GPRA 309 Performance Measures Form
Title: Cascade Locks Resort and Casino Project
Principal Reviewer(s):  Erik Peterson   Project Location: Oregon    

CEQ Number(s): 20100288  ERP Number (optional): __________________

******************************************************************************

Environmental Impacts, Alpha-Numeric Codes:
	Air Issues:
A1= Air Quality

A2= General Conformity

A3= Air Toxics

A4= Transportation Conformity
	Water Issues:
B1: Wetlands

B2: Groundwater

B3: Surface Water

B4: Sole Source Aquifer

B5: Aquatic Resources

B6: Sediment
	Other Issues:
C1: Toxics/Hazardous Waste

C2: Noise

C3: Habitat

C4: Essential Fish Habitat

C5: Pesticides

C6: Radiation
	Other Issues: 
D1: Farmland 

D2: Endangered Species

D3: Environmental Justice

D4: Historic Preservation

D5: Indigenous Peoples

E1: Other (please specify)


******************************************************************
1. Significant Environmental Impact:
Impact (Enter Alpha Numeric Code(s) for All that Apply):  A1, A3, B1, B3, B5
*          *            *           *            *           *           *          *          *          *         *          *

Prior To Draft Time Frame (if available)       Date of EPA Communication: 09/28/04
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible):                                                                                                                                                                                                             Recommendation: EPA sent scoping comments requesting the EIS contain information supporting the purpose and need and address project related air and water quality impacts, aquatic resources, source water and habitat.
Result:  Decrease in Impact: (  No Change: (  Increase in Impact: ( 
Result: _______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

*          *          *          *          *         *         *          *          *          *         *         *         *        *

Draft (including Draft Supplements)               Date of EPA Communication:  05/04/08
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible):  The project will have adverse impacts on aquatic resources and air quality.  In addition, the EIS did not analyze for all air quality impacts including visibility.
Result:  Decrease in Impact: (  No Change: ( Increase in Impact: ( 
Result: The majority of issues discussed in EPA’s scoping comments were addressed in the draft EIS.  Additional air quality analyses need to be performed to address potential project impacts on visibility. 
*        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *        *       *

Final (including Final Supplements)                 Date of EPA Communication:    9/2/2010    
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible):    The Project will have adverse impacts on aquatic resources (E.g., 13 salmonids killed in incidental take permit), and air quality (E.g., the emissions from approximately 20,000 additional cars in the Columbia river Gorge per day).                               
Recommendation:  We resubmitted our recommendation for local scale dispersion modeling and added to our recommendation for construction mitigation measures.  
Result:  Decrease in Impact:x No Change: ( Increase in Impact: ( 
Result: __The FEIS was responsive to some of EPA’s concerns.  BIA incorporated regional visibility studies as requested.  BIA also incorporated numerous construction mitigation measures into their preferred alternative.  Local scale dispersion modeling was not done, so impacts to sensitive receptors cannot be determined from that perspective.  Diesel retrofit technology was rejected as a requirement for contractors.__

