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PROCEEDI NGS

MR, WETZEL: Let's get started here.

Thank you, everyone, for comng. W're here
for the Klamath Hydroel ectric Presentation. You are
obviously in the right room The purpose of this
neeting today is to informparties and receive public
coment on the State Water Board's process for the
Kl amat h Hydr oel ectric Project.

My nane is Jeff Wetzel. |'man engineer with
the State Water Resources Control Board and the Division
of Water Rights.

Il will introduce sone of our team nenbers al so:
Par ker Thaler is our lead scientist for the project; |
have Erin Ragazzi in the audience, who is our program
manager; Marianna Aue will be -- there she is right
there. Ofice of chief counsel, our |egal support;

Ri chard Hunn with AECOM the consultant; and then we
have sonme -- TimHenstreet with Pacifi Corp, also in the
audi ence.

And our court reporter today is Kathy Swank.

Overview for today. | will talk a little bit
about | ogistics and ground rules. Parker will give a
short technical presentation. And then we'll take

coments by those in attendance, and then adjourn,

hopeful Iy, by 4:00 o' cl ock.

Golden State Reporting & Video Services (866) 324-4727 Page: 3



Re: Environmental Impact Report Klamath Hydro-Electric Relicensing

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Sonme housekeeping itens. Qut the back door to
your |eft is bathroons and water fountains, if you need
them And in the case of an energency or evacuation, we
exit down the stairs to the first floor, out the
buil ding, to the Cesar Chavez Park, which is
kitty-corner across the street.

Pl ease sign in on the attendance sheet if you
haven't and fill out a speaker card if you wish to
speak. So that your coments can be correctly
transcri bed, please speak into the m crophone over at
t he podi um and give your first and |ast nanme with
spel | i ng.

There's al so a handout in the back roomt hat
directs people howto submt witten cooments. Al so on
t he speaker card, there's a "no oral comrent” check box
i f you just want to fill out the speaker card w thout
speaki ng.

For those of you online, there's an e-nmail that
you can e-mail your questions or comments to at
wr 401pr ogr am@nat er boar ds. ca. gov. The questions t hat
cone in, we wll try to answer those, and the comments
that conme in over those e-mails, we will consider part
of the scoping record. The presentation handout and

neeting stuff is on our Klamath Hydroel ectric Project

Wb page at the URL shown.
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Sonme quick ground rules for today. Please
respect all speakers and their points of view. One
person speaks at a tine and pl ease use the m crophone.
Pl ease hol d questions and coments towards the end of
the presentation. It's a short presentation, shoul dn't
take too long. Recognize, we have a short tine franme to
receive oral conmments, so please respect your tine
allotted so we hear from everyone today.

Witten conments are an alternative to those
who wi sh to provide additional coments beyond their
allotted tinme or for those who do not wi sh to speak
t oday.

Sonme qui ck context before Parker gets up and
tal ks, just on why we're here today. Pacifi Corp, the
applicant for the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project
submtted a water quality certification application and
the State Water Board conditions hydroelectric projects
via that water quality certification application or
section 401 of the Clean Water Act. And al so, the
California Environnental Quality Act requires an
environnental inpact report to informthe State Water
Board and the public about the project's significant
effects and ways to reduce them

Par ker, you are up.

MR. THALER Hello. M nane is Parker Thaler,
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and I'man environnmental scientist with the State Water
Resources Control Board's D vision of Water Rights. [|I'm
al so the lead technical staff on the Klamath

Hydroel ectric Project. |[|'ve been working on the project
for alittle over three years.

Today | will be providing an overview of
Paci fi Corp's Klamath Hydroel ectric Project facilities; a
short background of the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project
Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion relicensing
process; a general overview of the California
Envi ronnmental Quality Act; and a discussion of the State
Wat er Board's Notice of Preparation Public Comrent
Peri od.

Shown in this slide is a map illustrating the
general locations of the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project
facilities. This map should look a little bit famliar,
as it can be found on the cover of our Notice of
Prepar ati on.

