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The Board recognizes that for purposes of CEQA, the analysis of the KBRA was ’
programmatic and based on the best available information, and that future KBRA projects
may require additional, project-specific environmental analysis which will be tiered to

this EIS/EIR as appropriate,

Humboldt County is one of several communities that continue to be adversely affected by
the current impaired conditions in the Kiamath basin. Humboldt County and other coastal
counties in northern California and southern Oregon have historically been dependent
upon a healthy Klamath River and its fisheries. Over the past 60 years we have
experienced a decline of once-abundant Klamath stock, loss of commercial processing
facilities, the progressive decimation of our salmon fishing fleet and emptying of our

harbors, and suffering among the families in our fishing communities.

Humboldt County’s Preferred Alternative

The Humboldt County Board of Supervisors strongly supports Alternative 2 as
identified in the EIS/EIR, which consists of full removal of the four lowermost dams
and all their features, along with implementation of the KBRA and ownership transfer
of the Keno Dam. We believe that Alternative 2 best meets the objectives of providing
a free-flowing river and volitional fish passage for all Klamath River anadromous
species are established as outlined in the KHSA.

The Humboldt County Board of Supervisors supports full removal of the four lowermost
dams because the resultant reestablishment of basin connectivity and variable stream flows
is expected to contribute significantly towards restoration of physical, chemical, and
biological processes essential for a functional aquatic ecosystem. Anadromous fish will
have access to hundreds of miles of spawning and rearing habitat, and cold-water refugia
associated with springs and cold tributaries throughout the basin. Additionally, removal of
the dams will restore more natural flow variation and sediment transport.

Our Board recognizes that Alternative 3 would also meet these objectives, by providing
for partial removal of the four lowermost dames. We also recognize that Alternative 3
has the advantages of less temporary construction-related impacts and lower upfront
costs. However, these can only be seen as advantages if the remaining features of the
dams are presumed to be allowed to remain forever, until they crumble and fall under
their own weight over time. Leaving these structures indefinitely would create an
eyesore, a health and safety risk and an attractive nuisance. Over time, these structures
would become an increasing liability, necessitating their eventual removal. To come
back in at some future date to finish the job would almost certainly carry a higher
ultimate price tag and more environmental impacts than to just to the job right the first
time. The Board understands that each of these alternatives meets the objectives for
dam removal outlined in the KHSA. However, Alternative 2 has the advantage of
providing for more complete restoration of the dam facility areas and avoiding future
operation and maintenance costs. For these reasons, the Humboldt County Board of
Supervisors supports Alternative 2 as the preferred alternative in the EIS/EIR. Our
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Board is also willing to accept Alternative 3, but we see itas a less-preferable, and
incomplete, option.

Socioeconomics

Section 3.15 of the EIS/EIR describes the socioeconomic effects of the analyzed
alternatives, including potential changes to economic output, labor income, and
employment as well as fiscal effects on local governments. The EIS/EIR correctly states
that the local economy of Humboldt County, among others, is linked to the Klamath River
through fishing, recreation, and tourism. Both Alternatives 2 and 3 would have beneficial
economic effects on commercial ocean fishing, recreational ocean and in-river fishing, and
tribal harvest. For commercial ocean fishing of Chinook salmon, the EIS/EIR states that
Alternatives 2 and 3 will cause an increase of $13.4 million (2012 dollars) per year of
economic output for the coastal region from central California to northern Oregon and
generate a total of 453 new jobs. Residents and businesses in 12 coastal counties (Del
Norte, Humboldt, Mendocino, Sonoma, Marin, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Cruz, and
Monterey Counties in California; Lane, Douglass, and Coos Counties in Oregon) will
benefit from improved commercial and sport fishing opportunities and reduced risk of
fishery closures and economic disruption.

The Board wishes to underscore that implementation of the agreements will provide a
significant boost for sustainable jobs and economic productivity for Humboldt County and
other coastal counties. We believe the analysis in the EIS/EIR likely underestimates this
economic benefit. For a more comprehensive analysis of the direct and indirect economic
benefits that would tesult from implementation of the KHSA and KBRA, we highlight the

following studies:

. Peterson, John et al. December 31, 2010. North Coast Pre-MLPA Community-
Based Socioeconomic Characterization and Risk Assessment. Technical report
prepared by Impact Assessment, Inc. for the County of Humboldt Headwaters

Fund.

