if the dams remain in

pl ace.

The final fact is that if the danms stay, the
scientific, legal and political case for acquiring nmuch nore
| daho water is strong. |If the dans go, that case is weak
We believe all the awyers of all of the parties know this.

I am not going to say that if the dans are
renoved, our nenbers will prom se not to seek additiona
| daho water. And |I'mnot going to do that because in our
view, that hands a freebie to the Idaho elected officials
who woul d pocket that and do nothing to hel p sal non and
st eel head.

But | will say that the fact is the case is
strong if the dans remain in place. The case is weak if
they do not. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Pat.

Jerry Scheid, | think it's S-CHE-I-D. 1'mnot
sure which. Then Rob Gregoire and Sunshine C-1-C-C-ONE
JERRY SCHEI D

MR SCHEID: [I'mJerry Scheid. I'minvolved in a
farm ng and ranchi ng operation west of Idaho Falls. Wen

t hi nk about the salnmon issue, nmy nenory takes ne back to a
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sunmer many years ago when two teenage boys from Jerone,
| daho haul ed a horse and nule in a beat up old truck to
Decker Flats to go salnmon fishing. | was one of those boys.

A buddy and | woul d gather our bedrolls, our
groceries and our fishing gear, tie it on our horses and
head up the trail to Dagger Falls. W weren't the world
greatest fishernmen, and we didn't nmake much of an inpact on
t he sal mon popul ation. M nenories are not of the great
fish that we caught.

What | do recall is my trenendous sense of awe
when | watched sal non | onger than my armfight their way up
the falls to return to the mountain streans where they had
been hatched. It was an inspiring sight.

As a kid, the fact that these nagnificent fish
woul d cone fromthe reaches of the Pacific Ocean up hundreds
of miles of river to lay their eggs and die in Idaho seened
to me to be one of the greatest marvels of nature. It stil
does. | believe Idaho salnmon are worth saving.

I think we've studied the question | ong enough
I've conme to believe that breaching the dans on the Lower
Snake is the nost practical and npst certain approach to
sal mon recovery.

In addition to bringing back Idaho's natura
salmon runs, it will elimnate the need to take additiona

water fromirrigators in Idaho to augnment streamflow in
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drought vyears.

We spent alnmost three billion dollars on
unsuccessful restoration nmeasures. | think it is tine to
take the step that nost scientists believe will work and
breach the dans.

I, therefore, support Alternative Four in the
Arny Corps of Engineers EIS, and | also feel that breaching
shoul d be included in any plan put forward by the federa
caucus. Thank you for this opportunity.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jerry.

Okay. Rob Gregoire and then Sunshi ne.

If you can line up at the mke, it hel ps save a
few seconds. Thanks. And Jerry Myers after that.

ROB GREGO RE,

MR, GREGORE: M nanme is Rob Gregoire.

THE MODERATOR: Sorry, Rob.

MR, GREGO RE: That's okay. You're not the
first.

I live in Pocatello, Idaho. 1'mrepresenting
nmyself. |'malso representing ldaho Rivers United. [|'mon
the board of directors there. That is not a paid position
My comrents apply to both the draft EIS and All-H paper

I think it's pretty obvious after years of
studyi ng that we nust renpove the four Lower Snake River dans

in order to save |ldaho salnmon. In other words, | support
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Alternative Four of the draft EI'S paper and believe that the
federal caucus nust include dam breaching in any sal non
recovery plan.

Thi s has not been an easy decision for nme. |
grew up in Montana. | know what it's like to not be able to
find a job near your famly. | also have a graduate degree
in engineering, and |'ve listened to facts, and | do not
listen to enotional argunents.

VWhen | first heard that people were considering
renoving dans to save fish -- this is four years ago, |
t hought they nust be out of their mind. These fish cannot
possibly be worth it.

My instincts, and they were |l ed by sone
politicians, they told nme these dans are just enornously
i mportant and needed for flood control. One politician said
that. Power generation, which they are, irrigation, et
cetera. The fact that these dans are nostly needed to barge
commodities from Lew ston.

Even so, | believed that, hey, we really need
these dans. | just couldn't get it through nmy head. And
the only |l ogical way to get goods fromLewi ston is fromthis
wat erway. | |ooked on the map, it's about 140 miles. The
cost of extension outweighs the cost of driving that short a
di st ance.

My instincts also told ne that renmoving the dans
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woul d di srupt sone traditional way of life. The way people
talk, you would think that these jobs go back centuries.
This is not true. |If we breach the dans, we |ose a way of
life that is |ess than twenty-five years old. However, if
we don't breach the danms, we will |ose jobs and a way of
life that goes back hundreds, thousands, nmmybe ten thousands
of years. Shipping jobs are inportant, but a twenty-five

hi story of working agai nst nature does not give one the
right to trunp sal non-based industries or the rights of

I ndi ans.

Finally, I'mso sure that after studying these
facts, that | joined Idaho Rivers United. |'ve been hearing
t hi ngs about how these environmentalists are going to take
both the water and the dans. | can't enphasize that that is
not the case.

If the dans are breached, there will be no need
to use this water to save fish. However, if the dams are
not breached, our Upper Snake waters will surely be on the
table to help flush the sal nbon downstream Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Rob.

Okay. Sunshine. Jerry Myers and John Schmidt is
on deck.

SUNSHI NE CI CCONE,
MS. CICCONE: Hi. M nanme is Sunshine Ciccone.

You did a pretty good job. This is really short and sinple
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conpared to everyone else. 1'd just like this testinony to
be applied to both docunents being counted on today, the
draft environnmental inpact statenent put together by the
Arnmy Corps of Engineering and the All-H paper witten by the
federal caucus.

| support Alternative Four and, of course,
support a recovery plan that includes breaching the four
Lower Snake River dams. |'mnot going to tal k about
anyt hing technical, though | am educated on the subject.
I'd rather talk about heritage for just a second.

| thought for a while what | wanted to say to you
fol ks here today, and | didn't know how | coul d possibly
express why sal non recovery would be inportant to nme at all
And this is what | cane up wth.

| ama jealous girl. | have never seen a river
so full of fish that | could wal k across their backs to get
to the other side. 1've never seen the sal non spawn. |'ve
never seen Red Fish Lake, for why it was named such. In
fact, in my lifetine, it's now becone a frightful joke and
we call it Dead Fish Lake.

| can't enjoy eating a salnon fillet w thout
wondering if I'mdoing something that is norally wong. And
that is an unfair head trip for something that is so
nutritionally good for human bei ngs and for our consunption.

So, yes, I'ma jealous girl. | want to see
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sal non spawn. | want to Red Fish Lake for what it was naned
that. | want to see the rivers boil with fish like you
know, the people talk. |[|'ve never seen anything |ike that

and I'd like to.
So then | realize this is beyond just ne. And
nore people, besides ne, want to see that. And nore people

live in the Northwest for those reasons, those experiences

al t oget her.

So for ne, | don't think extinction is an option.
And in the world that | want to live in. No, | take it
back, in the world |I insist on living in.

So | think that we should nake sonme decisions to
do the right things about these fish. And | appreciate al
your tinme. Thanks for hearing ne.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Sunshi ne.

Okay. Jerry Myers, John Schnmidt and on deck is
Nancy Eschief Mirillo.

JERRY MYERS,

MR, MYERS: M nane is Jerry Myers. | have been
a fishing guide and river outfitter on the Sal non River for
the last twenty-four years. | amhere to represent the
I daho Qutfitters and CGui des Association. The 10GA is an
| daho trade association that represents 260 outfitting
busi nesses in | daho.

I would Iike to share with you a resolution
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approved by the association last year. And I'Il just read
sonme brief parts of it because it's rather |engthy.

"Whereas all runs of ldaho's wild sal non and
steel head are either already extinct or listed under the
Endanger ed Species Act, and whereas, the four Lower Snake
Ri ver dans are the deadliest to Idaho's wild sal nron and
st eel head, and whereas, adverse effects of dam bypass can be
mtigated, and | OGA supports mitigation for those parties
adversely affected by retiring these four dams. And whereas
| OGA has supported sal non and steel head recovery efforts
because of the inportance of viable anadronopus sport fishery
to the rural economi es of |daho; therefore, be it resolved
that the Idaho Qutfitters and Gui des Associ ati on support
retirement of the four Lower Snake River dams in |lieu of
fl ow augnentation as the best biological choice for
recovering sal non and steel head in |Idaho."

I"'mfroma small comrunity of Sal non north of
here. We have thirty-five to forty small businesses in that
small community that are directly dependent on sport fishing
for steel head. These include guiding services, sporting
goods, notels, restaurants, taxiderm sts, charter flight
services, grocery stores and filling stations.

| daho sal non and steel head fishernen and the

smal | busi nesses that support them have shoul dered econom ¢

devastation that the dans have given us. W don't see these
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dans as val uable tools but as tragic nistakes and enpty
prom ses.

In 1978, our industry |lost the opportunity to
sport fish for salnon. Today we depend on a dwi ndling
steel head fishery that still infuses an estinmated ninety
mllion dollars annually into Idaho's econony.

When | daho politicians speak of protecting those
econoni es dependent on the |lower four dams, we ask what
about the twenty-seven hundred jobs in Idaho dependent on
st eel head and the hundreds and even thousands of jobs that
woul d be created by a recovered salnon fishery. Do these
j obs not count?

Argui ng the econonics of dams versus sal non,
while legitinmate, rings hollow, if we fail to understand
ethical and spiritual responsibility we all share as
citizens of the Northwest.

Those of us who make our livelihoods fromthese
magni fi cent fish cannot, will not, allowthe circle of life
to be broken. We owe it to ourselves, our children, our
grandchildren, and to the creator who gave us all life to
protect these great fish.

In regard to the Al -H paper, we support a
conpr ehensi ve solution including dam bypass. 1In regard to
the Arny Corps Lower Snake River Juvenile Salnon Mgration

El'S, we support a dam bypass and a natural river solution.
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Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jerry.

John Schm dt. Nancy Eschief Miurillo and then Jim
Bower .

JOHN SCHM DT,

MR, SCHM DT: H . M nane is John Schni dt
Honored assenblies. W are here today because our |daho
st eel head and sal non popul ations are in peril. W're here
because gi mm cks such as barging and fish-friendly turbines
have failed. These magnificent fish, the clock is ticking
and we are running out of tine. Unless we hunans act
qui ckly and decisively, their days appear to be nunbered.
VWhat a tragedy it would be, and what a terrible shame our
generation will carry if we were to allow these fish to
vani sh.

Hi storically, culturally, environnmentally and
econonmically these sal nbn and steel head are too inportant to
| et that happen, yet, four earthen dams stand in their way.

As part of our efforts to recover these fish
popul ati ons, nunerous scientific studies have been conpl eted
and those in the scientific communities have issued an
unani nous recomendation. In order to restore a functioning
ecosystemwi th naturally providing popul ati ons of these
fish, deconstructing the four Lower Snake River dans is the

single nost constructive action we can take.
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Now t he public is weighing in on this issue. And
in hearing across the region, the majority of the public has
testified that they agree with the scientific community.
Hearing after hearing, the public is saying do the right
thing. Breach these four dans.

Al ternatives to breaching, specifically flow
augnentation, will not be enough to restore these fish and
may, indeed, cause nore problens than it woul d sol ve.

If the dans stay and fl ow augnentati on, using
wat er from eastern and southern |daho, poses a real threat
to our river flows and to the world-class fisheries that
synmbol i ze our region.

Augnentation will take water fromthe already
t hreat ened Yel |l owstone cutthroat trout and fromthe
endangered trunpeter swan in an attenpt to flush sal non
snmolts through the polluted slack water pools formed on
these danms. We woul d be robbing Peter to pay Paul
Clearly, breaching is the better solution

So now we're at a crossroads. Scientists have
done their part and the public supports their findings. No
further studies are needed unl ess we study these amazing
creatures to death.

The process is soon to be handed over to our
el ected representatives. They nust step up and nmake sone

hard decisions. Senator M ke Crapo, Senator Larry Craig,
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Representative M ke Sinpson and Governor Kenpthorne have an
opportunity to denonstrate | eadership and wi sdom They can
support legislation to breach these danms. And in doing so,
they can prove that they do listen to the public when it
says, "These fish are inportant. These dans don't make
sense. "

Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, John. Nancy Eschi ef
Murillo and then Jim Bower, and after Jimis Dell Rayboul d.

NANCY ESCHI EF MURI LLG

MR, MJRI LLO  Good evening. | appreciate the
opportunity to speak to our trustee. | ama native
American. |'man Indian. |1'ma nenber of the

Shoshone- Bannock tribes. M nane is Nancy Eschief Mirillo.
I"'mcurrently the chai rman of the Shoshone-Bannock Tri ba
Wat er Resources Conmission. W are the primary agency for
the Fort Hall Indian Reservation to nmanage and enforce water
rights on our reservation.

The 1868 Fort Bridger treaty is a peace treaty.
You, as federal agency, are our trustee. You have
obligations to the Anerican Indian people, to tribes with
treaties. Article Four of our treaty does include hunting,
fishing.

| recall as a youngster about three or four

decades ago, we used to go to the nountains, spear the fish,
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snell the air, feel clean. |

fish are there?

There needs to be

to all of us to do this. Al

are the

| eaders. Breach the

don't do that anynore. \What

a problem solved here. It's
of us are survivors, and we

danms. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Nancy.

JimBower. Dell Raybould and then Ann, | thin

it's SGHROT.

JI' M BOVNER
MR, BONER. My nane is JimBower. [|'IIl be
speaking and |I'Il direct my cormments to the All-H paper
I"'mnot a scientist or a statistician. | canme here tonig
to tell you what | see and | see on alnost a daily basis.

live eleven niles down the Sal non River from North Fork,

| daho.

We have two miles of

one of the historically nopst

productive sal non streans running through our ranch. W

manage this area with a focus on fish.

And it is virtual

y pristine. | can see this.

We have participated for the last five years and wl |

participate again in a streanside incubation program for

st eel head.

can see

har vest ,

reduced.

them t here.

|'"ve seen the statistics and reports on reduced

We have successfully put fish in the creek.

the tribal, the conmercial, the sport fishing

And t he one thing

do not see is increasing

k

ht
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nunmbers of returning fish.

Wth efforts to inprove the habitat, increased
hat chery efforts and reduced harvest, increases in returning
fi sh have not happened.

I suggest hydro is the one "H' left out of this
equation. | believe that any conprehensive alternative to
the Al -H paper nust include breaching of the four dans on
t he Lower Snake.

Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jim

Dell Raybould. Ann Schrot and then d en Minns.

DELL RAYBOULD

MR. RAYBOULD: Thank you. M name is Del
Raybould. | farmin Madi son and Frenont Counties in
sout heastern |Idaho and | amthe i medi ate past chairman of
the Committee of Nine.

The Comrittee of Nine is the advisory comittee
to Water District One here in southern |Idaho representing
over 15,000 irrigators, irrigating over one-quarter mllion
acres of irrigated agricultural |and.

I"'mhere to testify in opposition to the renmpva
of the dams on the Lower Snake River, but nore inportantly,
to oppose the use of Idaho water for flow augnentation. In
the past several years, mllions of acre feet of |daho water

has been purchased by the BOR and donated by irrigators for
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experiments in flow enhancenent to nove juvenile snolt
downstream This has been a disnmal failure in producing
i ncreased nunbers of returning adult salnon to our rivers.

Wt hout a significant change in the climtic
conditions in the ocean estuaries, elimnation of sport
fishing in the Colunbia, and control of predators, all of
the efforts to enhance sal non recovery will be an exercise
in futility.

We in Idaho cannot risk the financial |osses that
these proposals present. Loss of econonic value of crops
wi || devastate our |ocal econom es, put people out of jobs,
and reduce our tax base that supports our education system
here in ldaho's agricultural areas.

The anticipated results of taking over one and a

half mllion acre feet of water fromldaho is intol erable.
The econonmic loss will far exceed the flawed one mllion
acre foot study recently conpleted by the BOR. | urge you

to carefully review the extensive work done by the Scripps
Institute of Oceanography and the British Departnent of
Fi sheri es and Oceans, to nane but two prestigious studies
outlining the major causes of salnmon declines in the Pacific
Nor t hwest .

And coincidentally, the Scripts Institute study
defines the major regine shift in the Pacific Ocean that

rai sed the sea surface tenperature and deci mated the food



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

47

supply for the salnon in the estuaries took place at exactly
the sane time the four dams were built on the Snake River.

Renmovi ng dans or taking precious |daho water will
but only attenpt the synptonms of the sal non problem Don't
tinker with such a fragile segnents of our econony as our
agriculture and our rural econom es

Don't tinker with nmy heritage. M great
grandfathers came to this country. They dug canals. They
removed the sage brush. It's ny heritage as well as others
here that have testified tonight that is at stake with the
deci sions that you m ght nmake. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Dell

Ann Schrot and then G en Miunns and then Jeff

Rayboul d.
ANN SCHROT,
MS. SCHROT: Good evening. M nanme is Ann
Schrot .
THE MODERATOR: Ann, | need you to get a little
cl oser.

MS. SCHROT: | live in Pocatello, Idaho. MW
conments are to both docunents at issue. When | was about
six years old, my famly took a long canmping trip traveling
fromcentral Pennsylvania to Stanley, |daho where we stayed
for two weeks. | can renmenber seeing huge salnmon in the

creeks and ny parents explaining that they had travel ed
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hundreds of nmiles fromthe ocean to spawn.

Seeing those giant fish in tiny streanms is one of
my nmost vivid chil dhood nmenories. There is nothing like it
in the nountains of Central Pennsylvania where the
anadromous fisheries are gone. W cannot let this happen
here.

Now | live in lIdaho. | spent nobst of |ast summer
traveling fromstreamto streamin central |daho doing
nmonitoring work, and | didn't see a single salmon. 1'monly
thirty years old.

In that short anmount of time, the salnon runs in
| daho have been exterm nated. It wasn't that |ong ago and
it should be reversed. | amin favor of any recovery plan
that entails breaching the four Lower Snake River dans.

Renmoving themis not a radical step backwards in
hi story or an attenpt to get back to precolonial times. It
is a clean-up nmethod of an ecol ogi cal ness, just |ike
cl eaning up the Hudson River in New York or inproving the
air quality in southern California.

Now is the tine to start this clean-up effort,
renove those dans. There are many pl aces where our
environnent is being destroyed and no one knows exactly why
or howto stop it, but here the needed course of action is
clear. It is wanted by the people. And it is cheaper than

continuing with no change.
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Renmoving the dans will bring back the sal non,
save eastern |daho water for irrigators, and allow us to
stop throwi ng noney away on the barging plan that has proven
to be a failure. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ann.

d en Munns, and Jeff Raybould and Rul on March is

on deck.
GLEN MUNNS,
MR. MUNNS: My nane is Gen Minns. |I'ma farnmer
in the Rexburg area. | represent den Route Cana
(phonetic).

| listened to the various statements that have
been made here today, tonight, and | wonder are we trying to
serve people or fish? Those dans provide every individua
in this room one way or another, with food in mlk, neat,
pot at oes, vegatables, whatever it is. There isn't one
i ndi vi dual that doesn't eat sone of those products every
day.

I would submit to you that probably one percent
or less of the people who are effected by these dams being
renmoved that there would be | ess than one percent of the
peopl e who actually fish or eat fish, and a good share of
those that catch the fish, don't eat them

According to statistics | read in the other room

here toni ght, by renoving the dans, they figure -- this is
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the figures | read in here -- would inprove by 1,700,000 --
170 million dollars in increased revenue for the fisheries
and for those people. Also, by renoving the dans woul d take
out 600,000 acres of farm ng ground and woul d cause a 480
mllion dollar |oss in econom c revenue.

Now those figures nmake a | ot nore sense to ne to
keep the dans there and do the best we can, and at | east
learn why the fish that are going to the ocean are not
com ng back. We need to know that before we renpve any
dans. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, d en.

Jeff Rayboul d, Rulon March and then Lionel Boyer.

JEFF RAYBOULD,

MR, RAYBOULD: Thank you. M nane is Jeff
Rayboul d. I'mthe chairman of Frenont Madison Irrigation
District. | live in the St. Anthony, Idaho area. |I'ma
farmer, third generation. And |I'malso part of the
facilitation teamof the Henry's Fork watershed council. In
that organi zation, we try to operate by consensus. Wile we
haven't heard from everybody here tonight, it would appear
that we're reaching the consensus that flow augnentation is
not the answer. And I'mhere to testify that we don't have
the water to spare

The water that Frenont Madi son administers for

our space holders in Island Park and Grassy Lakes is our
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i nsurance policy to help us get through a dry year. W need
to have that water to nmke our high value crops, such as
pot at oes, grow t hroughout the season so we don't run out md
season and not be able to finish those crops after we put

all the inputs into them

You know, |'ve suspected for a long tine that
there was a | ot of unknowns about how to recover the sal non.
And just my own logic tells nme perhaps we're not | ooking
hard enough at all the options that are out there. And then
| read in this docunent here tonight that | was handed that
said, we don't know the extent of the delayed nortality. W
don't know how its effects -- how transportation effects
this issue.

It woul d appear that the fish are healthy when
they | eave the boats, and then we don't know what happens to
them We don't know that what the extent of degradi ng ocean
conditions have to do in the sal non reproduction cycle. And
we don't know if that's going to change or not. If it
doesn't change, we probably can't save the salnon. But if
it does change, maybe we can tenporarily save the sal non.
There are just too many unknowns at this point to go on a
dangerous venture of removing those four dans.

Now t hose four dams may not produce all the power
in the world, but they produce an inportant conponent of

power in the sunmer when the demand is high. W all need
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water for our irrigation punps and our air conditioners and
the other things that we have become a part of our Ilives.

I, too, have a history, a social and cultura
part of my life is tilling the land and irrigating the |and,
and hope you'll take that into consideration. This water is
an inportant elenent to those of us who reside in this
val l ey. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jeff.

Rul on March, Lionel Boyer and then Ed Cl ark.

RULON MARCH

MR, MARCH. Good evening. M nane is Rulon
March. 1'm a Shoshone-Bannock nenmber. | am a Lemhi
Shoshone descendant. Let ne read this to you.