Owned and operated by Pacifi Corp, the Kl amath
Hydroel ectric project is located in southern Oregon and
northern California. The Oregon Klamath Hydroel ectric
Project facilities include east side and west side,
whi ch are | ocated adjacent to Bureau of Reclamation's

Lake River Dam Keno, and J.C. Boyle. The California

portion of the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project from
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upstream to downstream i ncl udes Copco Nunmber 1, Copco
Nunber 2 and Iron Gate Dam |ocated on the main stem of
the Klamath River and Fall Creek Diversion Facility
| ocated on Fall Creek tributary to the Klamath River.
Iron Gate Damis the nost downstream Kl amat h
Hydroel ectric Project facility and is the current limt
of anadronous fish passage on the Klanmath River.
Today's focus is on the California portion of
the Kl amath Hydroel ectric Project because that is the
portion of the project subject to the California
Environnmental Quality Act. For context, the State of
Oregon also has a water quality certification
application for the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project, which
IS a separate action than what we are di scussing today.
Now that | provided informati on on the Kl amath
Hydroel ectric Project's general facility |ocations, |
think it's appropriate to briefly provide background
I nformation on the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project's
progress through the Federal Energy Regul atory
Commi ssion or FERC relicensing process.
FERC is the federal agency that issues terned
| i censes to hydroelectric projects for construction and
operations. Licenses are often issued wth conditions

or measures that a project operator nmust follow in order

to protect environnental and public resources. Licenses
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typically last between 30 to 50 years.

So beginning in 1956, FERC issued PacifiCorp's
predecessor its original |license to construct and
operate the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project. The original
| i cense wasn't subject to today's environnental
standards, as many of them had not been created, such as
t he Federal C ean Water Act and associ ated section 401
wat er quality certification requirenent.

In February 2004, PacifiCorp applied for a new
| icense fromFERC in anticipation that the original 1956
| icense would be expiring in 2006 as it had been issued
a 50-year term In March of 2006, PacifiCorp filed a
water quality certification application with the State
Water Board. PacifiCorp's filing opened our first
opportunity to condition the Klamath Hydroelectric
Project for the protection of water quality and
benefici al uses.

In January of 2007, the United States
Departnent of Interior and National Marine Fishery
Servi ces provided FERC with mandatory conditions. For
contexts, mandatory conditions are conditions issued by
federal agencies in the Federal Energy Regul atory
Commi ssion |licensing process that nust be inplenented.

In 2007, FERC issued its final environnmental

| npact statenent for National Environnmental Policy Act

Golden State Reporting & Video Services (866) 324-4727 Page: 8
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conpl i ance.

Fol |l owi ng FERC s issuance of the environnental
| npact statenent, in 2008 the State Water Board issued
notice of preparation for the Klamath Hydroel ectric
Project and held scoping neetings. During that tine,
sone of the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project interested
parties began di scussions for a settlenent agreenent
that resulted in the Klamath Hydroel ectric Settl enent
Agreenent, otherw se known as the KHSA.

Begi nning in 2010 is where the Kl amath

Hydroel ectric Project began to deviate fromthe typical

relicensing process. This was a result of the KHSA and

a request from sone of the KHSA nenbers that the State

Wat er Board put the water quality certification process

on hold, in advance, to provide additional tinme for the

settl enent agreenent.

At the request of interested parties, the State

Wat er Board held the certification application in

abeyance from May of 2010 to June of 2013.

| would like to note here that the State Water

Board is not a signatory to any of the settlenent
agreenents and nmaintains its independent authority to

condition the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project for the

protection of water quality. The settlenent process is

a separate process fromthe FERC relicensing process,

a
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and during the abeyance, State Water Board staff
continue to participate in Klamath Hydroel ectric
Project-related foruns, such as the KHSA Interi m Measure
| npl enentati on Commttee and Kl anmath Basin Monitoring
Program

And in July of 2013, the State Water Board's
abeyance lifted, and the Kl amath Hydroel ectric Project
resunmed the California certification process.