. Hackett, Steven, and Hansen, Doreen. October 3, 2008. Cost and Revenue
Characteristics of the Salmon Fisheries in California and Oregon. Technical
report prepared for the National Marine Fisheries Service.

. Gallo, David. October 8, 7010. Economic Impact of the Klamath Settlement
Agreements with a Focus on the Impact of Restoration and Construction Activity
on the Economies of Del Norte, Humboldt, Klamath, and Siskiyou Counties.
Technical report prepared for PROSPER and Trout Unlimited.

Further, it is important to note that the EIS/EIR provides limited historical economic
comparisons to document the economic losses that Humboldt County and other counties
have suffered due to impaired fisheries. Coastal communities have lived with the
epvironmental, economic, and social impacts of the Klamath dams and excessive water
diversions for decades. Dams and excess diversions have taken the natural wealth of the
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Duplicate of CC_MC_1020_017

As Siskiyou County Assessor-Recorder I feel that T have an obligation to
express my grave concerns with the “Dam Removal Real Estate Evaluation

Report” as incorporated into the EIS / EIR.

I was involved in this process early on (7/10) by opening my office to the
Real Estate Team, and providing all publically available information such as

sales, property characteristics, and maps at no cost. Also gave them

ga to work with my appraisal staff 1% téley had questions regardmg
&

the many nuances assomated with the different areas of the County. FL
a/i / (f mynths & 6 eﬁ;{;
) I believe the Team carefully orchestrated this study to lead to a minimal value
impact from dam removal, amounting to a paltry $2.7Mto owners, and
impact to the Tax Roll at $2.2M. This was accomplished by way of an 11
page Statement of Work which gave the contract appraiser little latitude to

utilize his expertise (MALI, the highest designation). I say this because:
M l(a,vf’ g Me ﬂ”"/c"t)/g/
e The April 2008 valuation date, intended to coincide with Interior

Secretary Salazar’s “Secretarial Determination” is at least 2 years too

late. Talk of dam removal was affecting values back in 2005 or 2006,
especially for improved properties.

e Structural and site improvements were specifically excluded from the
analysis, where direction was given to analyze only the underlying
land. This conveniently excluded properties for the greatest potential
for value loss. I liken this to going to the dentist for a root canal, but
you end up getting your teeth cleaned.

e The Team provided the roster of parcels to be appraised, with 1,467
“Potentially Impacted Parcels” later narrowed down to 668 “Impacted
Parcels.” The determination of impacted parcels should have been the

sole responsibility of the contracting appraiser.
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Z 3,
e Valuation in the “After” condition was made under the hypothetical
assumption that the dams had been removed, and the land underlying

the lakes had been restored to its native condition. Restoration will

take many years, and it is very questionable if the land could ever be

bt p &f il o/
yﬁ(@ﬁ%jzjm ”

e The appraisal completely ignores value reduction to properties located

restored to any semblance of its pre-dam state.

on the main stem of the Klamath river below the dams, due to the
perceived loss of flood control if the dams are removed. Also, this
ignored the affects of silt deposition potentially changing the river

channel, leading to more severe flooding.

Conclusion: A predetermined outcome of minimal value impact was

realized!

I wish to make it clear that I am not cr1t1c1zmg the contract,a pralser who did

Tl - Sesns
his job within the strict confines of the 11 page SO“; I/ =5 /tVl,tL
was probably one of his morg difficult appraisal as51gnments Arrtatking-with~
e i wole /*1 Jre

the contract appraiser, he= " e at he was surprised that I was not involved

in the review process.

After several assurances that I would be provided with the appraisal earlier
this summer, I had the honor of receiving it on September 19", just 214 days

prior to its scheduled release. Simply provided as “lip service.”

As an elected official I am furious that I was not afforded the professional

courtesy of knowing the scope of the appraisal assignment, which was

deliberately withheld from me until the 11" hour. T have made the strong
statement to my Board of Supervisors that I was deceived in this process, and
I still stand by that statement. Had the team been up front with me, things

would have been much different!

C st Wit e paprn s frobed e Begte G707 4
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