"I'n the beginning, the creator created nother
earth. The creator provided nother earth with the people to
wat ch over the |l and and the water and the wind. Qur people,
as you know, have managed to live in harmony for thousands
of years. W are products of the great indigenous tribes.
We still feel that -- | still feel that bl ood flow through
nmy veins.

Inmy fanmily, we teach the young ones that we
still carry the responsibility to protect our nother earth.

The breach is good. 1In the '50s, when | was a
young boy, we traveled to the East Fork to make canp, as did

many of our ancestors before us. W lived there for sone
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years.

As a boy, | would travel with nmy nother across
the neadows to fishing holes. She would teach us the ways
and tell us the stories that her nother and father had
taught her. | can renenber that she would say to pray for
the fish that you are about to take. G ve thanks to the
creator for what he has provided us wth.

But now | am ashaned to say that when ny little
ones ask why we can't make that journey, as did all the
peopl e before us, |I'mashanmed to say that the fish are
burdened with so nany obstacles that they can no | onger cone
home to reproduce. The fish are tired of battling with
these concrete structures.

We nust nmake a decision, an honorable and a w se
decision to protect this country's nost val ued resource for
our children and their children's children. W can -- if we
all can just put our minds together, it's tinme to put a stop
to the extinction of all of our natural resources. [If we
don't stand now, then when do we? Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Li onel Boyer, Ed Clark and then Pete Lipovac.

LI ONEL BOYER,

MR, BOYER: Thank you. M nanme is Lionel Boyer.

I"'mthe fishery policy representative for the

Shoshone- Bannock tri bes. I'd like to read a few statenments
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to you.

"The policy of the Shoshone-Bannock tribes is to
pursue, pronote and where necessary, initiate effort to
restore the Snake River system and affected, unoccupied
| ands to a natural condition.

"This includes the restoration of conponent
resources to conditions which nost closely represents the
ecol ogical features associated with a natural riverine
ecosystem

“I'n addition, the Shoshone-Bannock tribes are
working to ensure the protection, preservation and where
appropriate, the enhancenent of rights reserved by the
tribes under the Fort Bridger treaty of 1868 and any
i nherent aboriginal rights.

"Natural conditions and natural river ecosystens
have al ways been the position of the Shoshone-Bannock
tribes. The tribes were never consulted with, nor did we
ask for these dams in the first place

"The Shoshone-Bannock tribes commend the federa
agencies for their very recent attenpts to work together to
start repairing the damage and the divisiveness of over 100
years of pieceneal approaches.

"However, the Shoshone-Bannock tribes are faced
with a real dilenmma. The habitat in the Salnon River are

still in noderately good condition primarily because of the
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vast anmounts of land that are now contained in wlderness
areas. Ganted, these conditions are only considered to be
in good condition when conpared to the thorough devastation
of other habitats as has taken place el sewhere in the

Col unbi a River basin and as based on the potential for
anadronous fish production. Extensive |ogging, mning,
grazing and irrigation practices have claimed their toll on
the Sal mon River country |ike el sewhere in the Col unbia

Ri ver system

"However, there still exists nmany areas of
beautiful, clear, water, massive gravel beds and deep cold
pool s, yet where the good habitat exists, there is |less than
ten percent of the salnon that could be supported by such
habi t at .

"The Shoshone-Bannock tribes are involved in the
extent possible with effort to reformhatchery practices in
order to recover the sal non populations to and fromthe
gravel and deep pools that are now vacant.

"We as Indian people | ook to our brother animls
as things of our creator, not as sonmething without a spirit,
not as commodities. Fromthe tine of the treaties to today
is alittle over a century and a quarter

Prior to the treaties, this land and its
resources were plentiful. The forests with different kinds

of trees, the waters in the rivers, streans and | akes were



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

56

clear, cool and pristine with an abundance of fish,
anadronous and resident. Different types of wildlife were
al so in abundance within this great habitat.

"It was this way for thousands of years. Today,
| ess than 140 years after the treaties which prom sed nuch,
where signed. W have seen the resource, which had plenty
for all, beconme not enough for everybody.

"I want to say that the 140 years that our
treaties have been in existence, we're |looking at a 140 nmle
stretch of water that has been devastated."

Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Okay. Ed Clark, Pete Lipovac and then we're
going to try and take a quick break

ED CLARK

MR, CLARK: My nane is BEd Clark. [I'ma third
generation farmer in the Ashton area and al so a nenber of
the Conmittee of Nine.

| appreciate this opportunity of being here.
Much of what | had desired to say in relation to the fallacy
of breaching the danms and unproductive use of eastern
| daho's water in flow augnmentation has al ready been said.
woul d | ake to make a coupl e of points.

Recently, the Bureau of Reclamation and |daho

Fish and Gane Departnment decided it would be prudent to



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

57

drain Island Park reservoir to river run levels to elimnate
the trash fish in the river. At that tinme we dunped about
30,000 tons of sediments into the Henry Fork bel ow the
I sl and Park dam

| heard the statement a few m nutes ago that said
there had been 150 million cubic yards of sedinments that
would go into the river that are behind these dans.

I would ask the question: Do we want an
envi ronnental disaster of that proportion, and do we realize
t he amount of water that it would take to flush that
sedi nent out?

It took us about five years to flush the
sedi nents out of the Henry Fork in just that small area.
We're tal king about mllions and mllions of acre feet.
Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ed.

Pete, you're on.

PETE LI POVAC,

MR. LI POVAC. Good evening. M nane is Pete
Lipovac. |'ma property owner along the Salnon River. |'m
the president of the River of No Return homeowners
association. I'man irrigator in Teton County. 1|'m an
educat or and past superintendent of the Shoshone-Bannock
School District.

Thirty-five years ago before the four dans, | was
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fortunate to observe Sho-Ban peopl e subsidence fishing in
the nountain streans. Entire famlies out there spearing
fish, comrunally working together. Yes, even grandnothers
and grandfathers and little ones all enjoying this tineless,
whol esone activity.

I canme to understand how t he experience is an
intricate and i nseparable part of the culture of the Indian
peopl e; and how, in effect, even their identity was
connected to the fish. The water and the rivers thensel ves,
so tied that one of the band's identified thenselves as the
Sal non Eaters.

No dans are worth the destruction of a culture.

As a superintendent, | was involved in the construction of a
wonder ful school at Fort Hall. But no school, no building
or conpensation will ever begin to fill the void created by

t he destruction of a culture.

But it is not only Indian people who suffer at
this loss with the sal non steel head runs, we all suffer. W
all lose. Ildaho |oses economically and culturally. Idaho
statesnen projected 180 mllion dollar net gain to |Idaho by
breachi ng the dans.

A man said "Shiny water that noves in the streans
and rivers is not just water, the rivers are our brothers.
So you nust give the rivers the kindness you would give ny

brother. |If we sell you land, you nust renmenber that it is
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sacr ed.

"W Il you teach your children what we have taught
ours, that the earth is our nother, that what befalls the
earths, befalls the sumof the earth. This we know. The
earth does not belong to man. Man belongs to the earth.
Al'l things are connected, |ike the blood which unites us
all. Man did not weave the web of life. He is nerely a
strand in. Whatever he does to the web, he does to
hi msel f."

| would add that whatever we do to the fish, we
do to each other, to ourselves, to our children and to
countl ess generations yet to cone.

| speak to breach the four Lower Snake River
danms. Mothball them if you will, and to take other
addi ti onal neasures, such as natural river alternative
nunber four, and in the process, reduce the need for flow
augnent ati on, which could use Upper Snake River irrigation
water. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Pete.

Fol ks, let ne bring you up to date on where we
are. Pete was Nunmber Ei ghteen of our sign-up sheet. | have
ni nety-two. There might be a few nore out there. So we're
| ooki ng about, if you're nunmber ninety-two, you're | ooking
at about 1:00 o'clock in the norning. | just want to give

you that update.
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We're going to take about a ten-mnute break and
| et our panel stretch. Then we'll cone back at quarter to.
Thank you all for adhering to the ground rules. | really
appreciate it.

(Of the record.)

(Break.)

THE MODERATOR: Chad Colter. And after Chad is
Nat han Small and then -- | can't read the first name, but |
think it's L-Y-T-L-E, Denny.

CHAD COLTER,

MR, COLTER: Good evening, everyone. M nane is
Chad Colter. |'m a Shoshone-Bannock tribal nenber. |'m
also a fishery biologist and fish and wildlife coordinator
for the Shoshone-Bannock tribes. | think that's about it.

First of all, I'd like to thank all of you for
bei ng here and allowing us to make our coments here in
public. | see a lot of famliar faces up there. 1'd just
like to say hi again.

Natural conditions in the natural river ecosystem
have al ways been the position of the Shoshone-Bannock
tribes. Tribal policy to pursue, pronote and where
necessary, initiate efforts to restore the Snake River
system and effect unoccupied land to a natural condition is
a driving force in tribal natural resource nmanagenent.

It is this way because natural conditions support
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the very essence of our culture. The air, the water, the
| and, all provide for our nost basic needs. The use of

t hose resources should not come with an additional cost to
our environnment. The energy, navigation and irrigation
systens provi des benefits at costs, and those costs mnust
include fully restoring and protecting fish and wildlife.

My comrents tonight are directly related to the
Al'l -H paper and the 4-H s and the options within those
4-H s. But it cannot be separated, really, fromthe true
meani ng of ny comments, which are to support the breaching
of the dams. So with that in mnd, it is related to both.

The habitat option, options one and two provide
the m ni mum acceptabl e strategi es for the managenent of
habitat issues in the salnon recovery. Wthout an increase
in the federal role to expose the teeth of federal acts,
such as the Clean Water Act, we will never reach our goal of
restoring del eted sal non runs. [|daho holds hundreds of
mles of pristine habitat. The M ddle Fork of the Sal non
Ri ver has areas of undi sturbed spawni ng and rearing habitat.
And popul ations are continuing to decline.

By the CRI nodel definition, these popul ations
are already at a quasi-extinction level. No adults return
to spawn in marsh and sul fur creeks in 1999. This indicates
that habitat nmay not be the nost detrinmental limting

factor.
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The harvest option. Option three provides the
best strategy for critically | ow stocks. Tenporarily
curtailing in river mx stock fisheries nmust be inplenented
to reduce the risk of incidental take of critically
| ow Snake River stocks.

THE MODERATOR: | need you to wap up, Chad.

MR, COLTER: Hatchery options today restore
strategi es have not been able to stop the decline of
popul ati ons and have not been denobnstrated to rebuild or
successfully introduce sel f-sustaining populations in the
Snake River. Option three provides the greatest opportunity
for recovery.

THE MODERATOR: Chad, |I'm going to have to cut
you off. Thanks a |ot.

I want to remind you if you're frustrated by the
three-mnute tine frame, which I know from ny own experience
is a frustrating experience, if you want to send your
coments in witing, you can talk as long as you want. So
that's the one way you can make comment where there is no
l[imt on how | ong you have to talk.

Okay. Nathan Small is next, and then | think,
I'"m not sure how to pronounce it, L-Y-T-L-E, | think Denny.

NATHAN SMALL,
MR, SMALL: Good evening. M nane is Nathan

Smal | . I'ma nmenber of the Shoshone-Bannock tri bes. |'ve
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been a hunter with a spear for salnon al nost a

I nmy life.

For the past half of ny life, I"'mfifty now, for the past

twenty-five years,

live through.

In ny younger years we went

didn't have a

with the other

it's been a very difficult situation to

up there and we

| those problens. W didn't have probl ens

fisherman. W didn't have prob

ot her | andowners.

ens with the

We didn't have problens with anything.

It was all in a good situation

When the danms started comi ng through, the fish

natural ly stopped com ng through. And for sonme reason or

another, | had to live through a tinme period where | and ny

famly were blamed for the | oss of the sal non.

it residents,
sportsnen, al

all pointed at

| daho, and

and a | ot of other people, including the

bl amed us for sone reason or another. They

us.

I'd think, why are they po

We didn't do this to the fish.

nting at us?

The fish that we take fromthe rivers that we

were in was not

form of survival

was all about.

But

a detrinmental

| had to live through that,

little bit hairy out there sonetines.

Now |

ot her people are now sayi ng,

sal ron here.

Vel I,

we' ve been saying that al

i npact to anything. It was a

sonme cerenpnial things. That's what it

and it was a

hear the | andowners, the sportsmen, and

let's do sonething about our

al ong and we
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have been telling everybody all along that it's not our
fault. And it never was our fault. \When the dans cone in,
that's the fault. That's the damfault.

You got to understand that. Now twenty-five

years later, we all understand that. Okay. Let's do

sonmet hing about it now It has to be breached. People are
going to hurt. Well, it hurt us for years. It hurt us for
al nost a quarter of a century. It hurt us. It took it away

fromus, a part of our life was disappearing. A lot of that
stuff was gone.

But now we have a chance to bring it back. And
t hrough everybody's help here, it's going to happen. The
peopl e that you are sitting up here, you obviously have sone
i nput, sonme way of saying that this is what is needed to
bring these fish back

Sure, the irrigators are going to | ose sone water
maybe, but not nuch. They might lose alittle bit of crops,
hey, half the people need to lose a little bit of weight.
And sonebody in the other roomthere that the kenoway
(phonetic) man is a Shoshone. He sells the water for -- and
flows it down that way. And that's where | ended up.
That's where we're at today. That's how far the Kenoway man
was a Shoshone. He was that far down. That's how it should

be. He can go further. The fish need to go down and cone

up.
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| believe that can happen today with the hel p of
everybody here. And everybody has to give a little.
Everybody has to give a little. The people who are going to
give up the nost is we -- we gave that up already. W' ve
shown we can do that and survived that. And the people
that's going to have to lose a little, they're going to
survive it. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Nathan

And is it Lytle Denny?

And then after Lytle is Keith Kutchins and then

Loui se Di xey.

LYTLE DENNY,
MR. DENNY: My nane is Lytle Denny. | ama
Shoshone- Bannock tribal nmenber. | work for the Triba
Fisheries Departnent. | also ama tribal fishernman. |'m

going to be comentating on the All-H the 4-HS. First,
I'd like to tal k about the hatcheries.

I"ve had experience with all the hatcheries.
I'"ve been around and know how t hey work. And there is two
hat cheries that | know that are successful, and they are the
South Fork and the Raft River Hatcheries called South Fork.
And the failing fisheries are the East Fork Sam Ri ver
hatchery and the Sawtooth and the Sinmeroy (phonetic).

There is sonething wong here, and we need to

figure out why two are working and the other ones are
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failing.

I'd also Iike to tal k about the habitat
i mprovenent. We have a |lot of healthy streans up here
This is a pristine wilderness that we're dealing with. W
have adequate spawni ng beds. Habitat is not the problem
They can spawn. The fish can grow there.

| believe that we need to return the back to its
natural state. W need the fish back up here. | work with
the sockeye research program W have to fertilize the
| akes up there because of a lack of nutrients. The sal non
are not returning, the dead salnmon aren't providing
nutrients for the young fish to grow

Agai n, back with habitat, even the bad streans we
have Yanky Fork and Bi g Bol der Creek on the East Fork Sal non
Ri ver, the reason these aren't healthy streans is due to
m ning, we have siltation, sedinmentation. The eggs, when
they are deposited, are covered with sedinent. They cannot
breathe; therefore it kills the eggs.

And I'd like to tal k about tribal harvesting.
Tribal harvesting is mnimal. Wen you conpare how many
fish we take conpared to how nmany the dams are taking, no
one seens to realize that we're only taking a few big fish
here. They're taking mllions of small fish there.

And last, 1'd like to talk about the hydros, the

negati ve inpacts of the dans. W got all those snolts
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com ng down into these dans reaching the slack water
They're lost. They don't know where to go. There is no
flow for themto foll ow

And we have all these people saying, "There is
predation out there." WelIl, of course, there is a |ot of
predation. You've got these lost fish swi nm ng around
getting picked off. Their old mgration route used to only
take a couple weeks. Now, it takes a few nonths for themto
get out. O course, there is predation. They're going to
deplete all the snolt by the tine they get out.

Why breach the dans? We need to decrease
downstream mgration tinme and that will increase the snolt
survival and therefore increase adult survival. There was a
conment made earlier made, "How can we have sal non in danms?"
We need to find an equalibrium where the nunber of dams can
still operate and the nunber of fish increase to the point
where they are off the ESA, Endangered Species Act.

I think we need to free the sal non and breach the
dams. Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Keith Kutchins, Louise Dixey and
t hen Dave Rydal ch

Keith, are you here?

KEI TH KUTCHI NS,
MR, KUTCHI NS: Yes. Thank you.

I was expecting that we'd have an overhead
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projector. But anyway, for the conmments here, I'll try to
wal k you through them | kind of fold the one up fromthe
bottom \Wat we've got here now is four Lower Snake River
danms and the way they're operated now with this cup, is they
are fairly full. And they go down a little bit and then
back to full and down a little bit each year

You can see a little snmall smley face. That's
because there is a few people that are snmling. Over on the
| eft-hand side, you see five huge storage reservoirs.
Roosevelt, from Grand Coul ee, Libby, Hungry Horse, Door Jack
(phonetic), Brownlee and the hypothetical pool of the Mddle
and Upper Snake.

Those people's reservoirs start full and go way
down | ow every year and then conme way back up, way down | ow.
You see a smley face there. It's a big one because it's a
| ot of people and it's not smling. It's frowning.

We breach the four Lower Snake River dams, that
little smiley face turns to a frown because one time, notice
that | wote it only has one point on it, you go from
relatively full running the river projects and the four
Lower Snake reservoirs, it's not a river, and they get drawn
down to a natural river level. But |o and behold, this
great big face over here fromall those huge storage
reservoirs they get to keep the storage reservoirs full and

stable, they're really happy. And there is a whole bunch of
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them so in reference to the Corps' EIS, breaching makes a
| ot of sense. | support Alternative Four for 4-H paper
Al | -H paper.

Under hatcheries 1912 to 1940. Oregon operated a
chi nook egg taking station on the Lemhi River fromthe 1912s
to the 1940s. They noved mllions of eggs a year down river
to Bonneville, Bonneville fish hatchery, Cl anmouth, Young's
Bay. It's tine we go downriver and get those eggs, even if
we' re going have to do aggressive things to put fish out in
the gravel.

Wth reference to the All-H paper CRI, the nodel,
this quasi-extinction risk threshold, it's unfortunate it's
not a survival benefit threshold instead. You show it on
the slides, we're going to neet extinction in ten years.
We're already there. W' ve got zero chinook back in Herb
(phonetic) Creek, Yanky Fork, East Fork, Marsh Creek, Sulfur
Creek. We're there. Nothing quasi about it. But it is
crazy and it makes me queasy. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Keith.

Okay. Louise Dixey. Dave Rydaloh and then |'ve
got a John, and | can't read the last nane at the tine.

He's fromthe |Idaho Conservati on League.
LOUI SE DI XEY,
MS. DI XEY: Thank you. M name is Louise Dixey.

I'ma nmenber of the Shoshone-Bannock tri bes. I'"'malso a
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resident of the Fort Hall Indian reservation thirty-six
m | es south of here.

I want to point out that ny husband and | are
ranchers. W're |andowners and we're irrigators. W neet
all the definitions of nost of the people that are here.
But my coments will address the relationships of the
i mportance of the rivers to the native people of Idaho and
why the four Lower Snake dans shoul d be renoved.

In historic tinmes, |Idaho, Shoshone and Bannock
speaki ng people were |located at the head waters of the four
maj or river systens in the western United States. They
lived along, utilized and traveled the rivers and
tributaries of the Salnon and the Snake, which fed the
Col unbi a River drainage system They spent tine on the
rivers and tributaries leading to the great basin as wel
the Colorado River. The majority of these people and their
descendents now reside at Fort Hall on the Fort Hall Indian
Reservati on.

It's difficult for anyone to review and
understand the nunerous studi es that have been conpl eted by
the federal agencies in an effort to understand why there
are declining runs with anadronous fish. But | want to
poi nt out that the native people have |ong known the answer
to these stories: That the fish need clean natural rivers

to survive, just as we as humans need cl ean water to
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repl eni sh our bodies.

The Corps of Engineers conpleted a draft EIS, but
it did not include a valuable document. It was called the
"Tribal Inpacts Report." This was conpleted in the Drew
process. The report was witten by Phil Mer, an econoni st
under contract to the Colunbia River and Tribal Fish
Conmi ssi on supported by the Corps of Engineers funding.
Their report was too devastating to publish, but I want to
quote a few of the findings.

"The present circunmstances of tribes today show
that they nmust cope with the overwhel ming | evels of poverty,
unenpl oynment, and it's usually between three to thirteen
ti mes higher than the region |lining them

"The personal suffering and tragic lives of the
I ndi an people are not revealed in the reports of tribal and
federal governnents, but you can see it in the eyes of the
I ndi an people. W have limted access to the ways of the
Indian's culture, but we still renmenber our background.

I want to point out that ny grandnother told ne,
"I don't like all this talk about unenploynent and poverty.
We lived off the |and before the white man cane. W had no
such thing as poverty. W fished. W hunted. W gathered
roots and berries. W worked hard all year-round. W had
no tinme for unenploynent."

Despite the depravation summari zed previously
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today, send a nessage to the Corps of tribal material and
spiritual life. Today the Shoshone-Bannock people have
initiated effort with the Snake River sockeye concerning
co-managers with such agencies as |Idaho Fish and Gane, BPA
and U.S. Fish and Wldlife Service to protect and reserve
habi tat, devel op uni que production effort to listed fish
speci es and enhance water quality initiatives.

In the words of our ancesters, take care of al
the living creatures, the water, the land, the air, the
plants. We're only here for a short tinme. The young ones
will follow. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Loui se.

Dave Rydal ch and then John -- | can't read the
| ast nane, fromthe Idaho Conservation League.

DAVE RYDALCH

MR, RYDALOH. My nane is Dave Rydalch. 1'ma
third generation farnmer and a resident of St. Anthony. [|I'm
al so an avid outdoors man and fly fisherman. And |I'm al so
the president of the North Fork Reservoir Conpany. You
m ght ask what in the world is the North Fork Reservoir
Conpany?

