
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 
for the Public Utility District No.1 of Okanogan County 

Enloe Dam Right-of-Way Amendment Environmental Assessment 
DOI-BLM-OR-134-2013-0017 

WAOR45490 

A. Background Information 

The BLM issued a right-of-way grant to the Public Utility District No. 1 of Okanogan 
County, Washington (Okanogan PUD) in 1989 as an interim measure to authorize the 
existing facilities at Enloe Dam. The current right-of-way grant covers approximately 49 
acres of land within portions of Lots 1-7, Section 12, and portions of Lots 1-7, Section 13, 
Township 40 North, Range 26 East, Willamette Meridian. The right-of-way was renewed for 
five years on April3, 2001, and expired in 2006. In October, 2007, the right-of-way was 
renewed for five years, eight months. The effective date of the renewal was April 3, 2006; it 
expired on December 31,2011. The ROW was again renewed on January 10,2012, and 
expires December 31, 2016. 

On August 22, 2008, the Okanogan PUD filed an application seeking a license with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) for the proposed 9.0-megawatt (MW) Enloe 
Hydroelectric Project (Enloe Project) to be located on the Similkameen River near Oroville 
in Okanogan County, Washington. The project would occupy 35.47 acres of Federal lands 
administered by U.S. Bureau of Land Management (BLM). 

On April 9, 2010, the Okanogan PUD filed a right-of-way application with the BLM to 
amend their existing right-of-way grant, serial number W AOR 45490, for the Enloe Project. 
The amendment is needed to allow substantial reconstruction of this hydroelectric project. 
The Enloe Project affects portions of the following public lands: 

T.40 N., R. 26 E., Willamette Meridian, Okanogan County, 
Section 11, lots 1-3, NE~NE~, 
Section 12, lots 1-7, NE~NW~, 
Section 13, lots 1-7, NE~NE~. 

B. Proposed Project 

The proposed Enloe Project would consist of: (1) an existing 315-foot-long, 54-foot-high 
concrete gravity arch dam with an integrated 276-foot-long central overflow spillway; (2) 
three 5-foot-high automated steel flap crest gates; (3) an existing 76.6-acre reservoir (narrow 
channel of the Similkameen River) with a storage capacity of775 acre-feet at a surface 
elevation of 1,049.3 feet above mean sea level (msl); (4) a 190-foot-long intake canal on the 
east abutment of the dam diverting flows into the penstock intake structure; (5) a 35-foot
long by 30-foot-wide penstock intake structure; (6) two above-ground 8.5-foot-diameter, 



150-foot-long steel penstocks carrying flows from the intake to the powerhouse; (7) a 
powerhouse containing two vertical Kaplan turbine/generator units with a total installed 
capacity of9.0 MW; (8) a 180-foot-long tailrace channel, downstream of the falls; (9) a 
substation adjacent to the powerhouse; (10) a 100-foot-long, 13.2-kilovolt (kV) primary 
transmission line connecting the substation to an existing distribution line; ( 11) about 2 miles 
of new and upgraded access roads and trails; (12) construction of a new boat ramp; (13) 
development of a recreation site at the reservoir including parking, campsites, picnic area, 
trails and vault toilet; and development of a one acre river access takeout at Miner's Flat; and 
( 14) appurtenant facilities. The project would generate an average of 45 GWh of electricity 
annually. 

C. Finding of No Significant Impact 

The BLM has reviewed FERC's EA for Hydropower License "Enloe Hydroelectric Project
FERC Project No. 12569-001 Washington" and has concluded that the EA adequately 
describes Okanogan PUD's action, is satisfactory for BLM purposes, and that FERC's public 
involvement process is equivalent to the BLM's. 

Based upon the BLM's review of the EA prepared by the FERC and the supporting 
documents, I have determined that the proposed project is not a major Federal action and will 
not significantly affect the quality of the human environment, individually or cumulatively 
with other actions in the general area. In addition to the EA, the BLM reviewed site specific 
documentation regarding the impacts of the project on Federal1ands. The BLM has 
determined that the project as proposed in Okanogan PUD's application, supplemental 
documentation, and as analyzed in the EA, would have no significant impacts on Federal 
lands. The FERC EA also concluded that with appropriate mitigating measures, the proposed 
action would not constitute a major Federal action significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment. The BLM hereby adopts the FERC EA. 

No environmental effects meet the definition of significance in context and intensity as 
defined in 40 CFR 1508.27, and therefore an EIS is not needed. This finding is based on the 
following: 

1. Beneficial, adverse, direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental impacts discussed in 
the EA have been disclosed. The physical and biological effects are limited to the site of 
the proposed action and adjacent lands. Rationale: The proposed action would impact 
resources as described in the EA. The mitigation measures were incorporated in the 
design of the FERC selected alternative to avoid and minimize impacts to the affected 
environmental resources and land uses. None of the environmental effects discussed in 
detail in the EA and associated appendices are considered significant. 