Foll ow ng the end of abeyance, State Water
Board staff have been reviewi ng past material s,
continuing participation in Klamath Hydroel ectric
project-related foruns, and have been working with
Paci fi Corp on itens such as updating the Water Quality
Certification application, obtaining current
environnental data, and CEQA process | ogistics such as
sel ecting a consultant or hosting these scoping
nmeet i ngs.

And finally, on Novenber 30th of 2015, in |ight
of new informati on such as the Klamath Hydroel ectric
Settlenment Agreenent's joint CEQA and NEPA docunent, the
State Water Board issued a new Notice of Preparation for
an environnental inpact report for the Kl amath
Hydr oel ectric project.

And now for our CEQA discussion: The CEQA

process is needed per state law. The State Water Board

Golden State Reporting & Video Services (866) 324-4727 Page: 10
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cannot issue a water quality certification wthout a
final CEQA docunent. Information devel oped in the CEQA
process will be used to informthe State Water Board's
actions on the Klamath Hydroelectric Project. W are
all here today because the State Water Board has
reinitiated the CEQA process for the Kl amath
Hydr oel ectric Project.

The typical CEQA process runs as follows: |If
the State Water Board is the CEQA | ead agency and
determ nes that an environnental inpact report is
needed, as is the case wth the Klamath Hydroel ectric
Project, the State Water Board will issue a Notice of
Preparation and conduct scoping neetings. For the KHP,
the State Water Board issued a Notice of Preparation on
Novenber 30th, 2015, and we are currently in a comrent
period, which wll end on January 29th, 2016.

Foll owi ng the Notice of Preparation Public
Comment Period, the State Water Board will review all
comments received in addition to other avail able
I nformation and use that information to prepare a draft
envi ronnent al inpact report.

Here is a list of the typical resource areas we
eval uated during the CEQA process for devel opnent of a

draft -- of an environnental inpact report. This

I nformati on was taken fromour Notice of Preparation.
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Some of these itens were evaluated in FERC s EI'S and the
Kl amat h Hydroel ectric Settlenent Agreenent's joint CEQA
and NEPA docunent. To the extent possible, we plan to
use that information.

Fol |l ow ng the devel opnent of a draft EIR, the
State Water Board will issue the draft EIRwth a
m ni mum 30-day public comment period. The draft EIR
Wi ll include itens |like a detailed description of
project alternatives, mtigation neasures to reduce
| npacts to resources, and a description of environnental
basel i ne conditi ons.

Simlar to the Notice of Preparation portion of
the CEQA process, the State Water Board w || consi der
all comrents received and issue a final environnental
| npact report. Follow ng issuance of the final
environnental inpact report, the State Water Board w ||
take an action on PacifiCorp's water quality
certification application.

The objectives we proposed for reviewwth the
Kl amat h Hydroel ectric Project and alternatives are as
follows: Modify the Klamath Hydroel ectric Project as
needed to conply wth California water quality standards
i n conformance with mandatory conditions established as
part of the Federal Energy Regul atory Comm ssion

relicensing process; and continue to generate power from
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a renewabl e resource to serve Klamath Hydroel ectric
Project custoners to the extent conpatible with water
gual ity standards and nmandatory conditions established
as part of the Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion
relicensing process.

If a water quality certification is issued and
FERC i ssues the Klamath Hydroel ectric project |license,
conditions in our water quality certification becone
mandat ory conditions.

Qur CEQA approach is to focus on the California
portion of the Klamath Hydroel ectric project. Use
FERC s EI'S and the Klamath Hydroel ectric settl enent
agreenent's joint CEQA and NEPA docunent in the
devel opnent of our environnental inpact report; use
I nformati on gathered by the settl enent agreenents,
tribes, PacifiCorp, scientific community, CEQA
commenters, and ot hers.

The alternatives we've identified include a
range, from Pacifi Corp's project, as proposed in the
water quality certification application, which is
conti nued operations with additional environnental
nmeasures plus our addition of mandatory conditions, to
full main stem Kl amath Hydroel ectric Project facility

renmoval. O her alternatives include inplenentation of

settl enment agreenent neasures, FERC staff's alternative,
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and partial facility renoval scenari os.