It was forned in 1960 to have a suppl enenta
wat er supply for about forty-seven thousand acres in the
St. Anthony area. It was forned when Henry's Fork was stil

called the North Fork of the Snake River. And until Island
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Park was done in 1939, Henry's Lake was drai ned on every dry
year and several tinmes in the 1930s. It left naybe a

t housand acre foot puddle up there. That would be nothing
but a bog.

Now, in fact, we weren't very -- the people
before ne weren't very popular up there. And Johnny Sach
one of the few last things he said, he has a cabin right
there at Big Springs is the Johnny Sach cabin. "Things have
never been the sane up here since the damwas built.

Wel |, since the Island Park dam has been built,
all the space holders that have -- or the stockhol ders have
stock in the nonprofit North Fork Reservoir Conpany have not
taken one dine of state or federal noney for its operations,
mai nt enance and acqui sition | and underneath the reservoir

We very seldomever drain it. | think it was
1977 to 1988 and 1992 we got down very, very |low, but we
never did drain. |In fact, in 1992 and '88, the only storage
water left in the M nidoka project, all the other
reservoirs, the Federal Bureau of Reclamation reservoirs was
at Henry's Lake.

And we've always tried to be good neighbors with
everybody up there. W try -- there were tests that we
| owered the reservoir down too far. Were tests that we get
it too high. W watched and after four years of negotiation

with the nature conservancy and John Keys of the Bureau of
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Recl amation, they entered into a ten-year agreenent to
transfer water the Bureau of Reclamation had acquired for
fl ow augnentation up through Henry's Lake to take down
through the outlet and through the nature conservancy's
property and create a minimumflow. And that's the first
tinme that | know that's ever been done in Idaho or in the
west .

Now, where are we agai nst flow augnentation?
Well, if we don't have the water, the flow augnentation
woul d have been going in place during the drought years, we
woul d have had a puddle up there. W would have been sued
and everybody woul d have been unhappy.

We created a world-class fishing up there for
Yel | owst one cutthroat, which are threatened of being |isted.
We've got brook trout. The brook trout cane straight out of
there. And it's all done because we operated it.

I'"d just like to say that the fish and the
stockhol ders of North Fork Reservoir Conpany have one thing
in common. They are both happier with a full reservoir
Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Dave

John, can you help me out?

JOHN McCARTHY,
MR, McCARTHY: M kids give ne a bad tine for ny

terrible handwiting, but it's MCarthy.
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THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

MR, McCARTHY: So ny nane is John McCarthy. And
I"mthe conservation director for the |daho Conservation
League. | spoke to a simlar group. | don't think all of
you were on a full tour, but | spoke in Lewiston a nonth
ago. And |'m speaking again because | want to share sonme of
the things |I've learned in the last nonth fromlistening to
the di scussion. And sonme of themw ||l be specific, and sone
of themw Il be general

Following this entire process, the main thing
remai n convinced is that the only thing that is going to
| ead to harvestable runs of wild salnon and steelhead is to
breach the dans. O all the things I've heard, many things
can help salnmon and steel head recovery, and many of these
thi ngs shoul d be further explored, but the only thing that
is likely toreally lead to major change is to breach the
dans.

So in the "LH" process some version of
Alternative "D' with potentially parts of Alternative "A"
whi ch specifically includes dam bypass is necessary. As far
as the Arny Corps draft EIS. Alternative four is the surest
way of recovery.

Now, |istening to all these people talk tonight
and ot her nights, what | hear is the people who fish, the

peopl e who rely on sal non, the people who want to rebuild
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our ecosystem are overwhelmngly in support of breaching the
dans.

| think that's a point that cones hone tine after
time. | amnot discounting other people's concerns, and |I'm
not trying to suggest that other people's concerns are not
worthy of our consideration. But as we |ook at what's the
real issue here, the real issue is recovery of sal non and
steel head. That's what the law requires, | think,
overwhel mingly. That's what the people of Idaho desire.

And the people who are really | ooking at recovery
of sal non and steel head, they keep on com ng back to that
the surest way to reach harvestable levels of wild sal non
and steel head is to breach the dans.

VWhen | spoke in Lew ston, | thought it was really
i mportant to suggest a nmessage in support of change, but
al so in support of community stability. One of the odd
things that a person pointed out strongly to ne is that many
peopl e whose jobs may be affected, may be |ocked into a
| ong-termunion job, and if they switch jobs, they're going
to lose all kinds of benefits.

| think that's a human problemthat's sonebody's
living their life for fifteen, twenty years and they change
the rules on them Nobody |ikes the rules changed, but in
the incentive prograns and the prograns that can lead to

training, try and be sensitive how you change people's jobs
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and how you change people's |ives.

One of the things that's also cone up a lot is
the reliance on hatcheries. It seens very nisguided for al
ki nds of fish. Disease problenms and probl ens of genetics
are inherent in hatcheries and are not a long-termfix, but
a short-termfix.

The whol e issue of silt that keeps on com ng up
time after time | think is a boogeynman. | think the Corps
own study shows that the silt will get flushed down to the
McNary.

And in closing since | see the red light, | think
-- and you folks getting a grip on all of these coments and
getting an understanding on all of these comrents, it's
really important to really do the best, surest thing for the
recovery of sal non and steel head, which neans breach the
dans. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, John

Mar quette Bagley. Lloyd H cks and Brent Barrus.

And Ll oyd Hicks, if you could be on deck, that
woul d be great.

MARQUETTE BAGLEY,

MS. BAGLEY: Can you hear nme okay? M nane is
Marquette Bagley. | amthe M ss Shoshone-Bannock for THE
1999-2000 year. | amalso a tribal fisherman. A long tine

ago there weren't problens like this that woul d occur
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As years went on, there was nore and nore
advancenent in technology. This is where we are today.
Before the land ran its natural course, |eaving everything
plentiful and in bal ance.

VWhen the danms were built, the long-termeffects
were not thought of at the tine, and here we are today
facing all the problens.

VWhat we nust think about is the future and its
consequences. The decisions are -- decisions that are being
made, need to be thought for not only for certain groups but
for everyone because it has the nost effect on everyone and
not just one group

The charge of thinking not only |ooking for the
future about the bringing the past to the future and beyond.
Over the years | have seen the sal non popul ati on decli ne.

It makes nme sad because | know that some day these fish wll
be gone and we can never get them back

The sal mon are not going to come back by
thensel ves. There are to many odds agai nst themright now.
I'"'mmss practicing our tradition of spear fishing that was
taught to ne by ny father. | have been spear fishing since
I was nine, so this is sonething that | would like to see
passed on to younger generations.

Being a female, it is inportant for our

generations to pass on traditions to the younger Kkids.
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| speak not only for the concern for the sal non
for nyself and my tribe, but for all our ancesters and our
people. | know they cannot be with us today, but | speak
for them also.

The earth is our nother and for decades she
provi ded for us. W have lived off the |and for food and
shelter for many years, and we can go back to that. It is
our way of life and no other way.

Al |l other aspects have been tested, and if this
is the last step to try to save the salnmon. Let's try it
because if all else failed, it will fail and then you just
go back to sonething el se.

But this isn't about noney. This is about our
land. | nean, this is the last thing we have. W have to
take care of it because people out there really care about
it, like our tribe. There are a |ot of other people out
t here.

And that's all | have to say. Thank you for
taking this tine and listen to me.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Marquette.

Ll oyd Hi cks, Brent Barrus, and then Lavern M

Broncho, Sr.
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LLOYD HI CKS,

MR HICKS: |I'mLloyd Hicks. I'ma fourth
generation irrigator as well as sone of the others here.
want to speak to augnentation

VWhat | have is a couple of very general -- on
actually what it means at the operating |evel.

Bur gess Canal Conpany (phonetic), I'mthe
presi dent of the Burgess Canal Conpany and director of the
Great Peterson Company and director of the --

"Il get alittle closer. |I'mthe president of
t he Burgess Canal Conpany, and director of the G eat Feeder
and the director of the Self Container Canal Conpany
(phonetic) and conbi ned they have about 116,000 acres worth
of farmand. So it's a fairly large farmentity.

The Burgess Canal Conpany. It's been in
operation for 114 years, and along the way we hel ped with
the Bureau of Reclamation buy into and then pay for the
upper reservoirs, along with a Iot of other folks. 1In doing
that, we provided ourselves with a |ivelihood for that
val | ey.

Fl ow augnment ati on woul d reduce our water
supplies. There is no question about that. W had margi na
water in some of our areas now. |'Il give you an exanple of
t hat .

Fl ow augnment ation, what it might actually do at
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the end of this level -- in 1988, 1990 and 1992 and 1994, we
did not finish a season with our water due to drought years.
That is four out of twelve. The previous twelve had three.
So about a third of the time, our region doesn't have enough
water in the current situation to make a full season.

Farnmers understand that. And in the spring of
the year we alternate, let them know. They alternate. They
grow | ess corn, |less potatoes, and try to get by with a
short season when the water is short.

Ei ght years out of twelve, not in a row, but
typically over the last twenty-four years, they do have a
good seasons, but four years out of twelve, they don't. So
that's the current situation

Augnentation will clearly exacerbate that. W
reduce our flows to get through those four years, and ninety
percent to seventy percent to fifty percent, in each case
and tail out the year in August with no water. W know how
to live with that.

We have 700 famly farns that would fail for |ack
of water in the scenario | just read to you in a case of one
mllion |less acre feet or flow augnentation. 700 family
farms that | represent would not exist shortly thereafter

The financially, that's six mllion dollars.
That's what we sell. Take that four from 25,000 acres up to

340 or whatever the nunber was, and you can see it's a
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t remendous anount of noney.

The towns are Righy, Ririe, Lewisville, Gand,
Georgetown, Ucon and ldaho Falls. And small ones woul d be
gone. ldaho Falls would clearly be affected. You' d see
serious, major, social, econonic reality and human suffering
whi ch woul d probably be worse

THE MODERATOR: | need you to wap up, please.

MR, HICKS: Okay. W help build and pay for the
reservoirs, and we feel it's unfair to |leave us with an
augnentation flow situation that |eaves us without a
l'ivelihood.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, LI oyd.

Brad Barrus, Lavern Broncho and Dal e Rockwood.
And just for information, Brent is nunber twenty-eight.

BRENT BARRUS,

MR, BARRUS: Thank you. |'m Brad Barrus, and
live in Sugar City. M grandparents canme in 1917 to this
land. We farned for eighty-three years. | represent the
Whodnmanson Johnson Canal Conpany. We have thirty-four water
users. | also represent the WIf -- we have approxi mately
thirteen nore water users on that ditch

We have had those dry years as the gentleman just
expressed, and if it hadn't been for the dans we have in our
area and the reservoirs, we would not have been able to

conplete the crop year.
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We cut back. We had to cut back drastically in
those drought years. So it's very inportant to us to have

reservoir water. And if we're augnenting the flow of the

fish, which I'"'mall for the recovery of the salnon. | don't
want to forget that. | want that point to be clear, but I
think it has to be a very equitable decision. It can't just

be sonething that a few groups.

I"'mgrateful for Larry Craig and M ke Crapo and
M ke Sinpson and Governor Kenpthorne. They represent us as
citizens of this great state. W have had lot of interests
that come fromout of state with a | ot of noney, and we as
irrigators don't have the noney to match them And it's

nice to be represented by soneone who will at |east stick up

for us.

It's also grateful to be in this great nation.
And | lived in Cincinnati and Clevel and for a coupl e years,
and | wish there were nore deer back then. | wish there
were nore wildlife when | lived there, but there is a | ot of

streets. There is a |lot of pavement. There is a |lot of

cenment and so forth.

I know here fishing, | love to fish. | hope -- |
don't think it's just a damproblemwith the fish. It's a
peopl e problem | don't know how many of these peopl e when

they go to fish junp in a car instead of junp on a horse.

And when they take their horses, they put themin the horse
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trailer instead of riding themfromtheir hones to where
they fish.

And, so, our system has changed over the years.
There is nore politicians in Washington, D.C. than there are
wild game, I'msure. And, so, | think we have to be very
careful when we come to nmeke these decisions, that we're not
goi ng agai nst where they are right now.

I know the problem can be solved. W have the
technol ogy. We have the brain power, and we can do it, but
| think it has to be a very careful decision that as this
young | ady, Native Anmerican expressed, it doesn't -- it
benefits all groups and not just a few

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Brad.

Lavern Broncho. Dale Rockwood and then d enn
Davi s.

Since Aenn is not there, we nove on to Ryan
Kear sl ey.

LAVERN M BRONCHO, SR.,

MR, BRONCHO  Evening. Lavern Broncho, Sr.

Nat ural Resource liaison for the Shoshone-Bannock tri bes.
And in the junior senior high school, I'"'ma nentor, a
father, and a great grandfather, and proud of it.

There is sonething happening. 1It's the culture,
the tradition that's been handed down to ne, and handed down

to my dad fromhis father, and his father's father.
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The decline is comng dowmm. How am | going to
pass this on to ny children. The traditions, the cultures,
the certain way that the wonen handl e thensel ves at canp, a
certain way that the men handl e thensel ves with respect for
the fish, the animals, the water, the trees, the medicine
plants. All of that was used when we went out to the field.
Even the rocks, cerenpnies are holy. There is a |lot of
hol i ness out there. How can we pass this on to our
children, especially what -- working with the junior, senior
hi gh school. This is what we are calling our living
classroom This was the classroom of our ancestors, so
we' ve been taking the kids right back to the classroomthat
was al ready established by the creator

So we need to protect our culture. W need to
pass this on from one generation to another, even for the
nonmenbers, because we all have to live on this earth. W
have to watch over each ot her

We need to bypass those danms. We can't be using
that word "breach." That word "breach" is very harsh
ei ther side channel them or go around them because is the
nore | enient term

As for the 4-H s, | don't worry about habitat.
The habitat is there. The fish isn't there.

Leave the hatcheries in place because if these

four | ower dans do go, well, we'll need those hatcheries to
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rebuild the stocks.
That is all | have to say, thank you.
THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Lavern.
Dal e Rockwood, Ryan Kearsley and then Margery Fulton

DALE ROCKWOOD,

MR, RICKWOOD: MW nane is Dale Rockwood. |1'ma
menber of the Committee of Nine. | live on a fanmily farm
honmesteaded in 1885. | live north and east of here. | also

like to fish and hunt but, you know, before | can enjoy the
pl easures of fishing and hunting, | have an obligation to
provide a living for ny famly. M farm provides incone for
the schools, for the roads, the county governnents and the
whole works. So it involves a lot nore than just a famly
farm

In order to raise a crop, we have to have water
in our area, and |'m opposed to additional flow
augnent ati ons.

| have when | stopped | ast night at the store,
just for your interest here, | find it interesting that
endangered salnmon |listing are the only species that | can
buy a can at the grocery store for |ess than five bucks,
chi nook sal non.

The Arny Corps has built a series of danms on the
Upper Snake River that provides a stable source of water for

irrigation, recreation, power, and one of finest cutthroat
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fisheries in the world.

We have in the Pacific Northwest a hydroelectric
system that provides the cl eanest and npbst reasonabl e power
in the United States.

The four dans in question provide enough power to
supply all the honmes in Montana and |daho. For the good of
all the citizens in Idaho, the last thing we need is a
political war between north and south |daho.

And if you're ever going to save the fish and you
start a war between the two, we're not going to save the
fish. 1t's just not going to happen politically.

If we are to restore the salnmon and the steel head
runs, we nust all work together. And | suggest we do this
by i nproving our habitat, our hatcheries, our fish
transportation systens and a good predator control system
Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Dale.

Ryan, are you with us? After Ryan, Mrgery
Fulton and Larry K-E-R-B-S.

MR. KERBS: Ker bs.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

RYAN KEARSLEY,

MR, KEARSLEY: Good evening. |'m Ryan Kearsl ey.

I'mthe vice chairman of the board of directors of Fal

Ri ver Rural Electric Cooperative in Ashton. | live in
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Victor. And we are agai nst the breaching of this dam or
t hese dans.

In the studies that we have gone through and

nmeetings that we've gone to, | really appreciated the Corps
of Engineers. | think they've done a super job of making
this problem-- if it's a super problem work out for al
areas. | just think that there is other ways to do this

besi des just breaching the dams.

Just a coupl e of suggestions. In the program
that is used, the Path Program | think we need to | ook at
that programa little nore. |It's a nodule. It's sonething

that is supposed to work, but who knows if it does.

And yet, we're standing on that nodul e as
sonething that's actually happening and things that are
going to happen in ten, twenty, thirty, forty years. So
woul d think that we should | ook at that programreally
cl ose.

Al so, | noticed on sone of the slides that a | ot
of this noney was com ng from Bonneville Power. And when
think of that, that neans that's com ng fromall of us
t hrough our electrical bills. And even though we don't
realize that we're paying for this expense, we all share in
t hat expense.

And | would really |like the panel to reassess

that and put the expense to where it should be. |f there
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are some groups that want to be against this, let them
really be shown up-front.

I think that we've got a |ot at stake here.
We've got a lot of good people in this room and | think
that we can all work together sonehow. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ryan.

Mar gery?

MARGERY FULTON

MS. FULTON: And Gary Lanpson taped Lost River
Electric's nessage and it is a public utility and we are
agai nst breaching the dans, but Gary Lanpson taped it in the
hal | way.

THE MODERATOR: COkay, great. Thank you, Margery.
| appreciate it.

Larry Kerbs, Bob Vesser and Doug Schw eder

LARRY KERBS,

MR. KERBS: [|'m Larry Kerbs from St. Anthony,
Idaho. I1'mgoing to be testifying upon ny own. | ama --
have been a director on a -- | live on a comunity naned

W | ber and there is a WIford Canal, manufacturing
irrigation canal that runs through this conmunity. 1've
been a director on that for many years. And a couple years
ago | was voted to serve on the Conmttee of Nine.

My farmis along the Teton River. And |'ve

al ways realized this is a great country for nationalities, a
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melting pot for me. M grandfather immgrated from Russia
of West Gernman descent and ny son is farm ng the ground now
and is the forth generation farmer on this particul ar piece
of ground.

My grandfather told nme stories before the dams
were built. In late July and August, they would run out of
wat er and so they would have to trade with farners. And as
they had the water for two or three days, depending on the
decrees, they would save this water day and night getting
over as many acres as they possibly could and letting the
rest go, hoping that it would rain to save some of them
Danms on our systemwere built in the thirties. This

supplied water for us in later years, but to finish crops.

But sonme years the danms don't fill. Man was
tal king about Henry's Lake. | understand it takes that
reservoir three years to fill, so if we drain them down

every year, there would be many years we would be in
troubl e.

Now, | know you're not considering breaching the
dans on our system but we've been providing a | ot of water
And once you give sonmebody sonething, they expect it. And
that's what we're concerned about. Dry years, if we drain
all the water out of our reservoirs, and they are snal
reservoirs in conparison with these others you're talKking

about. W're tal king about dry years, we would be out of
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water. It would cause serious concerns.

I've never read information that was legitimte
where increased fl ows have actually hel ped the sal non. |
feel there needs to be nore studies on ocean conditions.
That has al ready been nentioned here tonight.

What about the rivers with no diversions on thenf
Are they overflowing with salnon? Sonme of them were not.
Why? There is no danms on them

We had a dam we breached on the Teton River back
in 1976. It changed that river. It used to be fun to float
that river because it was a free-flowi ng stream but now it
isn"t. The sedinment has never left the river. Some of it
has, but there are nany pockets, many dans, later in the
fall where the sedinment has slowed the water down.

The fisheries in Teton River aren't as good as
they used to be. | renenber as a young man catching a | ot
of fish there. | see outfitters going down the Teton River,
hook and rel ease. Qur fisheries have declined in Island
Park, Henry's Lake and on our streans. So | don't know what
the reason is there.

Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Larry.

Bob Vesser. Doug Schnei der, then Don Hal e.

BOB VESSER

MR, VESSER: Yes. M nane is Bob Vesser. | live
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in Pocatello. |1'm speaking as a consunmer. And no
reflection on the Corps of Engineers on the Teton Dam |
think that was not built where they recommended to build it.
They built it where the environnentalists recomended to
build it, but in any case.

That being a fact, | think it would be fair to
say that to the native Anericans, | think in the
government's requirenent in our treaties, the Fort Bridger
treaty was passed by two-thirds of the Senate and was
ratified. It was literally a binding treaty against the
United States. Many past presidents, Indian Affairs
Department of Arnmy were not so ratified, but the Fort
Bridger Treaty was. | just want to say we have obligation
t here.

And | think the obligation on salnon could be net
if in this subsistence requirenents of that treaty that as
much Al askan sal non as they care to consume ought to be part
of that subsistence arrangenent.

And I"msorry. | think there is an obligation
there. And there has been a very large representation of
t he Bannock- Shoshone here.

Concerning breaching the danms, | think there
shoul d be other alternatives. As you go in the room over
here, the Washi ngton- Oregon Departnent of Fisheries provided

i nformati on on the sal non producti on of the Col onbi an versus
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the year.

If they care to look at it, you'll find it went
down in order of magnitude when the Grant Coul ee was
starting to fail. Now when we're talking about restoring
salnmon, | think we better talk about really what has is
caused the mmjor depreciation of it. Certainly commercia
fishing. But the Colunbia itself is a long river, and it
was a great sal nobn stream

As far as restoring ldaho salnon, it's been said
that there is extinction there. | think that probably
unknown to a | ot of people are the hydro capability of these
four dams. They're open sets at 3,000 negawatts. They --
it'"s a nultiple of Idaho power and |daho production

And we all depend, irrigators, farnmers, native
Aneri cans, we depend on nmintaining hydro rates. If we
quadrupl e our rates, it's another $250 a nonth to the
average | daho household. Qur incomes don't support this.
Qur agriculture can't live with it.

| think it would be a wong step in breaching
these four dans and breaching Grand Coul ee or anything el se.
| think we have, if we're going have the benefits in the
culture, | think sometimes we have to pay the price.