The beneficial effects of the Enloe Project include providing a dependable source of 
electrical energy for the region ( 44.4 gigawatt-hours annually); and that the project could 
save an equivalent amount of fossil fuel-fired electric generation and capacity, which may 
help conserve non-renewable energy resources and reduce atmospheric pollution, 
including greenhouses gases. 



2. Public health and safety would not be adversely impacted. Rationale: As part of the 
licensing process, FERC reviewed the adequacy of the proposed project facilities. FERC 
staff will inspect the licensed project both during and after construction. Inspection 
during construction will concentrate on adherence to FERC-approved plans and 
specifications, special license articles relating to construction, and accepted engineering 
practices and procedures. Operational inspections will focus on the continued safety of 
the structures, identification of unauthorized modifications, efficiency and safety of 
operations, compliance with the terms of the license, and proper maintenance. In 
addition, the license requires an inspection and evaluation every 5 years by an 
independent consultant and submittal of the consultant's safety report for Commission 
review. 

3. There would be no adverse impacts to wetlands, floodplains, areas with unique 
characteristics or ecologically critical areas. Rationale: Development and 
implementation of Okanogan PUD 's environmental measures contained in its Vegetation 
Plan for shoreline vegetation would mitigate or reduce the effects of project construction, 
operation, and maintenance on associated wetlands and riparian habitats and would 
provide a benefit to wildlife species that use the riparian habitats within the project area. 

Okanogan PUD's Vegetation Plan includes provisions for monitoring of restored areas of 
sites that may convert from upland meadow to herbaceous wetland. Restoration of these 
habitats under this plan would provide a net increase in riparian habitat over what 
currently exists. Monitoring restored areas every year for 5 years after license issuance 
for success, with replanting if necessary, would be an appropriate measure to ensure 
effectiveness of habitat restoration. 

4. There are no highly controversial effects on the environment. Rationale: The analysis, 
as documented in the EA, did not discern any controversial environmental effects on the 
environment associated with this alternative. 

5. There are no known effects that are highly uncertain or involve unique or unknown risk. 
Rationale: No highly uncertain or unknown risks to the human environment were 
identified during analysis of the project and alternatives, including the selected 
alternative. Standard and accepted industry practices would be followed in the project. 
The potential effects of the project were fully considered and analyzed in the EA and, 
based on that analysis, there are no known effects on the human environment considered 
to be highly uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks. 

6. This alternative does not set a precedent for other projects that may be implemented in the 
future. Rationale: The preferred alternative neither establishes a precedent for future 
BLM actions with significant effects nor represents a decision in principle about future 
consideration. 

7. This alternative is not related to any other existing or anticipated actions with 
cumulatively significant impacts. Rationale: No individually or cumulatively 



significant impacts were identified for the preferred alternative. Any adverse impacts 
identified for the preferred alternative, in conjunction with any adverse impacts of other 
past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future actions will result in negligible to moderate 
impacts to natural and cultural resources. 

8. Based on recent cultural resource surveys, no adverse impacts to cultural resources were 
identified or anticipated. Rationale: In a letter filed August 6, 2009, the Washington 
SHPO concurred that the proposed Enloe Project would have an adverse effect on 
significant cultural resources listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the National 
Register. In view of the adverse effect determination, the Washington SHPO 
recommended development of a Memorandum of Agreement or Programmatic 
Agreement (PA). 

To protect cultural resources and ensure that any adverse effects on historic properties are 
addressed, Okanogan PUD proposes to implement a P A and finalize an Historic 
Properties Management Plan (HPMP) which includes provisions to: (I) seek a new owner 
for the historic Enloe powerhouse and, if unsuccessful, demolish the historic Enloe 
powerhouse and create an interpretive site within the project boundary; (2) monitor 
effects on archaeological sites along the project shoreline areas from flow variations 
caused by ramping rates, and mitigate, as needed; (3) develop and implement an 
inadvertent discovery plan for archaeological sites; and ( 4) protect archaeological sites in 
the vicinity of recreation facilities. 

To protect cultural resources, the license issued by the FERC requires Okanogan PUD to 
file a final HPMP, in accordance with the executed P A. 

9. No adverse impacts to any threatened or endangered species or habitat determined to be 
critical under the Endangered Species Act were identified. Rationale: In the EA, FERC 
staff determined that with its recommended measures, licensing the Enloe Project is not 
likely to adversely affect Ute ladies' -tresses. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
concurred with this finding by letter filed June 13, 2011. 

10. This alternative is in compliance with relevant Federal, State and local laws; and 
regulations and requirements for the protection of the environment. Rationale: The 
project is compliant with all relevant environmental laws, regulations and requirements. 
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