Al coments received during the conment period
will be reviewed. Sone of the key itens we are
interested in hearing fromthe public are adequacy of
FERC s EI'S and the Klamath Hydroel ectric settl enent
agreenent's joint CEQA and NEPA docunent. In other
wor ds, do these docunents address your concerns or
comment s?

The range of alternatives or specific
alternatives that should be considered: Potential
| npacts to evaluate and any other itens that you feel is
rel evant to this process.

We are hol ding four scoping neetings that we
posted in |ocal newspapers, in addition to hard copy and
e-mail mailings out to our distribution list. [|'ve
I ncl uded the information up here in case anyone el se
needs it. It's also in our Notice of Preparation.

If you would like to provide witten comments,
pl ease provide themprior to January 29th, 2016, to the
physical or e-mail addresses shown here. Also, |'ve
i ncluded a link to our project Wb page, which is a
great resource available to the public. On our Wb page
we post updated Kl amath Hydroel ectric Project
I nformati on, such as PacifiCorp's water quality

certification applications or a Notice of Preparation.
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This concludes ny portion of the presentation.
| would like to turn it back over to Jeff for the
coment and question portion of today's neetings.

Thank you.

MR. WETZEL: So before we get into the comment
period, | wanted to offer up this as a short question
and answer session, basically just off of our process.
If there's any questions, we would be happy to take
answers [sic].

MR. KANZ: Russ Kanz. | was wondering if you
have tinelines for projected i ssuance of the draft EIR
MR, WETZEL: Not specific or concrete

tinmelines. | think the average CEQA process w |
probably take sonewhere between one and a half and two
years, and this is going to be a fairly conplicated,
controversial project. The tineline also will be

di ctated about the comments that we get during the
scopi ng process and the type of analysis that needs to
be done, and then also coments that we get on the draft
EIR, and that will ultimately determ ne THE tineli ne.
But | think maybe, you know, two years or a little over
two years is a rough ballpark of a tineline.

MR STORK: M nane is Ronald Stork with
Friends of the River.

WIll the Oregon entities responsible for
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I ssuing 401 certs for these projects also be doing a
simlar evaluation process? And how do you expect to
coordinate wth thenf

MR. WETZEL: The Oregon Departnent of Water
Quality will be doing their certification process. They

obvi ously don't have to conply with the California

Environnmental Quality Act, and we wll coordinate with
them And it's nmy understanding that they still hold
t he process in abeyance currently, so we'll coordinate

with themand try to nove forward.
Any ot her questions?
Are there any speaker cards that you guys can

give to Peter? Does he have all of them conpil ed?

So we'll nove into the comment section. You
guys can wal k up to that podiumover there -- there's a
little push button on the m crophone -- and we w ||

start the comments.

The first comrent by Danai Col egrove, and on
deck will be Ronald Stork.

If you could do first and |ast nane with
spelling for the court reporter, please.

M5. COLEGROVE: Danai Col egrove, D A-N-A-|
COL-EEGROV-E

And | had a comment and a question. Excuse ne.

My question was, this abeyance has been going on for
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years and years. Wen are we going to have quality
water in our river?

And ny ot her question was to "M . Pacifi Corp"
back here. Are you guys still on the track for 2020 for
damrenoval ? | forgot the gentleman's nane.

And also | was -- | was kind of |ike
wondering -- this question this gentlenman had too --

about the tinme frane with this, because our river is

dying. It's like our lifeline. And we can't do this
forever.

| really didn't cone to comment. | Kkind of
cane to listen at this point. But | wll see you guys

on the river in a couple days, a week. And there's
going to be way nore than just ne there. So be
pr epar ed.

VMR, WETZEL: For sone your questions, nmaybe
after this week, we can kind of sit down.

Next up after Ron will be Tim Hayden.

MR, STORK: M nane is Ronald Stork, and |I'm
with the conservation staff of Friends of the River.
"Stork" is spelled |ike the bird.