Thank you very nuch.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Bob

Doug, are you with us? And Don Hal e and then
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Lane Hansen.
DOUG SCHW EDER

MR, SCHW EDER: Hello. M nanme is Doug
Schwi eder. | represent the | GPA Idaho Grand -- tonight.
But I'm also on both sides of the fence being a river guide,
too, so | have kind of two opinions. 1'd like to make a
living. | really would love to see sal non back. And that's
what we are all here for

The great would like the firmour desire to
return the wild to sustainable |levels. W believe science
has shown breaching the dams woul d take additional water
fromldaho woul d not bring back sustainable levels to |Idaho.

For this reason, farmers of Idaho are united in
our opposition to flow augnentati on or dam breachi ng.
Protest industry has cranked up the rhetoric, in fact,
menbers of the protest industry and certain scientific
associ ati ons have not -- about dam breaching.

THE REPORTER: Can you speak up a little? I'm
| osing you when you nmunble. Thanks. | just want to nake
sure we have your full statement. That's all

MR, SCHWEDER: It is hard for the grain
producers of Idaho to support any of the draft options from
the options that are set in stone or the real problem as
identified. W believe that recent research has shown

predators, man included, are the nmmjor cause of |ow returns.
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And one other comment |'d like to make is

t hroughout the testinony tonight, all |1've heard is, | think
this will help. | think that this will help, but | have yet
to hear anybody said that | know this will help.

Thank you for your tine.
THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Don Hal e. Lane Hansen and then Jerry Ri ghy.

DON HALE
MR. HALE: |1'm Don Hale. | represent ny famly
and nyself. | also represent sone irrigators fromny area,
but nore inportantly, my famly. | equate closely with sone

of the native Americans who spoke here today about our
heritage.

My famly was driven fromChio, Illinois. Made
to cross the plains, given an opportunity to live in this
nmountain area. W were given the opportunity by the federa
government, and | consider you our trust. | feel |ike when
we dug the canals with our horses and with our slip
scrapers, with your encouragenent, that we were fulfilling
part of that dream which the United States had for this
ar ea.

When we built the dams in our area, we paid for
them The irrigators paid for Palisades. The irrigators
paid for Jackson. W repaid every cent that the federa

governnment allowed us to use to help in the construction of
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those facilities.

My famly was one of the first to have a
commercial dairy in the Blackfoot area. There were only
three comrercial dairies when my grandfather started there.
One was with the Indian school, one was hospital south and
one was ny grandfather's. They nmlked ei ghteen head of cows
every day, night and norning, separated the mlk by hand and
sold the cream They worked hard as a famly.

I am about the third or fourth generation in that
area nowto mlk cows, to work with my famly every night
and every nmorning. W get up. We mlk our cows; ny
children, nyself, all of us working together. |[It's our
heritage.

If you people could give us assurance 100 percent
that no water would cone out of Idaho, | would support
breaching the dans. But you all can't do that, because you
don't know if it will work and neither do |I. And that's why
we are standing here today.

Fl ow augmentation is not right. It doesn't work
And we can support breaching, if you can guarantee that it
wasn't necessary to augnent flows, but you can't. And we
can't trust the federal governnent to not expect nore water
out of 1daho, because just like the Indians and just |ike us
as irrigators, the prom ses we've been given have not been

kept. The federal governnment has not been a good trustee.
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Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Don.

Lane Hansen. Jerry Rigby and Darren Huntsnan on
deck.

LANE HANSEN

MR, HANSEN: |'mgoing to coment on both the
Corps and the other papers.

My nanme is Lane Hansen, and | am a forner sal non
fisherman from Arco, Idaho. | might say | |ove these fish.
| can't imagine a Sal non River without sal nbn. You know,
when you're there, and |I'm sure these native Anericans have
expressed that today, and you can feel the fish are there.
If the fish aren't there, you're going to know it when you
go to the Salnon River. It's going to be a joke.

I'"d like to thank you for holding the hearing
here, and it's easier for us to testify than if we had to
drive to Boise or wherever. However, sonme of those who fish
for salmon in a '40s, '50s and '60s to knew what a great
nountain top experience it was to fish for these beauti ful
creatures are still not able to be here in Idaho Falls
t oni ght .

Sone of them are dead and gone, and they're not
able to be here. And sone of themare too old to be here
and testify that something real nust be done to save these

fish.
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One such man is Herb Paul son, who will soon be
eighty years old. Herb got his first sal mon on hook and
line in about 1940-41 and ran Herb's Sports Shop in Arco. |
have great feeling and great respect for Herb Paul son as a
fisherman and as a person. And | fished with himmany
times. He asked ne to nmention his nane as being on record
to requesting a bypass these dans and save the fish.

And my main nmessage to all those who have been
involved in this decision, is basically extreme urgency.
We've studied these fish to death. W' ve got to do things
that will turn things around for the salnon. And you nust
take positive action now that will turn things around for
t he sal non.

You nmust take that action on the options that
show that breaching the dans with no changes to the hatchery
until the numbers warrant that.

Now, many proni ses were made when these dans were
built that the fish would not be lost. W waited twenty-two
years since our |ast salnon fishery on the main salnon. And
we waited patiently. Now we're told by nmany that we nust
wait again while we study sonme nore. Let's study sone nore.

Wel |, barging has not worked in the past and it
never has worked. The only thing that's got our fish back
has been high water flow years that power greater than our

provi ded that water and these fish nmade it to the ocean
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wi t hout traveling through barges, many of them

I would just say that it's our responsibility by
law and by treaty to restore these great fish to the
fishable levels. |If you conbine all the other things in the
papers together w thout breaching the dans, they won't begin
to restore the fish.

The only thing that would begin to get any
nunbers would be if they take many, nmany, nuch nore water
than has been tal ked about here today.

I would just like to say that the sal non survived
beautifully before the dans were built. And if we were in a
battle or war right now and we studied things out like we're
doi ng on these sal non, we woul d have been dead a long tine
ago.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Lane.

Jerry Rigby. And Jerry is nunber forty, for

t hose of you keeping track, then Darren Huntsman and Larry

Ful | mer .
JERRY RI BGY,
MR RIGBY: Hi, I'mJerry Rigbhy and I'mfrom
Rexburg, Idaho. |I'man attorney there. | represent the

Committee of Nine. And | guess nore important than that,
I'"'malso a native Idahoan. In fact, we tal ked a | ot about
heritage toni ght, about way of life. M forefather, in

fact, the town of Rigby fifteen nmles fromhere is naned
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after him So | amnot just the attorney representing them
and the hired gun; | guess that's the point.

I"mal so a nenber of the |Idaho Water Resource
Board. And in that capacity, | truly have had an
opportunity to study this. 1've had an opportunity as an
attorney in the litigation through all of this, to listen to
what is out there.

| guess ny point, and a | ot has been said

tonight, and I don't want to go over that too nmuch ot her

than to say this. | believe, that the way of life is an
issue for all sides. | won't say both sides. |'m saying
all sides.

And | woul d hope that no one here is against
bringi ng sal non back. It's a question of the approach. And
call it the lawer in ne, but | still say as | reviewed al
of this litigation, as | reviewed everything that's cone
down the pike, as others have said here tonight, where is
the proof? The proof is in the pudding. The evidence, the
trial or whatever you want to say, it's not there.

And, therefore, to take the drastic approach that
we' re tal king about just the four |ower dans, no big deal
very small power, and yet it's the peak power.

Anot her client we represent are three
cooperatives, electric cooperatives. They're run by the

people. Again, it's their power. |It's the power. It's the
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peak power. So it's not just a small amount. It is the
nost inportant, if one could really put it that way.

And so before you take that drastic approach

let's get the proof. Let's get the evidence. [It's not
there. | would submit that if anything, it's on the other
si de.

But there is -- there are some other conditions

that are obviously out there. Wen we talk about the snolt
making it down to Bonneville. And we | ook at that
initially. 1In fact, your own report said that early
estimates of this delay nortality were high, but recently
the studies of the 5th Ag indicate that spring-sunmer
chinook do not suffer substantial delayed nortality from
transportation.

Okay. So they're getting down there, but they're
not com ng back. Wy isn't that a big issue? |If they're
not getting back in the first place, that's sonething again
we continue to | ook at, before we take the drastic approach

Now, one last thing, it's the npst inportant one.
When we tal k about the dans and we say that the dans are --
just take them out and we don't have to worry about fl ow
augnentation, that's not true.

In fact a week ago, N bbs (phonetic) told us that
even if the dans cone out, flow augnentation is required.

If flow augnmentation is required, and a little is good, nore
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is better. Then the livelihood you' re talking about for al
t hese people that have built and have their heritage here,
is going to be in jeopardy and we're going to lose famly
farms. Renenber that. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jerry.

Darren Huntsman, Larry Fullmer and Mark Ricks.

DARREN HUNTSMAN

MR, HUNTSMAN: My nane is Darren Huntsman. | am
t he Upper Snake River Valley director for Idaho Steel head
and Salnon Unlimted. W are a fishing group, a bunch of
sports fisherman fromall walks of |ife, farmers and al
di fferent types of people.

| appreciate you folks comng. | hope that what
has been said here tonight isn't falling on deaf ears. |
hope it's not falling on mnds that have been cl osed, as has
happened before.

I was fortunate enough to be born and raised here
in ldaho. | caught nmy first spring chinook sal non when
was nine years old in 1969 with ny dad. Famly fishing
trips were a big part of our culture. A lot |onger
traditions than what those four Snake Rivers have provided.
It's all | hear is howthey are a tradition. They're an
icon of the northwest. No, the fish are the icon of the
nor t hwest .

Three years followi ng the conpletion of Lower
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Granite dam our famly tradition ended. 1978 was the | ast
sal nron season we had in our state. This sunmer |'Il| pass
the tradition on to ny twelve year old son to fish for
spring chinook. Unfortunately, |I'mgoing to go up to Al aska
and fish for one of those cans that this gentlenman held up
two different stocks.

Not too |long ago | was anused by a statenent of
Senator Crapo's chief of staff John Hainey (phonetic). |
guote him he says, "We want a recovery plan that does not
Wi pe out any given econony along the system"”

My statement to M. Crapo and M. Hainey and the
menbers of this panel is, what about the econonmies that rely
on the fish runs? Before we decide what we are going to
| ose when we pull those danms out, we need to deci de what we
| ost before we put themin.

The truckers, the railways, the fishernen, the
25,000 fisherman that |lost their jobs from Astoria all the
way into lIdaho, what are we going to tell those people?

Al | heard tonight is, we don't know what the
science is. That's what our politician says. W need nore
science. W need nore science. The vast mpjority of the
scientists, you guys as in scientists included, have told
you what the science is. They told you what's going to
happen if you pull those danms out. They told you what's

going to happen if we don't.
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The one thing that we know for sure, the one
thing that we have proof on for everybody that doesn't
believe it, is barging does not work. |If it worked, I'd be
taking my son out to the Mddle Fork this sumrer instead of
Al aska

Peopl e say there is no delayed nortality that
don't know about it. | heard a scientist, a fishery
biologist inthe field for over twenty-five years, he says,
when | | ook at the delayed nortality, he says it's like the
i eutenant col onel here, grabbing a fish bow of gold fish
and running to the top of a ten-story building. Wen he
gets up there, those fish are shook up just like they do
when they go through a bypass system He |ooks at them
They' re okay. He drops them off the roof.

All of the people and all of the scientists and
all of the farmers who can't see that what's going to happen
if they don't breach, when those fish go whipping past the
fifth-story window, they' re okay. They nust be fine.

We know t hat barging does not work, and I'|
hurry.

THE MODERATOR: |'mcounting on it.

MR. HUNTSMAN: We know that breaching will work.
Your scientists have told you that. Don't let Senator Craig
and Crapo and all of the rest of the people take your water

Because one thing | can guarantee you is if they don't
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breach the dans, it won't take long and you'll be yelling
for breaching the dans because your water will be going down
the river. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Darren

Larry Fullmer, Mark Ricks and Matt Darri ngton

LARRY FULLMER

MR, FULLMER: Larry Fullmer of Pocatello. |'m
here representing a specific chinook salnmon. It died about
ten years ago. | was a biological aid for the Enmergency of

| daho Chi nook Research Station on the Haygaden River
(phonetic) in Lemhi Valley.

That sal non was the first one | ever saw. It was
the first salnmon | ever caught in the trap as part of ny
job. 1 spent a couple of hours with it after having read
about themall summer. | spent a couple of hours |ooking at
it and thinking about where it had been. And | nmade sone
prom ses to that fish and being here tonight is one of those
prom ses.

| saw the bureaucracy fromthe inside. | worked
for a man who was one of the scientist nmenmbers of the
nort hwest sal non recovery team He was the head of the
Department of the Fisheries at the University of I|daho.

My job was to track all the downstream snolts
that year and take themup to an abandoned fish hatchery so

hi s graduate students could do experinments on themthat
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fall. Long story, short, all of those fish died. He didn't
give a shit. \What he cared about were the grants fromthe
BPA.

I met a |lot of ranchers there in Lemhi Valley.
They told me in the '50s and the early '60s, there were so
many fish in the Lemhi River you could not drive a tractor
across the river without killing them

I was there in 1990. | trapped the upstream
m grants twenty-seven fish came back. There were thirteen
reds. The ranchers' story to nme matches identically the
graphs that all of you have seen. |It's the dans, folKks.
It's the dans.

Toni ght | heard you presenters say, we don't have
a specific recomendation. We need nore data. These are
just proposals. W don't know. There is no silver bullet.
There are no overnight solutions. |It's a very conplicated
i ssue.

Well, deja vu. Rerun. | canme to a sal non
hearing in Idaho Falls ten years ago, and the only
difference was it was sponsored by the Northwest Power
Pl anni ng Council, but there were representatives here from
all of your organizations.

Armmy Corps was represented by a guy named Wtt.
Maki ng proposals. Saying the sane things: W need nore

data. We need nore studies. W don't have a silver bullet.
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It's a very conplicated issue

Five years |ater National Fisheries got this in
the mail. Proposed recovery plan. You guys are here
tonight, five years later, proposed recovery plan. |It's
time to have a recovery plan, isn't it?

But | think you have to say, one of your options
was, do nothing. | believe that's what you decided in the
first place. You want to do nothing. You're going to wait
until the last fish come back. And then you're going to
say, we figured it out. W took all of lIdaho's water. W
figured it out.

THE MODERATOR: Larry.

MR. FULLMER: Unfortunately, only one fish cane
back. Only one fish canme back. Okay? Too late to breach
the dans now that we know we shoul d.

We're going to build a nuseum W'l stuff that
fish, put it on the wall, and it will be there for all of
posterity to see. W neant to take the dans out. W
financially decided it was a good idea but, sorry, it's too
| ate.

THE MODERATOR: Mark Ricks, Matt Darrington and
Ken Retallic. I'msorry. | don't know how to pronounce it

Mar k, are you here? Mark?

Matt, is that you? And then Ken is next.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

108

MATT DARRI NGTON

MR, DARRI NGTON: | spent until 1:30 yesterday
nmorning or this nmorning, | guess it would be, witing a |ong
paper to read to you people. [It's in ny hand, and |'m not
goi ng to.

My nane is Matt Darrington. |I'ma farner. | am

a fisherman, and |I'm a nenber of |SSU, A sport fisherman's
group. | don't feel conflicted.

We have been told many tinmes that the probl ens
with the salnmon in |daho are ocean conditions and seals and
arctic terns. And we've been told that the solution to this
problemis hydro power dans that are fitted with fish
friendly turbines and that if we inprove our nesting
habi tat, those fish will return.

The facts of the matter are, before the four
Lower Snake dans were in place, Idaho fish were numerous.
After the | ast dam was conpl eted, |daho fish were not
numer ous anynore.

I, for one, would like to see the four | ower
Snake dams breached. W' ve studied and studi ed and studied
the problem and it's time for a solution. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Matt.

Ken and then Keith Esplin, and then Garth

Tower sap. Thank you.
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KEN RETALLI C,

MR, RETALLIC: MW nane is Ken Retallic. | live
here in ldaho Falls. M educational background is in
bi ol ogy. |1've been a witer and photographer for nore than
twenty years here in Idaho. 1've seen this issue from
virtually every side.

In the interest of brevity and to keep noving
along, | would like to address two specific issues that
haven't been covered too nuch tonight.

It's a tragedy, of course, that the salnon are an
i mperiled species after only two centuries that fall into
the Lewis and Clark's entry into the Pacific Northwest.

It's also appalling that every other charted
species in ldaho either are |listed as endangered species or
is being considered to be listed on the ESA

One of the things that hasn't been discussed here
is that the mllions of salnmon that once returned to the
hi ghl and, including the standi ng basin and upper tributary
wat ers of the Colunbia Basin is that they brought back the
nutrients needed to continue that cycle of life. They
brought them back fromthe ocean and provi ded heavy nutrient
| oad to the upper rivers that has been |lost and could be a
contributing factor to other native species being harned.

My comments are addressed to both issues on the

tabl e tonight. Breaching the dans, | feel is a viable
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alternative and one that could be show ng nore quicker
results than the others that have been proposed, including
bargi ng and other factors. But in supporting breaching the
danms, | have to say that you can't take the water fromthe
Upper Snake River.

One of the species under consideration for an ESA
listing here is the Yellowstone cutthroat. 1In addition to
the, you know, prine econoni c reasons for using the water
fromthe Upper Snake here, we have a very viable wildlife
and fishery population, that if we have anot her endangered
species on the table, how are you going to nake the choice
bet ween the sal non and the cutthroat?

So, again, | ask you to breach the dans and save
the native species. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ken

Keith, Garth and then Ted Chu's on deck

KEI TH ESPLI N,

MR. ESPLIN: Hello. I'mKeith Esplin from
Bl ackfoot, Idaho. |1'ma famly farner, a potato famly
farmer and |'m al so president of the Potato G owers of
| daho.

Producers of Idaho's npst famus commodity, the
| daho potato, supports solutions that will lead to the
recovery of the state sal non runs. However, the potato

growers of Idaho do not believe that breaching and a
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continued flow augnmentation are viable alternatives.

The 1999 |daho potato growers produced
approximately 138 m|lion hundred wei ght of potatoes on
approxi mately 400,000 acres. Their production represents
thirty percent of all potato production in the nation.

By conparison, |daho has the |argest potato
acreage space and hi gher production than all of Canada.
Consuners worl dwi de recogni ze the |Idaho potato as the
saf est, the highest quality available by paying a premumin
t he mar ket pl ace.

A |l arge shipping and processing industry has been
created around this production. W've created val ue-added
product that creates jobs and hel ps build Idaho' s econony.

Potato growers of |daho have a strong conm t nment
toirrigated agriculture. |Inaccurate and m sl eading
assertions include dam breachi ng and fl ow augnentation as
potential solutions to the sal non problemthreaten not only
| daho' s econony, but also the Iivelihood of all Idaho farnms,
farmfamlies, and the people who process and distribute our
products as well as those who supply input for our farns.

Mandat ed fl ow augnentation continues to be
unrealistic and without scientific basis. |daho has
supplied nore than ten mllion acre feet of water in the
past five years and it has resulted in no neasurabl e benefit

to sal non.
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Taking an additional mllion acre feet of I|daho
water will drive 600,000 acres of productive farm and.
Because grain crops utilize mainly early season stream fl ow,
as many as 400,000 acres of the acres in question are the
equi val ent of Idaho entire potato -- which will be high
val ue, |ate season, storage irrigation, intensive crops,
mai nl y potatoes and sugar beets.

This scenario will bankrupt many farnms and
trigger over production of already surplus grains. Potato
production terns approxi mately $1600 per-acre, while their
crops, like grain, will be much closer to $300 an acre.

Taking an additional mllion acre feet of |daho
wat er neans that many of Idaho's reservoirs in dry years
will be enpty up to ten percent of the time. Tearing out
dans also result in an increase in power cost.

Breachi ng these four danms could result in a
twelve to thirteen percent increase of whol esal e power
rates, a backbreaking blow to economnically-strapped farmers.

PA supports turbine nodifications, fish streans,
nodi fications, fish inprovenments and bypass inprovenents
that will give salnpn a better chance or reaching the ocean
as juveniles and returning to spawn as adults.

PG supports further funds for nore research in
ocean and historic conditions in order to uncover additiona

i nformati on of predators and their relation between the
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sal non and predators.

The proposal to breach the four Lower Snake River
dans, augnent flows, water along side those farmfanilies
will then render the state's econony to virtually destroy
i ndustry and unravel the social fabric of our people and
bankrupt our already struggling farmfamlies.

This is an unacceptable price to pay for a plan
that won't recover salnon. Thank you very nuch.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Keith.

Garth, Ted and then Steve Miurdock, Steven Mirdock
is on deck.

GARTH TOWERSAP

MR. TONERSAP: Hello, | just wanted to let you
know | "mgoing to try to address both i ssues as best as |
can. You've heard many of the viewpoints --

THE MODERATOR: State your nane for the record,
pl ease.

MR. TOWNERSAP: Certainly. M name is Garth
Towersap and |'ma tribal nmenber of the Shoshone-Bannock
tribes.

Okay. First of all, you heard many of the
Vi ewpoi nts that have been presented before. And | want to
talk to you about one issue that really hasn't been
presented until now. That is, specifically, the health

benefits of having a strong sal non popul ati on.
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Up to the 1960's, we had tribal nenbers that were
living in the salnon river area. And during that tinme, you
know, we, our famlies were strong. Qur culture was strong.
Qur heads were strong, and our hearts were strong.

One maj or part of that is because of that sal non
right there. That is our link to our nother earth. It is
one of many |i nks.

Even when we were relocated to Fort Hall, we
still nmade the journeys. W always were constantly going
back and forth. Sure, we did it by buckboard at first and
then we went to cars later on, but the thing is that we
still made that journey to that area.

I would call it a pilgrimge to that area because
we had to go up there. W had to performthe cerenonies.

We had to make sure our culture was still alive.

Now with the suffering of the sal non, so does the
health of our tribe as well. W |ook at today now, for
exanpl e, one of the biggest problens we are facing now is
that we have a serious epidenmc of najor health-rel ated
di seases such as di abetes.

