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SPECIFIC COMMENTS
[bookmark: _Hlk220670169]Specific Comments Regarding a MMDP Analogy: The Applicant and Authors assert the FRE facility is a unique project design and operations project.   That assertion is false.
· The project has a very similar analog in the MMDP in the Puyallup Basin.
· Errors of omission are failures to present adequate information relative to potential futures outcomes forecasts presented by the RDEIS. 
My review of the Proposed FRE Project including our assessment of the impacts presented and an additional weight of evidence comparative assessment to other dam projects has led me to the conclusion that Proposed FRE is not just inconsistent with the goals of the Chehalis Basin Strategy and ASRP, it is totally incompatible.  The resulting destruction of the Upper Chehalis Basin ecosystem and species, including the likely long-term extinctions of salmon populations that are keystone salmon species driving the productivity and function of the entire subbasin ecosystem will be catastrophic. The ecosystem including the associated plant and animal species and communities that are providing substantial flow of goods and services to the human communities and economic sectors that are reliant that ecosystem and its function will be devastated.   We see the un-avoided impacts of the FRE as precluding the ability of the BCS and AQRRP, to effect any meaningful progress toward the stated goals, and especially as those overall goals relate to maintaining and improving ecological function levels of the upper Chehalis subbasin and adjoining subbasins.  
[bookmark: _Hlk219729147][bookmark: _Hlk219727038]My review of the Proposed FRE Project and a search of readily available public records and associated literature indicate The Mud Mountain dam project is a close analog to the FRE.  Our brief comparison of the two and the Mud Mountain dam project history including the associated full build out into the Puyallup/ White River floodplain,  the history for the Puyallup Basin at large and for the history of White River spring Chinook and Puyallup fall Chinook populations as part of the Puget Sound ESA listing and resulting Puget Sound Salmon Recovery Planning and implementation effort are all informative as to the potential alternative futures for the Chehalis Basin Strategy including the ARRS should the FRE be built or not.
The factual history of the MMD Case History comparison to the FRE provides a weight of evidence case strongly indicating construction and operation of the FRE will commit the Chehalis Basin Community to an un-avoided path of Upper Basin salmon populations, to at least a high risk of extinction in the near to intermediate future, and to possible actual extinctions. And the above is indicated even with the high scales of human intervention that have been implemented to date in the Puyallup Basin. The comparison also indicates a growing risk of extinction for the populations over the long-term. In addition, the above impacts to (including losses of) the Upper Basin salmon populations indicates a future where substantially more resources will be necessary through the remaining  ESU and all it limiting factors  (4Hs) to sustain Population and ESU viability above thresholds for potential listing petitions, a threshold far below the stated CBS and included AQRRS goals. 
Subsequent decision making processes will  need to be responsive both RDEIS and DEIS comments. Should the RDEIS proposal for either the Airport Levee Change (ALC) or FRE project (or derivatives)  move forward in any future decision processes, the gap in analyses of Flood damage reduction Alternative(s) comparisons to the RDEIS proposal will need to be filled. 
As part of that analysis process I recommend the development of a thorough comparative analysis of the MMDP analog to the FRE be conducted to help fill the major gap left by the RDEIS and still needed for the Chehalis Basin Strategy to develop and sustain defensible future decision processes. Our suggested preliminary scope for such a study would entail a detailed comparison of the FRE to the Mud Mountain Dam project. The comparative study elements would include analyses of the history Mud Mountain Dam project and the associated full build out into the Puyallup/ White River floodplain,  the history for the Puyallup Basin at large and for the history of White River spring Chinook and Puyallup fall Chinook populations and the history on salmon recovery progress and status to date under the Puget Sound Salmon Recovery plan framework. 