This has been a long journey. | think all of
us think it's too long. Friends of the R ver was one of
the settlenment negotiators and a |licensing partici pant

for the duration of those processes until the settlenent
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agreenent was signed. W did not sign the settl enent
agreenent, |argely because we thought that the United
States Congress was likely to be dysfunctional and not
capable of ratifying the settlenent agreenent. As you
know, so far the United States Congress has not been
functional and capable of ratifying the settl enent

agr eenent .

So I want to congratul ate the board for
st eppi ng up, ending the abeyance of its processing of
the 401 water quality certification and getting on with
the business that it expected to undertake quite a few
years ago. So thank you again for doing so.

And | certainly hope that you can encourage the
folks in Oregon to undertake a conplenentary and siml ar
analysis so that both the state -- both states, water
gquality certifications, can be internally consistent
wi th each other and hopefully consistent with the broad
outlines of the settlenent agreenent, which called for
the renoval of the dans in question here on the Klamath
Ri ver.

| think, as you know, the alternative contai ned
in the FERC EI'S, which included mandatory conditions for
fish | adders but did not renove the dam it seens to be
unlikely to neet the water quality requirenents in this

very hurt and injured river.
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So I''m hopeful that the alternatives, which is
the heart of the analysis, will include alternatives
that are conplenentary to the broad outlines of the
settl enment agreenents and result in renoval of the dans
and at | east a | essening of the adverse water quality
conditions on this river.

As you know, you are unable to deal with, at
| east i mredi ately, sone of the issues associated with
the Klamath Project upstream and | urge you not to wait
to a final resolution of those water quality issues,
because this process has gone too |long and we need to
nove parts of it along as nuch as we can.

We'll be submtting sone witten conmments and
we hope that you are -- that these will be hel pful to
you. And | think that you can rely on a | arge anount of
expertise and interest in the years that this process is
going on to nove this -- your process forward
expedi tiously.

Thank you.

MR. WETZEL: Brian Johnson is on deck.

MR. HAYDEN. Hello. H. M nane is Tim
Hayden. [|'mthe Natural Resources Division |lead for the
Yurok tribe. | oversee the Yurok's tribe's fisheries,
forestry, watershed, and environnental program

| wll keep ny comments brief. The Yurok
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tribe, we do plan an attending the other public scoping
neetings, | believe in Arcata, in Ol eans, and Yreka.
So we will be providing nore extensive verbal, as well
as detailed witten coments.

But | would just like to say that we support
the California and Oregon Water Board's permtting
process. As | nentioned, we plan to engage the process.
W want -- the Yurok tribe, as you know, we have
federally recognized fishing rights on the Lower Kl amath
River. W're the |argest single harvester of Kl amath
Ri ver fall Chinook salnon, and it's a hugely inportant
cultural resource for the tribe, so we have a | ot at
stake, and certainly a strong interest in supporting
this process.

| would just like to say, you know, the Yurok
tribe is conmtted to damrenoval by 2020. W're going
to continue to work with our partners and certainly
t hrough this process to nmake sure that that happens.

So with that said, we |look forward to working
Wi th the board supporting the process. W're hopeful to
provi de our expertise and our experience on the river,
support the process through data, data anal ysis,

I nterpretation, and certainly want to see this process
t hr ough.

So we ook forward to working with the board on
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this process.

Thank you.

MR. WETZEL: Russ Kanz is next.

MR. JOHNSON: Good afternoon. My nane is Brian
Johnson, B-R-1-A-N Johnson. [I'mthe California director
of Forward Tribe (phonetic) Unlimted.

And | have a brief CEQA comments and then a
broader comrent. The range of alternatives seens to
make sense to ne, that you are laying out. | was gl ad
to see the reference to, you know, | ooking back intently
at the NEPA and CEQA docunents For the secretari al
determnation. | think you will find that at |east as
far as the effects of damrenoval and partial dam
renoval and the configurations you are tal king about,
the things are covered very well, and hopefully we don't
need to spend a lot of tinme or noney recreating the
wheel on that.

More broadly, we are one of the parties to the
KHSA, which is still in effect. And we believe in the
principles that are contained there and sinplifying
dramatically renoval of the four main stem dans for
hydro, and not Keno, Coscap, and certainly for the
utilities, ratepayers, and doing it in 2020.