If it's unchecked, the viability of our
reservation and of our people is threatened. All the
federal agents that are out there, that are trying to work
on this situation, nust realize that we nmust nmexinize, we

must all work together to ensure that this does not happen.
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We have an opportunity here to bring back the
sal nron. We have an opportunity to rectify the situation
And | woul d encourage you all to seriously consider the
words we have said here and to consider all the deeds that
have been done and all the data that's al ready been gathered
and critically evaluate what's been done.

And we ask that based on this information and on
t he opinions of ny people and of other people as well, that
the dans nust be breached.

One other thing that | wanted to discuss, you
menti oned -- sonebody was nentioning, why doesn't the |ndian
sinmply go back and forth with the horses. | think one of
the reasons why is because we'd probably get plowed over by
a truck. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Ted. Steven Murdock and then
Karl. And Karl is nunber fifty. And we have 102 signed up

so we're al nost hal fway there

TED CHUY,
MR CHU. MW nanme is Ted Chu. | live in Idaho
Falls. 1've been a resident of Idaho for approximtely
thirty years. | support breaching the four danms of the

Lower Snake River as the best alternative for restoring
sal mon to I daho and renoving the demand for Upper Snake
Ri ver water for flow augnmentation. | have reviewed all the

information | could obtain on this issue before arriving at
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this position.

As a biologist, | agree with the science that
strongly indicates bypassing the dans is the only action
which will be successful in restoring salnmon runs to |daho
in fishable nunbers.

As a forner Sal non River salnon fisherman, | know
firsthand what the |oss of runs have meant to | oca
busi nesses, to our |daho heritage, and to our collective
spirit. As a taxpayer, today has convinced ne that
bypassi ng the dans is econonically sound.

The peopl e whose lives and |ivelihoods were
destroyed by the construction of these dans were not
conpensated for their |osses. Nonetheless, | firmy believe
that people in businesses negatively inpacted by the
di smantling of these dans shoul d be generously assisted at
public expense in transition to alternative enploynment and
alternate nmeans of transportation of goods and products.

| chose breach over flush. Prior to the
construction of these dans, there was no need for water
rel eases fromour reservoirs to assi st downstream snolt
nm gration.

In the future, | will actively oppose any attenpt
to rel ease additional water fromthe Upper Snake River for
this purpose once the dans are bypassed.

And | would add that believing that we can have
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both the danms and retain our water in the Upper Snhake basin
is unrealistic if you understand the provisions of the
Endangered Species Act and the treaties of the tribes.

Along with the construction of these dans cane a
prom se: Sal non nunbers woul d be maintained. W have been
overly patient waiting for this promse to be kept. It has
now been obvious for nore than twenty years that we can't
have both the dans and anything nore than token nunber of
sal mon.

I have heard a number of people say here tonight
that we need to work together. What has been going on al
this time? | thought we were working together. |f working
together is working for the salnon, it's been awful ly
one-sided up to this point. Working together to save the
salmon is going to have to be different in the future.

It is inperative that we begin the process of
renmovi ng the earthen portions of these dans i Mmedi ately.
Decomm ssi oni ng these obsol ete structures will be the nost
enl i ghtened progressive act of conservation conducted by our
society during the first decade of the twenty-first century.

The sal non are running out of tinme. Any attenpt
to del ay dam breaching with prom ses of new fixes nust be
viewed as nothing |l ess than a calculated strategy of driving
these fish to extinction so they will no I onger be in the

way. This is unacceptable.
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Additionally, | have attached to ny comments a
copy of an article that appeared in a | ocal paper that
describes the salnmon fishing trip that | was on in 1973.

Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ted.

Steven Murdock, Karl WIIlians and Rob Van Kirk.

STEVEN MJURDOCK

MR, MJURDOCK: |'m Steven Murdock, an irrigator
and also a director on the People's Canal and Irrigation
Conpany. |'m happy to be able to be here this evening to
share just a few thoughts and feelings |I've had and al so
with those by other individuals | talked to over the | ast
few years on the proposals being di scussed here tonight.

Reactions to the idea of breaching the danms has
been everything fromanger to total disbelief. 1In ny mnd,
there are still nmany unanswered questions. And the proof is
not there to support dam breaching or even flow
augnent ati on.

One of the big questions |I've always had is, what
i s happening to the sal non when they get to the ocean? |It's
not hard to quickly figure out that a fish in the stomach of
a predator or fishing boat headed for another country,
regardl ess of all the work and preparation we do to invite
them back up the river, will not cone.

| feel there should be nore research done on
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t hese questions and that has been stated also by you this

eveni ng.

Above and beyond everything el se, however, is at
what cost is all this worth? Well, | think we should do al
that is reasonable to save the salnmon. | can't help but

think of all the people affected adversely by the effects of
t hese proposals.

Over the years, |'ve cone to admire and
appreci ate the wi sdom hard work and foresight of the
generations that preceded ours.

We have, in ny opinion, one of the greatest river
systenms and it benefits so many people in so nany wal ks of
life.

The dans and rivers make possible irrigation of
mllions of acres of farm ground, power generation which we
all are the beneficiaries of, recreation for so many,
habitats for so much wildlife, and waterways for noving
supplies and compdities to markets, and countl ess other
benefits.

Let's move forward and not backward, and wei gh
all the pros and cons and above all, keep your priorities in
the right order to help and protect people in their way of
life. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Steven.

Karl, Rob Van Kirk and Jeff Barney is next.
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Karl, are you with us?
Jeff Barney, on deck Jerry Hanson.
ROB VAN Kl RK

MR. VAN KIRK: My nanme is Rob Van Kirk. | live
in Ashton, Idaho. And even though I'm an avid sports
fisherman and spent ny entire life fishing for sal non,
steel head and trout in Idaho and throughout the Pacific
Northwest, |I'mhere primarily tonight as a scientist.

Many peopl e who have spoken before me this
eveni ng have quite el oquently discussed social and econom c
details of this issue. However, |I'mhere this evening as a
mat hemati cal biologist. By training, ny area of expertise
isin fish and wildlife population dynam cs and in
particul ar, the dynam cs of extinction and persistence in
smal | popul ati ons.

Research on the Snake River sal non popul ati on has
shown that survival of downstream migrating smolts is the
maj or factor limting sal non popul ati ons.

Regar di ng the Corps of Engi neers Juvenile Sal non
M gration Feasibility Study, the scientific evidence
strongly suggests that the only option that provides
signi ficant benefits to downstream m grant juvenile sal non
is the natural river draw down option

Successful downstream m gration of salnon snolts

to the ocean is not sinply a matter of transporting the fish



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

121

alive to the | ower Col unbia as bargi ng has denonstrat ed.

Juvenil e fish nust undergo physiol ogica
alterations that allow themto successfully nmeke the
transition fromliving in fresh water to living in salt
wat er .

These alterations have evol ved over thousands of
years to occur during the tine it takes the fish to mgrate
from headwater streams to the ocean under the natura
hydrol ogic regine of a free-fl owi ng Snake River.

Construction of the four Lower Snake River dans
dramatically altered this migration timng, disrupting a
life history that had successfully maintai ned abundant Snake
Ri ver sal non popul ations for thousands of years.

It is true that we don't know with a 100 percent
certainty that breaching the | ower four Snake River dans
will recover those populations to pre-damlevels, but it is
nearly certain that salnon recovery will not occur without
restoring the environnental conditions under which the
juvenile mgration phase of the salnon's life history
evol ved.

Juvenil e sal non have successfully migrated to the
ocean for thousands of years before the danms were built.
They had failed to mgrate successfully only since the
construction of these dams.

Si npl e reasoning yields the conclusion that the
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key to increasing migration success is to return the river
to its natural flow condition by breaching these dans.

In addition to breaching, | also support
coordi nated regi onal planning for habitat inprovenent,
fixing in river harvests to 1999 |evels until recovery goals
are achieved, and utilizing hatcheries for conservation
rather than mtigation.

Qutside of my occupation as a scientist, | could
list a lot of reasons why we ought to recover salnon. |
could also list a lot of scientific reasons why sal non ought
to be recovered.

However, the point | would like to | eave you with
tonight is, that if we as a society are serious about
recovering Snake River salnon, then the | ower four dans must
be breached.

On the other hand, if we were not willing to
breach these dans, then we should admit that we are not
willing to restore salnmon and quit wasting time, noney and
resources on continuing debate and research until the debate
and research are no longer of interest. The salnon will be
extinct at that point. Thank you very much.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Rob.

Jeff, Jerry Hansen and Lyn Benjam n.

Jerry, are you here? Jerry Hansen, Lyn Benjann,

after that is Paul B-E-R-GGRE-N, | think. It's hard to
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read. Go ahead.
JEFF BARNEY,

MR. BARNEY: Thank you. M nane is Jeff Barney.
I"'mwith the Idaho Wldlife Federation. W represent a
group of sportsman across the state of I[daho of 5,000
menbers and affiliate nmenbers across the entire state. And
"Il keep ny coments very brief.

After reviewing the draft EI'S, there was one and
only one alternative that represents any vi abl e way of
recovering |Idaho sal non and steel head; that being
Al ternative Four, bypass the Snake River dams. And | fee
very strongly about that.

The I daho Federation have been strong advocates
since the beginning of this issue for preserving rura
econonies -- preserve rural econom es, protecting |Idaho
wat er and getting our fish back

As it stands now, the econonies and the
bi ol ogi sts point very strongly to the fact that that can be
acconplished only if bypassing these dans is kept on the
t abl e.

Many of our nmenbers contributed to the $1.1
billion dollar industry known as recreation and tourismin
the state of ldaho. That is a very far-reaching econom c
fact -- effect, | should say, in this state.

To that end, the people who fly fish and fish
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across the state of Idaho, nyself included, we want to see
no fl ow augnentation. 1In fact, we want to see flow
augnentation taken off the table so that Idaho's water is
not at risk for nonrecreation industry and for farm ng

The risk to South Fork and Snake, the risk to
Henry's Fork basin, should these dans not be bypassed, is
very far reaching. We think it will have a very dramatic
pl ace for those rural econon es that depend on these
resources.

And | just want to make sure that bypassing these
dans is kept on the table as a viable alternative to
recovering our fish and protecting your rural econom es and
protect |daho water. Thank you very mnuch.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you Jeff.

One nore tine, jerry Hansen, are you here?

Lyn Benj am n.

After Lyn, Paul Berggren and Keene Hueflle.

LYN BENJAM N,

MS. BENJAM N.  Good evening. M nanme is Lyn
Benjamin. |I'mfrom Teton Valley, Idaho. |'m a hydrol ogi st
by profession. |'Il be speaking to you tonight about both
papers that are on the table.

I would Iike to cormend all the agencies that
were involved in producing these docunents. O the anpunt

and quality of information that they conpil ed about a very
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conpl ex issue. These studies that provided conprehensive
cross-disciplinary summari es of the issues that need to be
addressed in order to neet the mandates of the federa
Endanger ed Speci es Act.

These docunents clearly outline the risks and
consequences involved with each of the options that face us
now. So nuch has been acconplished and presented to the
public by these agencies, | believe that it is nowtine to
consi der the options and meke our choices.

Al t hough some groups say that science is stil
i nconcl usive and that we need to continue the studies,

di sagree with this and propose we now have the best node
we' re capabl e of producing and shoul d make deci si ons based
on the information that we have.

At the this point in tine, the decisions to
post pone actions are sinply decisions to ignore federal |aw
and pernit several stocks of anadromous fish to becone
extinct.

In a simlar vein as a resident of eastern |daho,
I am di snayed by the position taken by a variety of groups
and individuals in the region that sal non recovery is not a
concern of theirs and that protection of water supplies for
irrigation or in streamflows shoul d supersede sal non
recovery effort.

We are all residents of the Colunbia River
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ecosystem And the health of our smaller watershed is
intimately tied to the health of the |arger watershed.

At this point in our history, it is critical to
set aside parochialism and to work toward a regiona
prospecti ve.

To protest flow augnentation for the Upper Snake
Ri ver basin, whether it be at the current |evel or one
mllion acre feet, without offering viable alternatives of
sal mon recovery is also a way to ignore federal |aw and
permt these fish to becone extinct.

Each paper offers a series of alternatives. In
bot h papers the current prograns or existing conditions do
little to inprove the condition of the sal non speci es.

The second series of options entitled, "Mjor

Systens | nprovenent," are inportant, but it appears fromthe
nodeling efforts that wi thout damrenoval, these steps would
not significantly increase population gromh of fish
speci es. These second options would necessarily involve
hi gh levels of flow augnentation which would have
unacceptabl e i npacts in head water regions.

The third option to breach the Lower Snake River
danms or natural draw down option. This is the alternative
t hat bi ol ogical opinions cite as the only one likely to

bring sal non popul ation back to a viable level. Although

other factors, such as habitat, harvest and hatcheries need
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to be addressed, w thout dam breaching, it is unlikely the
sal non species will recover. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Paul , thank you.

And then Keene and Fred Davi es.

PAUL BERGGREN

MR, BERGGREN: My nanme is Paul Berggren. Toni ght
| represent the New Sweden Irrigation District, at which
every one of you is a guest sitting here. That's our falls
in front of the building here. 1've been here a long tine.
My grandparents settled here in the 1890s. They cane from
Sweden. And this is the New Sweden Irrigation District.
That figures out.

["min opposition to option four of, dam
breachi ng option, for many reasons. First one is, of
course, National Fisheries indicate that there isn't any one
alternate, alternative alone that's going to save the
sal mon.

There are quite a few things that are probably
going to go have to be done. But all of the options
proposed by the federal governnent, except one include the
exi sting low fl ow augnmentation. 1've heard toni ght severa
times that it's either salnon or water.

Well, every one of the federal options, with the

exception of one, indicates that the current flow
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augnmentation, that's 427,000 acre feet fromthe Upper Snake,
237,000 for Idaho Power, and fromone and a half to 1.9
mllion acre feet from Dorsack reservoir. And this is
status quo is well over two million acre feet annually.

Additional flow, this mllion acre feet study
woul d devastate the econom es of the Snake River Valley as
wel |l as destroy the resident fisheries in these reservoirs
that we depend on so nmuch because these reservoirs would be
conpl etely drained part of the tine.

The studi es now concl usively denonstrate between
95 and 98 percent of listed sal non stocks are alive when
transported through barges to the nmouth of the Col unbia
Ri ver, however, less than half of one percent of the adults
return. This indicates ocean conditions to be one of the
maj or probl ens.

We could talk quite a bit about this. | fee
that this is something we certainly need to |ook at, the
terns and the squaw fish and, well, many other things need
to be nentioned, mackerels, to say nothing about |ost power
generated capacity if the dans are breached.

We're tal king about nore than a total generating
capacity of |daho Power Conpany, and say nothi ng about the
i ncreased pol lution, expense, the |loss of jobs by replacing
river barge transportation with an additional 2,407

sem -trucks on our highways or an additional 600 rail cars.
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The dans can't be breached in time to save sal non.

The absol ute mni num for Congress to authorize
and appropriate noney for agencies to devel op environnenta
i npact statements, for engineers to design the work, to |et
the bids for contracts to be selected is fromnine to
si xteen years, if no one sues.

My tinme is up. Appreciate the opportunity, thank
you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Paul

Keene?

Let's see. What kind of keys are they? Two sets
of car keys if anyone is mssing their keys.

Keith, are you with us? He left.

Keene left?

Fred: Co.

FRED DAVI ES,

MR. DAVIES: Go?

I would like to commend the board. Six of the
nine are here, and you have a very unenvi able task. | know
you' re highly paid governnent enployees, nobst of you, and we
all -- nost all of us in this roomappreciate that. And I'm
here to assure you, you don't get paid enough for the job
you' ve got to do.

This is an extrenely touchy situation. It

affects the cultures of all the people living in the
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Col unbia River Basin, and it affects their livelihoods.
There are a |ot of issues here. And of all the people who
have spoken toni ght have honest intention in what they say.

This is a very tough issue to do. One of the
definitions of insanity is to continue to do the thing
you' ve been doing and expect to get different results. |If
we continue to do what we've been doing and expect to get
different results, we are insane.

If we continue to try to nethods we have tried
and do them nore, nore is not necessarily better, we wll
get the same results we have been getting. W nust do
somet hing different.

If we have graphs that indicate that the decline
became very sharp when these four dans were constructed,
then it woul d behooves us to renove these four dans.

That alone will not be enough, but that al one
does solve a |l ot of the concerns which have been expressed
here tonight. Sonme of the concerns have been expressed are
the loss of water and the related crops. That's a very rea
concern. That's a very valid concern, but breaching the
dans m nimzes that concern.

By breaching the dams, we ninimze the need for
augnentation to drive out that stagnate water and correct
that chem cal inbalance that you can't do with some of the

met hods that have been tried and haven't worked, |ike the
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flip tails on the spillways, and those types of things.

A | ot has been said about the cost of doing this.
The cost of doing this approach is sone $265 million dollars
per year. But that's only the cost in |lost revenue. It
doesn't reflect necessarily the | esseni ng of expenses, and
doesn't take into account the increased revenue avail abl e
upstream by being able to rel ease those flows of water in a
cal cul at ed manner through the turbines upstream such as
Pal i sades, CJ Strike and those dans.

It releases that waters in augnentation form not
at the tinme when it can do generation. And the power that
will be lost is an average flow of power. It isn't the peak
anount year-round. It's not lost to us. It's lost to the
Dal l es and Sol eto (phonetic) and the transformation into
D.C., which is then shipped southwest from here.

That is who | oses that power. The people who
have been stealing our water over the power lines for the
past twenty-five years.

Thank you very mnuch.

THE MODERATOR: |I'msorry it's after the fact,
but can | get you to state your nane?

MR. DAVIES: Fred Davies. | live in Pocatello,
| daho.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Okay, folks we're going to take another break
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here and give our panel a chance to stretch. Ten m nutes.
We'lIl be back at twenty till. We're on Nunber fifty-eight
and the next person up will be Lonnie Racehorse

(O f the record.)

THE MODERATOR: Move up to the mic, please.
Lonnie, you're on. And after Lonnie is Denny Manning and
then Jeff Anderson.

LONNI E RACEHORSE

MR. RACEHORSE: My nane is Lonnie Racehorse. [|'m

a tenth generation Indian fromthis valley. | am here
representing nyself, and I'ma tribal nenber of the
Shoshone- Bannock tribes. |'ve been fighting this situation

for over twenty-five years.

| used to be the director of |daho Internpuntain

Policy Board out of Boise. And | have a little -- fromthe
| daho State Journal here that is dated April 23rd, 1981
saying that | blame the river danms for dip in fish
popul ation. 1've known what you guys are |earning now for
over twenty years, nineteen years. And |I've stated that in
thi s paper.

| heard from a nunber of biologists around that
this is the case. At that tinme they were telling ne that

the trips around the dans woul d take care of everything and

bring the fish popul ation back. And they didn't work. And,

plus, a nunber didn't do the fish | adder deal and so forth,
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and none of them worked. And now you're being told that the
dans is a problem
| believed that then and | believe it now, and I

think the only way to bring those sal non back is to breach

t he dans.

And at that time | called themthe dam dans. W
had fights with the fisherman out on the -- on the rivers.
We had one big battle. | know where the expert tribe on

Rapi d Ri ver where they called out the SWAT teans because of
the battles with the fish and game. W was doing the
fishing up there. And they couldn't. And they would try to
run us off. They called SWAT teans on us.

And after that, it was up here on the Sal non
River with the fisheries. And now the information is
getting out, where all the people are getting together and
saying let's do sonething.

And at this point, | think it's time to do
something. And I"'mgoing to |leave this article with you
folks. And that's ny position. And that's what you' ve been
hearing all evening.

I think the people that are starting to change
their mnd is the one that started | earni ng about the
situation. They're basically learning fromyou people here.

You peopl e have still got your thoughts up in the

air, you're saying, but |I think the position is clear. |
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think, let's get on with it. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Lonnie.

Denny Manni ng. Jeff Anderson and Dal e Swensen.

Denny, are you with us? Denny is off the list.

Jeff Anderson.

MR. ANDERSON:  Yes.

THE MODERATOR: Okay. Great.

After Jeff, then Dale Swensen and we nobve on to
Sal | e Engel hardt.

JEFF ANDERSON

JEFF ANDERSON: MWy nane is Jeff Anderson. |I'ma
bi ol ogi st for the Shoshone-Bannock tribes, and I'd like to
address my comments tonight to the All-H paper

The CRI nodeling used in -- used throughout the
paper uses the assunption that there is zero indirect
nortality associated with dam passage and transportation.

In other words, they are assuning that a snolt
coll ected at Lower Granite dam placed on a barge or a truck
and rel eased bel ow Bonneville damis not going to suffer an
adverse effect as a result of this experience.

This is not a realistic assunption. Throughout
the evening, several people have conmented that the ocean is
responsible for the significant portion of nortality for the
Snake River fish.

I would argue that a significant part of this
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nmortality is indirect nortality associated with dam passage
and transportation. |If it's not, we have an awful selective
killer ocean out there that is working on actively weeding
out Upper Snake River fish.

If the CRI assunption that no direct nortality
due to dans and transportation is invalid, then the nodel
and its predictions throughout the rest of the paper should
al so be called into question.

Time is critical for the recovery for Snake River
fish. Many upper bays and stocks are on the threshold of
extinction as we speak tonight. The All-H paper uses the
quasi -extinction | evel of one fish or less returned in a
gi ven year for nodeling extinction risk.

This threshold is to low. The population will be
functionally extinct well before this one fish level is
reached. By using this conservative |level for nedeling, the
paper does not bring to the forefront that time is of the
essence for sal non recovery.

Many stocks in upper Sal non basin today are
al ready extinct based on this criteria, including Herd Creek
(phonetic), the East Fork Sal non River, Yanky Fork Sal non
Ri ver, Marsh Creek and Sul fur Creek

The extinction probabilities as well as the tinme
extinction for sal non and steel head popul ati ons woul d be

vastly different if a nore reasonable |evel of fifty
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spawni ng pairs were used for nodeling, which is an accepted
for conservation biology theory.

Alternative seen in the paper defers the decision
on dam breaching. There is no tinme to defer a decision
unl ess the powers at be are willing to |l et the Upper Snake
Ri ver popul ations go extinct while we wait for a decision.

Incremental survival, inprovenents at hatcheries,
hydro, habitat and harvest will not recover Snake River
salmon. No nore increnental fixes. W need to nake the
guantum | eap and breach the dans if we expect to recover
Snake River sal non and steel head. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jeff.

Dal e, are you with us?

Salle. After Salle, Mke Haddix and Ji m Mt hi as.

SALLE ENGELHARDT,

MS. ENGELHARDT: M nane is Sally Engel hardt.
I"man Anerican, a third generation Anerican and a citizen
of Pocatello, Idaho. [I'mnot a capitalist. | don't bow
down to the alm ghty dollar. | do bow down to a God who
created nature and all of us. And | believe in what native
Ameri cans have been telling us this evening. | think that
their point is well made. And | think that we have been
i gnoring themway too |ong.

I would Iike my comments to be applied to both

the DEI'S and the All-H And |'m sure that you' ve heard al
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of the studies. I'mnot going to get real technical. I'm
sure you've heard this study as well which was conpl eted
recently by Gresh, LaChadwi ch and Shurmacher (phonetic).

And they point out that these sal non, these
anadronmous fish that return to the headwaters in the natura
wi | derness that we have left here actually supply a ngjor
anount of nutrients to the plant life, endangered species
within these areas, including the grizzly bear. And sone of
these species will alter their breeding patterns in order to
facilitate the nutrients that are brought back by the
sal mon. And the carcasses as they were left in the streans
and they die.

They al so feed their spawning or their snolt.
They also feed the snolt. And if they don't have these
nutrients to gain weight and get stronger to go downriver.
They're not going to make it through the turbines. They're
not going to nake it to the ocean. They're not going to
make it back.

And | agree with this statenent about the
selectivity of the ocean. That's pretty farfetched. So
don't really think that that's really the problem | think
the dans are what the problemis because they obstruct the
flow of these fish com ng back

I think we, as a society, have errored terribly

in building these danms because we really didn't put a | ot of
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forethought into what was going to go happen to the
ecosystens upstream when they were built. And | think in
our greed and our need for noney and the al m ghty dollar, we
have not considered what we are now all worried about.

If they were a society that actually consi dered
such things and could control our destructive behavior, we
woul dn't need protection-type of policies |ike the ESA the
Clean Air, the Clean Water Act, breaching the dans and
worryi ng about all of these situations to sustain ourselves
when we're not really concerned about other species.

| claimwe are specie eccentric and it's time for
us to stop it now Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Salle.

M ke Haddi x, are you with us, M ke? No.

Jim Mathias, is that you?

MR. MATHI AS: Ji m Mat hi as.

THE MODERATOR: Sorry, Jim

MR. MATHI AS: No problem Anything but late to

[ unch.
JI' M MATHI AS,
MR. MATHIAS: |'m Jim Mathias from Bl ackf oot
Idaho. 1'd like ny cooments to apply to both papers. | am

the conservation chairman for the local "TU' chapter, but ny
comments tonight will be as a resident and citizen of

sout heast | daho.
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I am an engi neer and nade my living for thirty
years in our world fanobus potato industry. M job and the
livelihood of my neighbors and friends depend upon
irrigation water and agriculture.

We are faced today with conplex issues and
pai nful choices. | do not believe we should risk, allowthe
sal mon river, allowi ng the Snake River sal non to becone
extinct, but who must bear the job change and the
rel ocation?

After careful consideration, | now support
Alternative Four of the Corps' draft EIS or any alternative
that calls for breaching and no use of additional water from
t he Upper Snake River system

That is the best choice. These are ny reasons.
When the four Lower Snake River dans went in, the sal non
runs plunged quickly to one-sixth of predamlevels. Five
years after comm ssioning Lower Monunent and Little Goose,
the runs were cut by two-thirds, and they were cut again by
hal f when Lower Granite was comm ssioned.

This corresponds exactly with the four-year spawn
cycle. | fished those runs and | watched. | witnessed this
destruction. And it wasn't because seals or terns ate the
fish. Those salnon go to sea, and they return four years
| ater bearing jobs for people.

Studies are showing the revitalized fisheries
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al ong the Snake and bel ow, together with grain
transportation industry jobs and will conpensate for the
loss in the barging jobs. | believe it will happen. |
remenber cars lining the roads along the big nanme hol es on
the Sal mon River.

| remenber restaurants, notels crowded with
fishernmen. Idaho's population has grown fifty percent since
then. There is nore leisure tine. Wth that fishery
revitalized, watch the small towns boom

Any nonbreaching alternative will require a | ot
of southeastern Idaho's water. | do not believe in saving
subsi di zed shi ppi ng and bargi ng jobs by sacrificing our
irrigation water, our farms, and our jobs in southeast
Idaho. This is win, |lose. Breaching creates replacenent
jobs and this is win, wn.

| believe we've had over twenty years of a grand
experiment with our hatcheries, barging and anot her schenes.
They are obvious failures and we need to adnmit it.

Yes. We can devise new studi es and endl essly so.
My own engi neering boss had a sign over the back of his desk
that read, "There cones a tinme when you nust fire the

engi neers --" sorry about that, Bill -- "and get on with
what nust be done.”
Breach the dans, save the sal non, and keep our

wat er for productive agriculture and jobs. And the data for
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the decline is attached.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jim

Lawr ence Ford. And after Law ence, Roger Bray,
and then Stan Lati mer.

LAWRENCE FORD

MR FORD: Hi. | amlLarry Ford from Pocatello
representing nyself. It seems to ne that there really is
only three options available to us. One is to preserve the
status quo and | heard that deeply espoused tonight by the
city councilman fromldaho Falls and various representatives
of the Cormmittee of Nine.

Now, the gentlenman over here, Fred, | think, used
my best line, but it bears repeating. Evidence of insanity
is repeating the sane acts over and over while expecting
results to be different.

We've had years of barging, hatchery, harvest
reductions, things like that while sal non stocks have
plummeted. It is insanity to continue this policy while
expecting the results to be different.

| see that nost peopl e have opposed option two
here toni ght which is the flow augnentation option. It will
devastate the farm ng econony in Idaho with the associated
producti on econom es

But those who support option one, the status quo,

have to realize that they are, by default, going to sel ect
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that option two. Lawsuits are going to come on the
Endangered Species Act, and tribal rights, treaty rights.
And you're playing Russian roulette if you don't think those
lawsuits are likely to succeed. And if they succeed,
they're going to take massive anmounts of water from southern
I daho and not all of it fromwlling sellers.

The remaining option action as | see it is
breaching the dams. It has the best chance of restoring the
runs. There will be associated costs, but | think that
those costs have been drastically inflated for us here
t oni ght .

To those who say the problemis other places,
ocean conditions, predators, over fishing, and so on, | ask,
how do you explain the fact that the sal non stocks in the
Hanford breach of the Col unbia are doing well?

They face the sane predators. They face the sane
gill nets, the same ocean conditions. They have to bypass
Bonneville, MNary, the Dalles, John Day dam face the squaw
fish, the whole bit. They're doing well. Wat's the
di fference between them and the Snake River stocks? Those
four dams on the Lower Snake. Breach the dans.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Larry.

Ckay, Roger and Stan is on deck and then Jackie

Maughan.
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ROGER BRAY,
MR, BRAY: |'m Roger Bray from Pocatello. |
don't represent a committee. | don't think we need another
one involved in this. | speak tonight in favor of the

Alternative Four of the Corps' draft EIS and All-H paper
that addresses the nothballing of the four Lower Snake dans.
I think that it's necessary in order for us to restore

sal mon steel head popul ations. | am against any flow
augnent ation that fixes downstream problens with upstream
resour ces.

When | left Idaho for pursuit of ny education and
career, | entrusted the care of the salnon and steel head
popul ations to the government entities that were in charge
with that responsibility.

VWhen | was able to return back to Idaho, | felt
betrayed by those who fell asleep at their job and those who
fell asleep on their watch over this val uable resource.

It's my conviction that the proposals to create
free flow around the four Lower Snake dams is a necessary
first step to renedy the tragic situation of our dw ndling
sal ron and steel head populations. | would |like to state the
obvi ous fact that many people seemto convincely junp over
in their search for facts.

We broke the environnment that produced the fish

for the sake of one dam after another dam after another.
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The fact is that God had the best systemin place for the
proliferation of these fish for the ages. The facts are
that the sal non steel head popul ation's creator, when we were
arrogant enough to think we could have it all by adding the
four Lower Snake River dams, we stripped nature's power away
by building those four dans, by turning 140 nmles of
free-flowing river into 140 mles of fish inpoundnents.

It's time to quit playing God and questioning the
creator's ability to design, and to return the 140 niles to
nature's way.

| grew up on a farmin the Blackfoot area. |'ve
heard water users here tonight tell the story how breaching
the dans will require nore flow augnentation and all that.
| al so renenmber growing up on the farm we increased our
flows by sinply clearing the obstacles in our ditches. W
pul | ed vegetation and things |like that.

If the danms are reducing the flow, then if the
dans are renoved, we should inprove the flow And | think
it's common sense if you ever grew up on a farm that's what
you do to nmanage your own farm why not the resource of this
stream as wel |

The facts are that the eastern states have
restored sal non runs by beginning with the renoval of dans.
The fact is that our neighbor to the north in British

Col unbi a has just recently negotiated the renoval of a
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hydroel ectric damthere as of March 1st, 2000 in order to
restore sal mon runs.

The facts are we have too many people who fail to
lead in this issue. It's tinme for us to renove the danms and
get on with the recovery. W don't need nore answers. W
need nore people to nake deci sions.

THE MODERATOR: Thanks, Roger

Stan, Jackie and then Chris Hays.

STAN LATI MER

MR, LATIMER: Okay. M nane is Stan Latinmer from
Pocatello. | really didn't cone with anything prepared, but
| am for dam bypassing and |I'm agai nst fl ow augnmentati on.

I"'ma lifetime resident of Idaho. And when | was
younger, ny parents used to take ne out fishing and enjoyed
the outdoors. |'ve never really fished for salnon. | never
have gotten the opportunity to, but I would Iike to.
really would |ike to pass on that opportunity to my own
sons.

By trade |I'm an engineer. And as an engi neer,
have to make choices, decisions in my work that are based on
sci ence and conmon sense. And it appears to ne that we have
the science, but we're just not maybe applyi ng enough comron
sense to the issue, because these dans are what is creating
the problens with the fish right now

This might be a silly analogy, but | think if we
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maybe rel ate sonething that's happening applied to ducks,
and we built a 5,000 foot fence on the border between the
U.S. and Canada, a restriction for the ducks to conme back
and mgrate back and forth. | would say there was going to
be a big popul ati on decrease in the ducks because we
restricted the access so breedi ng grounds and feeding
grounds. And, you know, | think that's an appropriate
exanple as to what the dans are doing to the sal non.
Anyway. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Stan

Jacki e and after Jackie is Chris, and then Rick
Ei ke i s on deck

JACKI E MAUGHAN

MS. MAUGHAN:. Jacki e Maughan and |I'm representing

the I daho watersheds project. |'man eastern |Idaho range

nmonitor for the watersheds project. Thank you, folks, for

sitting here. | knowit's hard.
Anyway, | wanted to make sone comrents for |WPN
and personal comments for nyself. [|daho watersheds project

i s agai nst flow augnentation for the reasons already stated
tonight. W need to keep the water in the streans in
sout heastern I daho. W are for breaching the dans.

I"ve heard clains tonight the four danms didn't
ruin the salnon runs. | have an anecdote. M father was an

outfitter and guide in Hell's Canyon, and | watched his
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gui di ng busi ness go out of business as those dans cane on
l[ine in 1974 when the Lower G anite dam canme on line, that
put himout of business. Because there were no nore -- the
sal mon and steel head runs had been depleted so nuch, he
couldn't make a living off of that.

So, what | want to -- it seens to nme that it's
fairly obvious to ne, it's self-evident what the problemis
with the salnmon is those four dans. | want to apply this
principle OCccam s razor that the sinplest and nost obvious
explanation is usually the correct explanation

So in this case, those four dans are the problem
They're depleting the salnmon runs. And what 1'd |ike, very
much like to see happen is let's apply Cccam s razor to
those dans and breach them

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jackie.

Chris Hays, are you still with us, Chris?

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: \What nunber are you on?

THE MODERATOR: W are now on number seventy.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: | think that m ght be ne.

THE MODERATOR:  Ckay.

CHRI S HAYS,

MR. HAYS: M nanme is Chris Hays. You'll have to
excuse ny voice, |'ve been hollering all day. |[|'ve been
waiting for years for this opportunity. | don't need a

prerehearsed of any sort.
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"' m not Shoshone-Bannock |Indian of any sort, but
we shoul d be ashaned of ourselves for what we've done to
this place. It's tine to make right what's been wrong.
These fish were here. These |ands were here. Nature is
natural. It's so obvious. You put a concrete barrier in
the mddle of a river and you expect sonething to go through
it. It doesn't work that way. Technology is not nore.

It's not going to happen. They need to be breached. |It's
that sinple. Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Thanks, Chris.

Rick Eike. |If you're with us, still, Ralph
Maughan and then Charl es Pace.

RI CK EI KE,

MR EIKE: M nane is Rick Eike. | was born and
rai sed here in Idaho. And sonme people seemto think that is
important if you nake a coment in ldaho. | don't.

But | did learn to fish here in Idaho at pl aces
like Big Horse Lake, Perkins Lake and some of the other
i ncredi bl e spots that Idaho has to offer

In the '80s, nmy job required ne to travel ful
time, and | spent tine at every other mgjor city in el even
western states. And | had the opportunity to see first hand
what can happen to beautiful places and pristine habitat if
they're not protected.

When | returned to Idaho in '95, | started to
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| earn about sal non, lIdaho's fish, the salnon in particular
| | earned every native species of fish in Idaho, they're
either extinct, endangered, threatened or in decline.

Now, maybe |I'm | ucky, maybe I'm not, because
have a good friend who is an anadronous fish biologist. |
can get good, accurate information about what was happeni ng
to the fish.

But to ne, this isn't about biology. |'msure
that's part of it, but what this is about is what we val ue.
VWhat we val ue as | dahoans and what we val ue as Anmericans.
VWhat do we | eave for the future? Do we take our kids
fishing for salnmon or do we take themto a nuseumto show
t hem what a sal non | ooked |ike before they becane extinct?

I know the choice is clear for ne. But this is
about pronises, pronises nmade, prom ses broken, and the
prom ses of the future.

In the m d-1800s, the government prom sed
American Indians the rights to hunt and fish and by
extention the rights of the fish to return to |daho.

That prom se has certainly been broken when we
tal k about the Coho (phonetic) and soon about the sockeye.
And then, what, about the chi nook?

In the '60s and ' 70s, we were pronised that the
four danms on the Lower Snake River woul dn't destroy our

sal ron and steel head runs and woul dn't destroy the origina
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renewabl e I daho resource that had created so many jobs. W
were pronised that the hatchery prograns would be so
successful that we would have nore fish than ever. W were
prom sed that barging was a solution for having turned 130
mles of river into a highway for commodities. Those

prom ses were broken or we would not be here today.

Politicians have promi sed us all sorts of things,
huge electric rate increases in ldaho if the dans are
breached. | have a videotape of Larry Craig says of the
doubling or tripling of electric rates. W are prom sed
huge job losses if the dans are breached. | guess the ten
or twenty thousand fishing industry jobs that were already
lost don't figure in

We are told the technology is the answer to fix
what technol ogy has rui ned, even though it has failed for
the last thirty years to do so. And we only have ten or
fifteen nore years left to even try.

One promise | do believe is the promise if the
dans are not breached, the federal governnment will take an
additional one mllion acre feet of our water or try to
unsuccessful ly flush pass the dans.

It's clear that flow augmentati on won't recover
our salnmon runs. It delays extinction. But in the process,
it hurts every ldahoan that relies on that. That is a

prom se you can rely on.
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Breaching the dans is the only solution that can
save our sal non and steel head runs as well as the needs of
other native fish, all w thout requiring additional |daho
wat er .

The life span of the damis limted no matter
what you do. Extinction is forever. Please do what's
right. Breach the dans. Bring back our fish

THE MODERATOR: Thanks, Rick.

Ral ph and then Charl es Pace.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Breach the dam

THE MODERATOR: |Is that you, Ral ph?

MR, MAUGHAN: No, |'m Ral ph Maughan, Pocatell o,
| daho.

THE MODERATOR: You're Ral ph. Okay. | just
wanted to make sure that wasn't your testinony. Thanks,
Ral ph.

RALPH MAUGHAN

MR. MAUGHAN: | don't have any prepared
testi nony, but you can put nme down in favor of Alternative
Four, breaching the dans. | do have a few observations
about the politics of the situation, and |I understand that
this is as much politics as it is science.

One of the things that was spoken of earlier is
there was a simlar gathering like this in 1990 and again in

1995. And really what we have here is a great public
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ritual. We have all of the settings of a ritual. W even
have a court reporter, which adds a |ot of gravity
i ndicative to the situation.

But the point of a ritual is, is to make it so
that the peopl e appear that they had their say and they have
been heard. | don't have any illusions this is necessarily
goi ng to change anything, but one of the nice things about
political problens is if you study them | ong enough, they
oftenti nes go away.

And | think in the matter of five or ten years,
this problemw Il go away. There nmay be the problem of the
fact that the irrigators have their water taken fromthem
I"'mnot in favor of flow augnmentation, but that is the next
step, although it appears that those associated with the
Conmittee of Nine don't see that, but | can envision a
hearing ten years from now and people will speak of the
irrigators as they did the salnon. Well, | renmenber the
ti me when you could wal k along the Snake River in Idaho and
go fromone irrigated farmto another

But the inportant thing is to hold the no action
coalition together for a little while longer. As our
senators have told us, it's very inmportant |dahoans not be
split on this situation. That we have things in comopn with
the waterway up at Lew ston.

And | say that's sadly absurd. That's why they
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keep saying that they are afraid people will finally wi se up
alittle bit about that. In sonme, | think our politicians
are very concerned about one river, and that one river is
t he Potomac. Thank you.
THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ral ph
Charl es Pace, Mtch Papa and Ronal d Hover.
CHARLES PACE

MR. PACE: M nane is Charles Pace. |'m an
econoni st and |'ve worked on a nunber of these issues. |'m
representing strictly nyself tonight. These views are ny
own.

And | should say to start with, an avid eater of
| daho spuds. | like themfried and mashed and creamy with
cheese on the top and all of that, but | also |ike fish.

| believe the time to act for the fish is now
Power Pl anni ng Council has been around for twenty years.
They have becone the handmai dens of industry. They have no
remaining credibility.

The question now of whether the fish would be
better off without them you're not going to get that kind
of action. That kind of action that's necessary fromthe
Power Pl anning Council, it's going to be up to the federa
caucus.

And there are going to be entities, particularly

the tribes that hold your feet to the fire and insist you
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carry out the full scope of your responsibilities under the
Endanger ed Speci es Act and ot her studies.

There are a nunber of holes in the studies that
generally are deliberate. |[|'ve worked on these studies for
a nunber of years. They have flawed baselines. The cost of
fish and wildlife neasures are systemmtically overstated.
The benefits are systematically understated, neglected or
attacked. This has been carried through from Drew through
the mul ti speci es franmework.

Particularly in the case of hydro and breachi ng,
those four dans were sized with the expectation of upstream
storage. That never devel oped. Those dans produce
electricity. Wien you have hydro in the system when there
is a rel ease needed, they don't make that kind of
contribution. W could easily do w thout those four
particul ar dans and still have a very strong, viable
Bonnevil |l e power administration and hydro system

On navigation, the cost of breaching and shi pping
are overstated. Flow augnentation, you've heard quite a bit
about tonight, the fact is we need fl ow augnentati on and not
substitute the 427,000 that are coming out of |daho has no
bi ol ogi cal referent.

It's true that you cannot doubl e di pping, water
spreadi ng all kinds of practices, involving federal |argess

in the Upper Snake, you cannot keep those in place and do
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fl ow augnentation. But there is questions about whether or
not you shoul d keep those in place.

Ral ph menti oned sonme of themearlier. |It's not
just about econom cs or ecology, it's about politics. In
this region if you | ook at Idaho's position, don't touch the
port of Lew ston, don't touch the water district 01 and
don't touch our power conpany. And that's what ldaho is
going to contribute? | suggest that what you need to do as
a federal caucus is thank them for their input, cook them
and eat them

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Charl es.

Mtch, you're next, and then Ronal d.

And then Mark. | can't nake out the |ast nane
but I think it's T-H 1-E-L nmaybe.

M TCH POPA,

MR, POPA: M nane is Mtch Popa from Pocatell o,
Idaho. And I'mfor the options that are in favor of
breaching the dans. In ny opinion, the dans we are talking
today are an experinment which didn't go as well as expected.
Wth began as an effort to adopt a recourse to neet our
needs and demands resulted in a chain of inefficiencies we
must now face up to

Comrendabl e and respectable as these efforts
were, the tinme has cone for us to face the fact they are no

| onger needed.
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I've read nuch about what would be lost if the
power generation, irrigation, transportation. |'ve conme to
the concl usion that what we're getting fromthe dans is not
justifying what they are taking away from us

My dad loves to tell nme the story about fishing
for the salnmon on the Salnon in the '40s, '50s and '60s with
his best friend Joe. On one particular trip, Joe hooked the
bi g one and they had forgotten the net. M dad junmped in to
save the day. When he landed, it was not the river bottom
he hit, but a bed of salnmon. The sal non swam and nmy dad got
an unexpected battle.

None of my kids shall ever have that happen, will
never see what ny dad saw as will both of their kids. |
hope you wi sh the same for your children and grandchil dren

To me, this issue goes beyond whether or not dans
shoul d go or stay, but chall enges us as humans to
acknowl edge our m stakes and begin restorative processes.

The tinme has conme for us to seriously consider
the |l egacy we're leaving future generations. WII they | ook
back on us with respect and admiration for correcting our
m stakes, or will they | ook at us as being weak, selfish and
passive for allowi ng the salnobn to go extinct.

The three options are to do nothing, increase
fl ow augnentation barging or return the Snake River to a

natural river system
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| guess it's ny opinion that option one should be
thrown out the wi ndow. When has doi ng nothing ever sol ved
anyt hi ng?