Spoiler alert: It seens |ike Congress isn't

going to help us do that through a different process,
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and so the parties wll be back |looking at that. And

' m hopeful and cautiously optimstic that we will be
able to carry out the settlenent through other neans and
renove those four danms in 2020.

Thank you.

MR. WETZEL: Thank you. Russ Kanz foll owed by
Ti m Sl oane.

MR. KANZ: Good afternoon. It's Russ Kanz,
RUS S KANZwth the Karuk Tri be.

| guess | cone here today with sone urgency and
concern. Wen | hear that, you know, it mght take two
years to develop this EIR that gives ne concern. |[|'ve
been working on this project for a very long tine. M
son, WIIl, right there, was, | believe, tw when |
started working on this project, and he's big now So
It's been at | east 16 years.

The board's track record, lately, of getting
certs issues is -- is not good. You know, the cert for
DeSabl a-Centerville is -- is still sitting there. |
wote that cert over four years ago. And that's a very
| nportant spring-run salnon river. So that's a concern
we have. | would urge the board to put significant
resources towards this project and nove it forward
qgui ckly.

The Karuk tribe is somewhat unique in that they
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occupy the center part of the Klamath River. They
occupy a place that is the center of the world, and have
fished at Ishy-Fishy (phonetic) Falls for at |east

10, 000 years.

As | worked on this project and as | actually
hel ped devel op a environnental justice pilot project
with Cal/EPA and the tribes, it becane clear to ne that
what actions happened with this project wll affect,
really, the future of tribes on the Klamath River. The
tribes and the fish are intertwi ned, and you can't
unl i nk those.

The Karuk tribe has been an active partici pant
in the FERC relicensing and the settl enent process.

Tri bal nmenbers and their biologists have sone really
uni que knowl edge about the river and they are nore than
happy to share that project.

The Water Board partnered with the Karuk tribe
on studies on nutrient cycling in Iron Gate Reservoir
and on cyanotoxins. The Karuk tribe will submt witten
comments, and |I'msure other tribal nenbers will have a
|l ot to say in the other neetings.

So thank you.

MR. VWETZEL: Tim Sloane, and then lastly w ||
be Mary W encke.

MR SLOANE: Tim Sloane, S-L-OA-NE. |I'mwth
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the Pacific Coast Federation of Fishernen's
Associ ati ons.

The 401 certification before the board right
nowis filled wth several pretty glaring deficiencies,
and we urge the board to address many of these and all
of these inits review of the application.

And specific to us today, | just wanted to
point out two glaring ones: The application does not
I ncl ude any significant discussion of how the
al ternative damrenoval would i npact water quality
paraneters in place of the theoretical mtigations in
the reservoir managenent plan that's in the application.

Dam renoval is a reasonably foreseeabl e action.
It was an alternative in the FERC EIS and it's been
subject to its own extensive anal ysis under NEPA and
CEQA, including nultiple studies denonstrating its net
benefits as conpared to keeping those dans in place.

The ot her inpact that we're nost concerned
about is, the application doesn't include any
significant analysis of the adverse inpacts of |ack of
fish passage for sal non and ot her species; nor any
di scussi on of the socioeconon c inpacts and econoni cs of
fish passage; nor any conparisons between dans in with
fish passage versus dans out entirely; nor how the

reservoir's water quality or managenent woul d conti nue
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to adversely inpact downstream anadronous fish. Fish
passage is a mandatory condition of the FERC |icense,
and it cannot be ignored. And we would hope that the
board anal yzes the social and econom c inpacts of each
alternative on comercial fisheries downstream

W' re going to submt extensive witten
coments along with this, but thanks for the opportunity
t oday.

MR. WETZEL: Thank you.

Mary W encke.

M5. WENCKE: Good afternoon. M nane is Mary
Wencke fromPacifiCorp. It's WI-EENGK-E. |
appreci ate the opportunity to conent today.

Pacifi Corp remains fully commtted to the KHSA
It hasn't expired or termnated, and, if fully
| npl emented, would result in the renoval of the
facilities that are the subject of this proceeding. W
continue to actively work with our settlenent partners
to i npl enent the KHSA.