In terns of option two, you know as well as |
the cost in this controversial option does not have the
desired results; otherwi se, we would not be here today.

The third option, and | guess it's the only

option in my opinion, is to breach the dans. Although |

synmpathize with a fewthis will negativity inmpact, | can't
help but think in the long run society as a whole will be
better off.

In the political arena that this fight now
exi sts, sonething nust be done soon. W can all continue to
deny the real problemuntil the salnon are no | onger an
issue, and in the end tell your kids and grandkids there
just wasn't enough information available at the tinme when
you all know there is. O you can accept the fact those
dans are no |onger an asset and side with the majority of
the people and all of the sal non.

In closing, I'd like to | eave you with words of
I ghasci o Spone, (phonetic), "The only true dignity of man is
his ability to fight agai nst insurnountable odds."” Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Thanks, Mtch

Ronal d, are you with us? Geat.

And then Marc and then Sue Hol brook.
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RONALD HOVER,

MR. HOVER: |'m Ron Hover. |'mfrom ldaho Falls.
And I'ma fishery biologist by training, but |I've not been
active in that function other than advocationally for a
nunmber of years. |I'malso a Pices. Yesterday was ny
birthday so |I'm here representing nyself and ny famly.

I'"m an advocate of the Alternative Four. |'ve
been studying the -- | guess the underlying docunments for
the All-H papers today, and ran across some cal cul ations for
cost benefit ratios on the fish. And | have sone problens
with those, but | understand those are not to be commented
on here so I'll wite comments later on that. | don't think
that the fish in the | ake should be included with them as
part of the cost.

And, also, it's been brought up here that
predators are considered by our water advocates as being one
of the major issues. | would |like to point out the
breaching of the dans will elimnate a nunber of the
i ntroduced resident fishery predators in the reservoirs.
This has not, you know, been a nmmjor issue, but north pike,
if that is in fact what the northern pike nminnow that is
referred to in three of the reservoirs' fishery surveys, is
a very voracious predator of sal non about the size of snolt.

| have personal experience in Colorado where they

have caught rai nbow trout up to eighteen inches with tooth
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mar ks of northern pike on themin that reservoir where the
northern pi ke are not that numerous. So | know they stocked
the reservoir northern pike and they are very voraci ous
feeders. They have the ability to grow to three pounds in
the first year of life, which is unheard of in fish
community, so

That may be another problemthat nobody has
really | ooked at that woul d be addressed by breaching the
dans and elimnating them

As far as the flow augnentation, | would not take
that off the table. But | would not readily support the use
of it. Unless it proves to be required above and beyond the
removal and breaching of the dams. Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Ron.

Mark, | can't nmeke out the last nane. |'m going
to try and spell it to see if you're still here. | think
it's T-H-1, either Cor E or L-E, K-L. I'"msorry. I can't

make it out. No? Okay. Sorry.
Any Marks here at all who signed up?
UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: That nust be ne.
THE MODERATOR: Good try. Sue Hol brook, you're
next. And then Jeb Bl akel ey and Don Parker
SUE HOLBROCOK,
MS. HOLBROOK: My name is Sue Hol brook. [|'m an

I dahoan. | currently reside in Pocatello. | support
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Alternative Four of the Arnmy Corps draft EIS.

Humans have a great capacity for adaptation. Now
is the tine to put this powerful characteristic into
practice and breach the dans for the benefit of the species
t hat cannot adapt to concrete walls and sl ack water
reservoirs.

Dam breachi ng opponents can show that statistics
that state the cost are too great to breach the dans. |
think the dans have cost us nmore in ways that are hard to
put a price on. Ask the native Americans to put a price on
losing their spirituality and a link to their past.

These dans are predicted to have a |ife span of
100 years. Future generations will not |ook kindly on us
for allow ng salnmon to go for 100 years worth of subsidized
bargi ng and cheap power. WII that be worth the cost?

We should not have to be notivated to do
sonet hi ng because of the laws that mandate the sal mon nust
be saved. Let's do it because it is the noble thing to do.

Many of us like to think we are superior to al
creatures here on this planet. Let's act like it. Breach
the dans. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Jeb Bl akel ey, are you still here? Geat.

Don Parker and then M ke Settell
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JEB BLAKELEY,

MR, BLAKELEY: M nane is Jeb Blakeley. |I'ma
twenty-two year resident of ldaho Falls. | mss the sal non
fishing. But |I've been steel head fishing for about twenty
years around here. | believe ny comments address both
docunent s.

| oppose the use of Upper Snake water for flow
augnmentation. |1'min flavor of dams and fish. | just Iike
to renove the earth on the |ower four dams, and we'll stil
have about 250 sone.

| think thirty years and three billion dollars
of studying and twenty years of barging has brought us to a
fish popul ati on headed to extinction. | say, do not study
these fish to extinction. Take sone useful action. |It's
time to do sonething other than study.

Why don't the fish cone back? The fish have sone
physi ol ogi cal processes they need to go through as they nove
downstream That is in the river environnent. You put them
in atin can. You shake themup. Let the terns pick them
off. It's no wonder a |ot of themdon't cone back

They face the sane ocean conditions. They face
the sane predator conditions for the last four dams. A |ot
of the same conditions as other fish that are doing much
better. The big difference is the four dans on the | ower

Snake.
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My recomrendation is that you breach those dans.
G ve us a natural river run. Do not use |Idaho water for
that natural river. Renove the danms to get the natura
river.

You say it will cost a lot. | agree it m ght
cost sone, but | think your economic analysis is overstated.
And the slides up here today, | did not see any economc
benefits for the permanent jobs in the new power plants and
in the rail and trucking industry that would be created in
pl ace of barging. | did not see any cost relieving the dans
that are related to the devastation to |daho econony.

If you don't breach the dans, you will take Idaho
water. It will be hard on the farmers around here, and
that's going to be devastating to this part of the world. |
think that costs should be included in any econom c
anal ysi s.

Another thing 1'd like to say is breaching is not
permanent. After fifteen or twenty years if we see that it
doesn't work, we put the dirt and rocks back in and we run
the place like it used to be. The fish will be gone and
won't be an issue.

I daho is world fampus for its spuds, not as a sea
port. Do not get confused and save the wong one. |
support any alternative that includes breaching the four

Lower Snake dans.
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In closing, I'd like to say that engineers with
good intentions built those dans. Engineers with good
intentions built the Titanic. Both of them screwed up

Let's show the courage to recognize and rectify
this before the extinction disaster sinks our fish and our
| ocal econony. Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Thanks.

Don Parker, are you still with us? Don?

M ke Settell. Are you still here, M ke?

Next nanme just in terns of who's up, | can't tel
if it's all one word. It looks |like Dino Lowrey.

Thank you.

M KE SETTELL,

MR, SETTELL: M nane is Mke Settell. | live in
Pocatello. | serve on the Port Maguire (phonetic) shed
council. I1'malso a menber of the Sierra Club. | want to

t hank you for the opportunity to conment on the proposals
presented here tonight.

There are many reasons to breach these dans.
They're not a significant contributor of electricity that
promote or can pronmote flooding. They ruin water quality by
concentrating salt and silt and then provide m ni mal
contribution to agriculture. There are nillions of reasons
not to keep them

Hell's Canyon is a good exanple. Wen the Arny
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Cor ps of Engi neers closed the bypass tunnel at Hell's Canyon
dam pernmanently sealing off the Upper Snake fromthe Lower
Snake in the early sixties it was days away from what woul d
be the | argest salnmon run on record.

There were no protests, no fan fares, no
lawsuits, only mllions of cohos, sockeye and chi nook com ng
to a dead end.

In contrast on Butte Creek on the Sacranento
Ri ver tributary renoving the damthere brought an increase
i n chinook population from44 in 1987 to 20,000 in 1988,
provi ng that breaching can worKk.

Prior to the Hell's Canyon dam there were no
Lower Snake River dans and sal non could be fished out of
streans as far away as Nevada. Prior to Hell's Canyon dam
the Snake River plain was the |argest fish nmigration
corridor in the world. It was |ike paradise.

As a youngster | thought it was. You see, ny
father was a fisherman, not by trade, though he had done
that. Aside fromhis job, everything he did revol ved around
fishing. He built fishing poles. He repaired reels. He
built and repaired boats. He tied flies, nade |ures, snoked
sal mon, raised fish bait. And in his retirenment years, he
ran a small fishing shop

When he went fishing, he took ne everywhere. W

fished the Louis River, St. Joe, Couer D Alene, the Snake,
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t he Col unbi a, the Shoots, the Spokane, the Sal non and on and
on. | used to think that fish was the synbol for the state
of | daho.

One day we passed John Day damwhile it was being

constructed and he stunned nme by saying, son, | don't know
if it will ever happen, but if they keep building so many
dans, we'll have to take up another hobby.

Sadly his prophecy proved true. And |ike many
others, his fishing shop he lost, and his zeal for the sport
he so | oved.

Now he are faced with the choices of uprooting
these ill-conceived dans that were built nore for
prof essi onal pride and pork barrel than actual need.
Returni ng the Lower Snake to a free-flowing river is the
only long-termreasonabl e sol ution.

Therefore, | support Alternative Four, breaching
in that Army Corps of Engineer EIS, and | also support the
breaching alternative in the Al-H study.

But it needs to go beyond that as well. A
conpl ete process of restoring what was stolen away from
those of us who | ove and depend on the river and all it can
provide is what's needed. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, M ke.

Dino Lowrey, Scott Levy and then Gerald Jayne.
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DI NO LOMREY,
MS. LOAREY: M nane is Dino Lowery. 1've been
nan archeol ogi st for twenty-seven years. | recently went

back to school, actually night school, ten years and becane
a geologist. [|I'mnow studying theol ogy in graduate school
Go figure. |'mnenber of the GYC, Idaho Rivers United and
Aneri can Nucl ear Society.

And | have a friend that has cancer. And maybe
you know sonebody that has cancer, maybe a relative. Now
i magi ne that you have cancer yourself and your doctor has
gi ven you four options: Do nothing and death is certain and
swi ft; two, undergo surgery but no chenotherapy, radiation
or experinmental drugs and your survival rate is less than
fifty percent.

Under go chenot herapy, radiation, no surgery, slim
chances; option four, pursue the nost aggressive course of
t herapy known; surgery, chenotherapy, experinmental drugs.

VWhat woul d you chose? It doesn't take an
oncol ogi st or a rocket scientist or ichthyologist to know
you would chose life. You would go with the npbst aggressive
course of surgery that you coul d.

Those are the sanme options that the Arny Corps of
Engi neers has when it conmes to saving |Idaho native steel head
and sal non.

Option one, status quo, fish die.
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Option two, increase the nunber of fish placed on
barges and trucks to be transported around the dam and what
do you get? You get a river that's safe for wheat but not
too good for fish. And the |atest past study said that the
probability of recovery with this option is less than fifty
percent.

Option three, makes sone mnor inprovenents,
maybe redesign sone turbines. Again, slimchances.

O option four, partial renoval of the earthen
position of the four Lower Snake River danms, and what do you
get? The reported -- the |atest path report says hy
returning to the natural river option, within twenty-four
years we have an eighty to one hundred percent probability
of recovering Snake River spring-sunmer chinook. Not that
bad of odds. |In fact, odds that nobst cancer patients would
die for.

Anot her study wasn't quite as optimstic and
claimed it would take forty-eight years to restore the
fisheries if the four dans were breached. But what's
forty-eight years in fish time if the alternative is
extinction.

So where do you plan on being in forty-eight
years? | plan on being dead, but | know the human species
will carry on and | can guarantee you in forty-eight years

this controversy will be gone unless it's |like some cancer
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therapies that we do too little too |ate.

| recognize that the econom ¢ hardships will be
incurred in the Lewi ston area, but | have no doubt that the
richest nation in the world can nmitigate that hardship, if
the political will is there. And | believe it is.

In return many smaller communities in Idaho will
experience econom c gains fromthe restored fishing
i ndustry. Small communities tucked into the back woods of
| daho but do not have the flexibility of a big town |ike
Lewi st on.

Yes, sone people will be financially hurt, but
not nortally wounded, mind you. And where are these people
going to be in forty-eight years anyway?

Therefore, | support option four not only because
t he nunber show it will work, but because the U S. |aw
mandat es sal non and st eel head recovery.

I'd also like to address a couple of quick issues
that came up. One gentleman said, we have a good dam on the
Henry's Fork. It is a good dam but we also know there are
a lot of bad danms out there put there by bad judgnent. [|'m
asking you to use good judgnent. Renove the four dans.
Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you. Is your nane Dino?

MS. LOAREY: Yeah, first name. That's it.

THE MODERATOR: | just wanted to nake sure.
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Ckay. Scott Levy, Gerald Jayne and then Jon

Cchi .
SCOTT LEVY,
MR. LEVY: Yeah, ny name is Scott Levy. ['ve
been to a few of the testinonies earlier. | made the Red

Fish Blue Fish nmaybe you've heard about it. Also the web
site bluefish.org, which | would suggest you check out.

Addressed in previous testinonies are concerns of
shi ppers and irrigators, and tonight I would |ike to address
concerns of repairs, BPA repairs who fear that the renoval
of the four Lower Snake River dams will cause an increase in
your electric power rates.

This is a particular concern here in southern
| daho where significant cost for farnmers is punping
irrigation water. Arny Corps of Engineers has estinmted
that the one tinme cost of decomm ssioning and renoving the
dam enbanknments, protect the reservoir enbanknents,
channel i ze the river, costs about 479.

Another 340 mllion is estimated for fixing
railroads, rivers, bridges, recreation areas, culverts, et
cetera. The revenue that would arguably cone fromthe
t axpayer rather than the BPA repair.

So let's assune that the BPA repair are asked to
pay 470 million dollars of the 810 projected cost. It shows

that the turbines only last about twenty-five to fifty
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years, and the upcom ng tern rew nds already schedul ed are
expected to cost 420.

Wt hout the dams, this expense won't be needed.
So 420 of the 470 is already in the rate structure, |eaving
50 million.

Renmovi ng the dans would also free up 21 mllion
in de-gasification construction project. That brings us to
twenty-nine mllion

Additionally, property that could be sal vaged
fromthe decommi ssi oned projects could be sold and reused
el sewhere, bringing in at least 15 mllion, leaving us with
14 million dollar expense.

Consi dering that the BPA cash reserves are
currently 700 million dollars and projected would be 1.2
billion dollars by 2006. W see that the one-tinme cost of
breaching can be readily paid for with existing BPA funds.

Now, the |ost hydropower revenue of these four
decommi ssi oned danms ampunts to about 250 million dollars per
year. However, the BPA, i.e., the federal governnent, nmke
up for this |lost revenue.

First consider the cost that will be avoi ded once
t hese dans are deconmi ssioned. 25 to 35 million in
operations mai ntenance, 35 to 99 fish, new fish streans that
woul d be needed with the dans now. 30 to 50 million per

year for flow augnentation in Idaho without the four Lower
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Snake dans, this will no | onger be needed.

These are where you costs add up to 130 to 175
mllion. Subtract this fromthe 250 hydropower revenue
| eaves the BPA a | ost revenue of 75 to 120 million per year

For the nmonent let's consider that we are paying
for 750 mllion dollars of outstanding debt on those dans,
there are fish hatcheris and fish mitigation funds. And an
additional 135 nmillion of work in progress will soon be
added.

Fromthe financial |oss, the Corps draft report,
it is, quote, "It is possible that congress will reduce sone

or all of this long-termdebt," end quote.

I f congress does choose to wite off all of this
bad dealt, then the BPA would be left with a | oss of revenue
anywhere from 32 mllion per year, which would nean an
i ncrease of BPA risk of about one and half percent worse
case.

Let's assume Congress does not wite off this

debt. How would BPA conme up with 75 to 120 mllion per

year ?

THE MODERATOR: | need to ask you to wrap.

MR, LEVY: | will be very quick

As luck would have it, BPA rate bearers are
currently paying 550 million dollars per year for a whoops

debt that would begin to go down in the year 2013 and paid
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down conpletely in 2018.

So what it the U S. Treasury |lends BPA the
necessary funds until 2013. Then the whoops debt begins to
di sappear. The debt for deconmi ssioning the four Lower
Snake dams kicks in. Level it all out, the BPA remains
unaf f ect ed.

This is sinple really. No change i n BPA power
rates is necessary. So let's do the right thing. No
econonic effect to the shippers, the irrigators, or the
repairs. Save ldaho's salnmon and steel head. Breach the
Lower Snake River dans. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Scott.

Gerald Jayne, are you still with us? Okay.
Cerald is nunber Eighty-three. W've got about twenty to
go.

GERALD JAYNE,

MR. JAYNE: Thank you. |'m Cerald Jayne. | live
in ldaho Falls. M comrents are directed primarily to the
Arny Corps of Engineers but also to the federal caucus.

It is the dams that have devastated the Snake
Ri ver salnon, and | think that's been pretty wel
established. | won't repeat the argunents. The popul ation
decline did coincide with the construction of the damns.

From about the 1940's to the 1970's, the U S. was

engaged in a dam building orgy. These four dans were built
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inthe latter part of that period to make Lew ston, |daho a
seaport. A few voices warned that the dans woul d deci mate
t he sal mon, but these voices were drowned out in the hoopla
of engineer ubris and the squealing of political pork

It's also clear that to restore the fish, dam
breaching is our only choice. Alternative Four should be
supported; therefore, | support it.

The scientific studies support this claim The
large majority of biologists agree that if the danms remain,
the fish will becone extinct. Salnon need a healthy
free-flowing river ecosystem Only bypassing the dans wil |
save | daho sal non.

I wish to select Alternative Four to breach the
danms. | support alternatives of the federal caucus to help
recover the salnon. It is clear that any reasonabl e
recovery plan devel oped by the caucus, breaching of the four
Lower Snake River dams and the federal caucus ban should
al so specify that no addition storage water will be needed
from southern Idaho for flow augnentation because of the dam
bypass, flow augnentation -- further flow augnentation is
not needed.

It's been stated by some that dam breaching is an
extreme act. | would submit to you that the extrene act
woul d be knowi ngly allow ng, naybe even causing the

vertebrate species to becone extinct is what is extrene.
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Saving the salnon is the right thing to do.
Maki ng our best effort at restoring these nagnificent
animals is not only the ethical thing to do, it is required
by United States |aw and by legally binding treaties with
I ndi an peoples. And it will be nore econonmical in the |ong
run.

Scientific studies and nost of the biologists
i nvol ved assure us that we need to breach the dams to save
the salmon. On the side of trying to save the Snake River
sal nron from extinction, we now have argunents based on
ethics, on law and binding treaties, on econonics, on
sci ence, and on strong public support. One can only wonder
why so many politicians have trouble grasping this powerfu
conbi nati on of argunents for saving the Snake River sal non.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Cerald.

John Ochi, Peter Young and Robert Fall on.

JON OCHI ,

MR. OCH : M nanme is Jon Cchi and I'ma lifelong
resident of ldaho Falls. | support breaching the Lower
Snake River dams as the only alternative to save sal non.

What are the fish killers? Nitrogen super
saturation increases when water passes over spillways.
Level s of 130 percent super saturation were recorded al
al ong the Lower Snake and Col unbia as early as 1916.

In 1970, the ninps (phonetic) estinmated
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supersaturat ed gasses killed seventy percent of Snake River
smolt.  And by the way, all the figures |'ve quoting are
from docunents that the Corps of Engi neers has provi ded and
they're all docunented.

Technol ogy, such as gates with holes to let the
nitrogen gases escape, failed. Fish sucked through the
gates were so dazed and injured that fifty percent of them
di ed.

Predators, particularly squawfi sh | ove dam
reservoirs. The Walla Walla district biologists said,
st ood and | ooked down over a dam and all you can see walls
of squawfish. For juveniles it was like swming into the
jaws of hell

Transporting fish by truck, plane and barge has
failed. By 1989 the Corps transported over twenty nmllion
fish annually, still the fish go extinct.

Hat chery prograns were said to be the salvation
until biologists realized that the hatchery fish were
biologically inferior and were weakening the wild species.

Super saturation, predation, technol ogy,
transportation, and hatchery augmentation, have all been
wel |l -intentioned failures for nore than fifty years.
Meanwhi |l e, the fish go extinct.

Suppose we let the fish die to keep cheap power?

Native Americans have prom sed to sue the federal governnent
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Col unbi a and Lower Snake ceded nore than forty m

of land to the United States. The follow ng exp

protection can be found in each treaty.

exclusive right of taking fish in all streanms at

custom pl aces. "

The five affected tribes of the

Ilion acres

icit

Article Three, "The

usual and

The U.S. Suprene Court further affirmed that in

any treaty between the United States and an Indian tribe,

the treaty nust

natural ly understood by the Indians.

Native Americans traded forty mllion

land for their fishing rights. Native Anericans

be construed in the sense that would be

acres of

coul d not

adjust and likely case that they have been injured by the

taking of their livelihood and resources. The four Lower

Snake dans and reservoirs i nundated and fl ooded 140 river

mles of tribal |ands.

The Nez Perce, Shoshone, Bannock, Yaki

na,

Umatilla and Warm Springs tribes once harvested 17.8 mllion

pounds of sal non yearly.

cul ture.

cul ture.

A Yakamm, Chris Walsh said, "Food carries

If you lose your foods, you |lose part of your

It has a devastating effect on the psyche.”

In exchange for forty mllion acres, the tribes

got extrene poverty when they | ost their sal non.

exanpl e,

t he Shoshone- Bannock have 43.8 fam lies,

For

per cent
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famlies living in poverty. Wnter unenploynent is eighty
percent.

Only the breaching alternative offers the high
probability of saving the sal non, avoidi ng demands on | daho
wat er, and avoi ding high energy cost to do justifiable
danmages paid to native Anericans. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jon

Peter Young, Robert Fallon and Ted Carpenter.

PETER YOUNG

MR. YOUNG M nane is Peter Young. |'m here
representing nyself and nmy famly. The reasons for renoving
the four Lower Snake River dans are to ne overwhel m ng

The fact that they supply roughly five percent of
the northwest's power. The fact that they provide no flood
control, nor are they a significant source of irrigation
water. The fact that other attenpts to save the sal non have
cost billions and have failed mserably. The fact that
sal mon sport fishing and increased tourismwould bring in
mllions to the area. The fact that the barge traffic would
easily be replaced by rail and the existing rail |ines al
al ong the Lower Snake River, and the fact that we would
violate nunerous treaties if they were to let the sal non
becone extinct, would all point to renoving the damns.

There are other reasons to breach as well, ones

that can't be spelled out in statistics or dollars. You see
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we are stewards of all that God has given us, the plants,
the animals, everything. He saw fit to put sal non here. Do
we really think that our dans are nore inportant than sal non
that have been living in these rivers for ages? What does
our support of these dans say about our stewardship of this
earth? \What does it say about our choices?

I wonder if we really realize the tota
i nsignificance of these danms when conpared to the sal non?
These fish are an amazing gift. The damm governnent are
relics of governnent excess. Sonewhere in an old federa
building in sonme old dusty office are the blueprints for
those dans, but | dare you to find the blueprint for the
salmon. We don't have them We can't duplicate these awe
inspiring fish. W can't build them And once they're
gone, they're gone forever.

If they do |l eave, what will we say to your
children or grandchildren when they ask you where the sal non
went? WII you say you were too afraid to act or will you
say you stood up for creation and you did sonething?

We in Idaho have a precious resource that very
few places in the world have. You can't find these
particul ar sal non anywhere in the world, but here in these
rivers.

The dans are another story. There are

approximately 75,000 dans in the |lower forty-eight states.
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I think we can survive with 74, 996.

Renovi ng these dans will take courage. Let's
show everyone we have the courage and the foresight to do
what's right. Rather than take the easy road, do nothing,
and hope the problemwi |l go away. Because the problem
won't go away, only the salnmon will.

| cringe at the thought of being a part of the
generation that let the sal non beconme extinct. Years from
now no one is going to remenber these dans, but they wll
remenber that we didn't do anything. The dans need to go.
Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Peter.

Robert, are you still with us? Robert Fallon?

No? Ted Carpenter. Wnona Boyer.

After Wnona is Jon Burrup and then Fred Brog.

WYNONA BOYER

M5. BOYER My nane is Wnona Boyer. |'mhere to
represent myself and ny children, ny future grandchildren,
great grandchildren, my tribe and especially the sal non who
cannot be here to represent thenselves, and a great part of
nmy people's culture.

["min full support of Alternative Four, the
breaching of the dans. 1In reaching this conclusion, | can
see no other solution. These salnon are on the verge of

extinction if no further actions are taken.
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What right do we have as people to decide that a
specie are worth extinction? Renenber that we are just one
species in this world and at the nonent, we are the dom nant
one.

Qur earth has limtations and we are currently
realizing its resources are finite. As a resource to this
environnent, the salnon are at the brink, if we are -- if we
as people, don't take any action

As a tribal nmenmber, we do have a cultura
interest in pronoting recovery of the salnon. The
Shoshone- Bannock tri bes have treaties guaranteeing our
hunting and fishing rights. Part of our culture is also
becom ng exti nct.

My children, ny nephews, ny nieces have been
fortunate enough to experience a small anmount of our
culture, which is spear fishing. They won't be able to see,
they haven't had an opportunity to see the types of runs
that I got to see when | was a child. | don't know if we'l
ever see that for a long tine.

There are a nunber of second, third and fourth
generation farnmers and irrigators who are agai nst the
breaching. They're afraid and concerned about |osing their
heritage, culture and livelihood. | wonder where these
concerns were when the dans were -- went up and affected

entire tribes, culture and heritage and our own |ivelihoods.
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The original natives to this area were not
consul ted or considered before irrigation and chenical use,
chemical use in the farmi ng which contam nated the waters
that the fish and the wildlife need.

We need to act now and reverse the process of
extinction to a resource that once was repl eni shabl e but now
i s endangered. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you.

Jon? Thank you. You're still here. Geat.
Fred Brog and Ji m Webb

JON BURRUP

MR, BURRUP: M nane is John Burrup, lifelong
resi dent of lIdaho Falls, born and raised here. M fanly
canme here before the turn of the century.

If you'd asked nme six nmonths ago, | would
probably be in favor of leaving the dans. |'ve conme to
change ny mind, that to a point, Alternative Four, renoving
of the danms is the best with one caveat. That is, that
| daho, specifically the Snake River basin, gets a firm
legally binding coomitnment to not augnment flows with |daho
wat er. Governor Batt worked out a suitable agreenment with
t he Departnent of Energy to rempve nuclear waste. | think
the federal governnent owes us that much to protect Idaho
j obs.

The people and their livelihoods count first, in
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my opinion. In Idaho, we live close to the |land as farners,
| oggers, mners and ranchers. W all love Idaho and its

out door opportunity it offers us, but we al so nmake our
living fromthe land. And we need this living to be able to
recreate, hunt, fish and enjoy this beautiful state.

Under any plan, |daho residents nust be
conpensated for any takings. The constitution requires it.
The treaties require it. All across the board if there is
any job |osses, revenue | osses, they nust be conpensated, in
nmy opi ni on.

We all need to realize that we all eat fish. W
eat beef. We live in wooden houses. We wear jewelry. Al
these industries require access. | believe that the ESA is
being used as a club to direct and control these western
states. All these products come from producers. They don't
cone fromtakers.

Basically, like | said, if we get a firm
agreenent, | don't have a problemw th taking the danms out.
If we don't get an agreenent, | don't trust the federa
governnment. In lots of instances in the past, ny nother is
Sioux Indian. |'mpart native Anerican. And the treaty
agreenents between native Americans and the federa
gover nment have been di shonored nunerous tines.

I don't trust the federal governnment to not cone

after Idaho water if we allow the dans to be renpved at a
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|ater date. | need firmcommtnent on paper. | would even
suggest that it be ratified by Congress. That's basically
it. Thanks for your tine.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Jon.

Fred, are you still with us. Fred B-R- O G?
Fred.

Jim Webb, are you still with us? Okay.

Dougl as Coffrman, are you there? Okay. Dougl as.
After Douglas is Rick Wllianms and Claire Ashton. Good.
Thank you. Got it.

Okay. Dougl as, you're on.

DOUGLAS COFFMAN

MR. COFFMAN:  Thank you. M name is Dougl as
Cof fman, and |1've been a lifelong forty-three year resident
of Idaho here, a native. | cone from Bl ackfoot, twenty
mles south of here.

"' m agai nst flow augnmentation for the reasons of
econom ¢ necessity in this area, due that we are a people
who live very close to the land. And many of our businesses
in the area are supported because of the funds that are
generated from farm ng.

I am for breaching of the danms for many of the
reasons that have been stated here. | want to share with
you a few studies by the Idaho Departnent of Fish and Gane.

They have been conducted in the upper headwaters here that
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directly affect salnon recovery. It has to do with the

Yel | owstone cutthroat. Obviously the Yell owstone cutthroat
is not a salnmon but is a nmenber of the sanme fanmly and is an
i ndi cator fish, meaning that it is very sensitive to
habitat. As a result of that, when the cutthroat begins to
go, it's beginning stages of problens in the habitat.

It's nmy understandi ng, through reading and
research that three dans have been renoved back East for
various reasons. And that's the result has been at | east
two of the three situations have been a buil ding popul ation
of the Atlantic sal mon and Anerican chad.

The Atl antic sal non back East has been going
through for years the sane probl ens our sal non are begi nning
to go through. And with the breaching of these dans, the
Atlantic salnon is beginning to conme back in the region and
that's because there are nore sal non being able to reach
t hei r spawni ng grounds.

As a result, there are many nore eggs | aid.

There are many nore sal non hatched that travel back down to
the ocean, are able to conme back up and go and the spawning.
And the cycle begins or begins to grow. And we have seen
some very good results back East.

This has raised sone eyebrows and has nade
nati onal news. |In the |ast several years, the |daho

Department of Fish and Ganme have done a study on the South
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Fork of the Snake River several nmles fromhere. This is a
maj or headwater to the Snake system

Many Yel | owstone fisheries, what they found in
hi gh fl ows bode well for cutthroat and |ow fl ows favor brown
trout. Spawning is detrimental for Yell owstone cutthroat
known as fine spotted -- subsequently, which has a smal
geographical area here directly affected by flows. And it's
very inportant that, | believe that before we ness with fl ow
augnentation that we have nore information out there to
study the effects of what happens when we take water from
the environnental sensitive species that has now been
suggested by sent to be listed under the ESA

Real quickly, north of here about sixty mles, we
have a situation that's very simlar in that we have trout
that travel up into five or six streans that flow into what
was once a natural |ake that is now damed. They cone down
this reservoir much like the salnon do to the ocean

And what happens is in the 1970's, the catch rate
began to plummet very quickly. The fish and ganme depart nent
began to study the area and found out that there were
obstructions in the several rivers and streans that flowed
into this | ake. And when those were renoved, the cutthroat
were able to travel up into the streans, successfully spawn.
The fingerlings were able to cone down into the river, and

as a result of removing those stream obstructions, the
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popul ation, which is in the two to three mllion fish range
in this |ake are now seventy percent naturally spawned.

Renmove the dans. They are obstructions. Fish
can't get through themin the nunbers they need and they're
sure having a terrible time getting back out in the nunbers
they need. | think we have studies in this area that wll
show that that supports evidence. Thank you.

THE MODERATOR: Rick WIllianms. Rick, are you
still with us? Ckay. Claire, you're on

After Claire is David Richnond, and then Kathy
Ri chnond.

We are on nunber ninety-five and we have one
hundred four people signed up

CLAI RE ASHTON HECKATHORN

MS. ASHTON: Thank you very nuch for your
patience. M nane is Claire Ashton Heckathorn. [|'ma new
resident to Idaho Falls. 1've been here since Septenber.

After a year of searching, we chose this area to

retire because of many things. | was active in the Sierra
Club. | represent the Sierra Cl ub
In the Seattle area in the rivers work, | hadn't

expected to get back into environmental work. Did not know
I'"d land back in rivers work, but I"mglad that |I can bring
nmy interest back to this.

I"'ma nurse. Health is primarily inportant to



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

187

me, the health of rivers, how they affect people.
Basically, it's all about people.
The four dams on the Lower Snake River are |ike

di aphrans on the river which prevent the distribution of

life-giving material to inland areas. It is in the best
interest of the citizens of Idaho -- you're suppose to | augh
there -- it is in the best interest of citizens of |daho, as

wel |l as those of the greater northwest, to allow the
free-flow of the Snake River in this area again.

| amfor Alternative Four with no fl ow
augnent ati on.

VWhat will be affected, and are these effects
easily assim|ated? Production of electricity, but the
wat t age produced accounts for only four to five percent of
that consuned. Ongoing conservati on nethods can recover
this reduction.

There will be no loss of irrigation water to
farmers. And these are flow of the river danms. Farners
will only need to | engthen their intake pipes.

WIIl we ever be able to recover use of these dans
i f national energency warrants production of all power?
Possi bl e, yes, because only the earthen portions of these
danms will be renoved and reconstruction would be quite
feasi bl e.

There have been nmany disasters created in the
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United States by unchecked buil ding and unsafe material s

di sposal. These problens will take many lifetines, if ever,
to correct, but by allowing free flow of the Lower Snake

Ri ver, we can recover fromthis error in our lifetine.

Let us exercise our stewardship of this waterway.
Its fish, animals and surrounding |and responsibly that our
children and grandchildren will not be ashaned that we
wasted part of their precious inheritance.

I was a long-tinme Florida resident, and that is
why | nmainly got interested in river work when | noved into
the northwest. The channelization of the Consem River
(phonetic) didn't just kill a lot of fish and deci mate the
habitat for ninety-five percent of the birds in the
Evergl ades. It has endangered and pol |l uted and caused
problenms to the drinking water to ten nmillion people in
sout hern Fl orida

How we treat our rivers is not just about fish,
birds, grizzlies, snails and things |like that. [It's about
people. Let's think about what we're doing for our people.
Thank you very much

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Claire.

Davi d Ri chnond and Kathy Richnond is next. Are

you fol ks still here? Gone.
Okay. Thanks. R V. Kinball, are you still here?
Debra Patl a.
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Bruce Rose.

| think it's Cl audan L-1I-L-Y-A?

No.

Owen Scoresby? No.

Charl es Scoresby? No.

That's it. Those are the names | have.

UNI DENTI FI ED SPEAKER: Can | get on the list?

THE MODERATOR: You don't need to get on the
list. If you want to say sonething, go ahead. |s there
anyone else after this gentlenman who still wants to speak?

One, two, three, four. You already spoke. |
passed your nanme. It may be late, but | ain't buying that
one.

Yes, sir. You'll have to give your nane.

KARL AMONSON

MR, AMONSON:. My nane is Karl Anpnson. | was
born and raised in Sal non, |Idaho. And | think the dams need
to go, but you tal k about spending all this noney on it.

If a natural disaster occurred, an earthquake or
sonet hi ng, the dam was bl own out, nother nature would
recover. When you | ook at the Teton dam that blew out, now
you can fish the Teton River, it's pretty good.

Yel | owst one Natural Park had a fire. People
thought that it was the worst thing that could happen to it.

And | fought fires for years, | think it was the best.
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Because now you can actually see the park. It's recovering.
It's getting back to its natural condition.

And you take an area |like that and you dunp al
that silt down there, it's going to cause a problem Munt
Sai nt Hel ens, that had a big problem And people want to
control everything about their lives. They want to contro
the rivers. W want to do this. W want to do that. It
gets inpossible. And we becone control freaks and then it
just keeps conpoundi ng. Where do you stop?

Now we' ve got to take water fromup here and
we're going to effect this fish to save this fish. |If
things were left naturally occurring, it would not have
created these problens.

| fish the Lemhi River, one of the areas that the
sal nron nove through. That river is perfect. There isn't
anything wong with it. |It's the best fishery I've been to.
I've fished many places. M business deals with fishing.
And | go back to the sane place |'ve been fishing since
was five years old. | won't go anywhere else. If the
sal non can only get there, it's ready. Nothing has changed.

The dans did make a change. And everybody tal ks
about sonething el se outside of that. There are all kinds
of factors, you know. But it just nmakes sense that you | ook
at the dans and give it a consideration. Oher dans, |

don't know the names of all of them they are probably
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causing a problem too. Maybe they should all cone out,
maybe they shouldn't. It gets confusing.

But when you stop and | ook at the nopst sinple
obvi ous aspect of it, that would be that a damw |l stop
them Barbed wire broke the west. That's what limted a
| ot of things from noving.

And if you look at how it changed everything
here. It's the same with the rivers, and the rivers are dam
tiny conpared to the west and the huge tracts of |and, you
put a barb wired fence across it, it's going to stop stuff.
Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: W had a coupl e of other people.
VWhat | do need for the people who weren't on a list is for
you to give us the correct spelling of your nanme before
you | eave

MR. AMONSON:. A-MONS-ON And Karl with a
g

THE MODERATOR: Can you give ne your nane,
pl ease?

KI RK PETERSON

MR, PETERSON: Yeah, ny nanme is Kirk Peterson
K-1-R-K. Peterson with an "O."

I want to thank the panel for their patience and
their attention tonight. | stand before you to add ny

support to those that spoke before ne, the scientists, the
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fish biologists, the environnmentalists, the governnent
of ficials and others who endorse Alternative Four of the
Arny Corps of Engineers draft EIS.

Breaching the dans is the only alternative to
sal non steel head recovery. Oher options may address
popul ati on conservation, however, they are nmore costly and

do not sufficiently restore salnon and steel head popul ation

I will not argue the nunbers. Wth scientists
have provided them Politicians can and will ignore them
However, | will argue that we, as a nation, need to make up

our mnd. W nust decide if our heritage is inportant.
Those that canme before us thought the sal non so beauti ful
and inspiring, they nanmed rivers, cities and | akes after
them Visit the beautiful Salnon River in Alaska, and you
may see what | dahoans once saw here.

We nust decide if our ecosystem and species
preservation is inportant. W must deci de whether our
el ected representati ves gave us the Endangered Species Act
and the Clean Water Act to pacify us or rather formed on
foundati ons on how a civilized society should treat their
envi ronnent .

We al so nust | ook at the |level that inpacts our
econony. From Challis to Shoup, the steel head sport fishing
i ndustry has rapidly declined. There will be agricultura

i mpact as well. W nust ask ourselves are the farners that
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benefit from subsidized BP electricity somehow nore

i mportant that than those upstreamto | ose val uabl e
irrigation water in flow augnentation? Are several dozen
jobs so inportant in Lew ston that they overshadow sporting
and agricultural jobs all along the Sal nron and Snake Rivers?

Unfortunately, we nust decide. | firmy believe
that if we put politics and enotions aside, and | ook at what
is best for northwest economy, we can agree that dam
breaching is the only sensible alterative in the draft EI'S
or the other proposals.

More science is not necessary. Mre politica
posturing is not necessary. More econom ¢ studies are not
necessary. Let us not miss this unique opportunity to right
aterrible wong. Save the salnon. Save the steel head, and
pl ease breach the dans.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Kirk.

Okay, next?

DOUG NI LSON

MR NILSON: Well, all of you are earning your
noney tonight. Thanks. |'m Doug Nilson, N-1-L-S-ON, like
Wl son but with an "N." I'mfrom Pocatello. | support the
ElIS Alternative Four, damrenoval is our only chance to save
t he sal non.

Let me make about ten points, probably make about

six points in support of this proposition.
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One, for small benefits in electrical power and
navi gation, the four Lower Snake River dans threaten to

extinct a nunmber of runs of sal nmon and steel head. This is

not in our |onger termeconom c and political interests. It
is environnentally unacceptable. It flies in the face of
t he Endangered Species Act. It is norally wong.

Data that has been presented tonight, have show
negligible increases in power costs as the result of the
removal of these dans fromthe power production system

Point three, investnents in alternative
infrastructure, notably rail, and short-term subsidies to
victinmse will largely mtigate the cost to grain and other
shi ppers who use barges to nove their products to market.

Four, restoration of the salnmon runs wl |l
eventual ly create economically viable fisheries even beyond
t he Snake and Col unbia River system

Five, creation of a free-flowing river will
renove the need to use Upper Snake River stored water to
flush salnmon to the ocean, flush is detrinmental to
agricultural interests.

Si x, bringing back the salnon will elinminate the
need to conmpensate native Americans for violation of their
treaty rights, sending lots of nobney, maintain healthy
inter-group relationships.

Seven, fish restoration will benefit recreationa
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anglers as well as comercial fishernmen. |ndeed, a
free-flowing river will provide an enornous boost to other
recreational use than do by four stagnate pools.

Ei ght, a natural river will reproduce the nany
functional environmental values associated with the ebbing
and flowing of a streamthat changes with season and weat her
condi tions.

"Il nmove to ten. To many people of the
nort hwest, the salnon are a synbol of what's wild and free
of our unique region. Qur willingness and ability to save
the sal non and the face the grave threat will be a critica
test of our stewardship. Let's show the courage and
commtrment to pass that test with flying colors. Qur great,
great grandchildren will thank us for our unflinching
vi sion. Thanks.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Doug.

Okay. Anyone el se?

Yes, go ahead.

A rem nder, for those of you who have witten
your coments up, if you can | eave your witten word with
us, that would help with putting together the record.

What's your name?

DACI A SOULLI ERN
MS. SOULLIERN: I'Il just spell it. DAGCI-A

| ast nane S-O-U-L-L-1-E-R- N
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THE MODERATOR: Why don't you pronounce it for

us?

MS. SOULLIERN: Dacia Soulliern.

THE MODERATOR: Great. Thanks, Daci a.

M5. SOULLIERN: | appreciate your tinme and
patience. |'ve been here before on the wolf issue. |

wor ked on that for well over ten years so | know exactly
what you're going through and it's not fun. But these are
critical times and critical decisions, and they require
people to sit down and act, rather than just keep relying on
study after study.

Unli ke the wolf issue, however, tinme is of the
essence here. Granted, the wolf was endangered of
extinction in the lower forty-eight, but it was not in
danger of extinction period.

Sal non, however, these variety of salnon that we
have available to us in Idaho are on the verge of virtua
extinction. Tine is of the essence. The studies have been
done.

We did the wolf reintroduction froma heck of a
| ot | ess science than we are doing on this. An eighty
percent change of recovery? They didn't give nmy wol ves that
ki nd of chance and | ook at what they have been able to.

When you |l et mother nature work, she works hard. She puts

back what man has destroyed.
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So if nothing else, take an exanple from hard
work. It took us twenty years of political bantering to put
t he wol ves back. We don't have that kind of tinme here. The
fish need us and the fish need us to act now.

One thing that | will close on is, on the first
wol f rel ease when we were driving down that icy river road
to drop them by truck down at the canpground to put in for
the Sal mon River, you nay want to consider that. [It's naned
the Salmon River. Hint, there were salnon in it.

The last tinme | saw sal non go up Dagger was in
'93. |'ve been back every year. | raft those rivers every
year. |'ve not seen themjunp since. That's a tragedy.

But getting back to nmy story, that norning they
l et the wol ves go, an eagle cane screan ng down the river
right along side level with the road, crying the entire way
we were driving in a caravan. It was nostly nedia. The
eagle just screaned the entire way. |t was one recovered
speci e wel com ng another to recovery.

The | ast wolf release was at Dagger Falls. The
eagle made a promise to the wolf. The wolf nmade a pronmi se
to the fish. Let's bring the fish back and breach the dans.

THE MODERATOR: Thank you, Daci a.

Anyone el se?

Charl es, nmaybe you can put your additiona

comments in witing for us. That would be greatly
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appreci at ed.

Well, it's been nmy pleasure being with you this
evening. You have a great comunity. Thank you all for
adhering to the ground rules.

Panel, Bill, do you want to nake any cl osing
conment s?

LT. CO.. BULEN: 1'd like to thank everyone for

comi ng. This has been a very professional organization as
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far as the courtesy and respect you' ve shown each other

Thank you for your tinme. It was well worth it for us.

Thank you.

Good ni ght.

Of the record.

(O f the record.)

(The public hearing was adjourned

at 12:16 a.m, March 7, 2000.)
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