And while we appreciate that the board needs to
mai ntain an active 401 process, the current status of
t he KHSA nmakes the tim ng sonewhat premature. As |
nmentioned, we'll be continuing to work with our
settl ement partners over the comng nonths to | ook for

alternative paths to inplenent in the KHSA
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As a result, what we request today is that the
board all ow the space for that to happen and allow the
parties to work together to explore potential pathways
that will allow for the inplenentation of the KHSA and
bal ance the nultiple issues surroundi ng Kl amat h Basi n.

Wth that, thank you again for this opportunity
to comment today. Thank you.

M5. RAGAZZI: So we did hear sone
comrent s/ questions from fol ks, specifically that | want
to respond to, because | want to recogni ze those
guestions that were brought up.

The questions that | heard were timng of water
gquality benefits occurring. The board wants to get
water quality protections in place through its water
gquality certification as soon as possi bl e.

As Jeff nentioned, typical CEQA process is one
to two years, and this is a conplex project. W are
aimng to get the draft CEQA docunment out in the |atter
part of this year and proceed with the final CEQA
docunent the followng year. So we'll see how t hat
plays out with the level of comments we get in that
process, but the idea is to nove forward quickly and
expeditiously on this project.

And | renenber -- there was another question.

|"'mgoing to let you follow up directly with Timon that
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one because we're not the appropriate party to respond
to that question.

So at that point, unless anybody el se has any
ot her coments today, we have nothing online. W' ve
been nonitoring that Web page or that Wb address. No
nore coments? |f anybody wants to cone up and ask us
guestions specifically or talk with us specifically
about any topics, we would be nore than happy to do
t hat .

So | appreciate everybody show ng up today and
we | ook forward to seeing nmany of you at the other
neetings that we'll be at, which | anticipate will be
nore well attended than this one, since they will be in
the project area specifically.

So thanks again for com ng out today and we
| ook forward to tal king with you throughout the process.

Thanks.

(Tinme noted: 2:40 p.m)

---000- - -
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 01                         PROCEEDINGS

 02           MR. WETZEL:  Let's get started here.

 03           Thank you, everyone, for coming.  We're here

 04  for the Klamath Hydroelectric Presentation.  You are

 05  obviously in the right room.  The purpose of this

 06  meeting today is to inform parties and receive public

 07  comment on the State Water Board's process for the

 08  Klamath Hydroelectric Project.

 09           My name is Jeff Wetzel.  I'm an engineer with

 10  the State Water Resources Control Board and the Division

 11  of Water Rights.

 12           I will introduce some of our team members also:

 13  Parker Thaler is our lead scientist for the project; I

 14  have Erin Ragazzi in the audience, who is our program

 15  manager; Marianna Aue will be -- there she is right

 16  there.  Office of chief counsel, our legal support;

 17  Richard Hunn with AECOM, the consultant; and then we

 18  have some -- Tim Hemstreet with PacifiCorp, also in the

 19  audience.

 20           And our court reporter today is Kathy Swank.

 21           Overview for today.  I will talk a little bit

 22  about logistics and ground rules.  Parker will give a

 23  short technical presentation.  And then we'll take

 24  comments by those in attendance, and then adjourn,

 25  hopefully, by 4:00 o'clock.
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 01           Some housekeeping items.  Out the back door to

 02  your left is bathrooms and water fountains, if you need

 03  them.  And in the case of an emergency or evacuation, we

 04  exit down the stairs to the first floor, out the

 05  building, to the Cesar Chavez Park, which is

 06  kitty-corner across the street.

 07           Please sign in on the attendance sheet if you

 08  haven't and fill out a speaker card if you wish to

 09  speak.  So that your comments can be correctly

 10  transcribed, please speak into the microphone over at

 11  the podium and give your first and last name with

 12  spelling.

 13           There's also a handout in the back room that

 14  directs people how to submit written comments.  Also on

 15  the speaker card, there's a "no oral comment" check box

 16  if you just want to fill out the speaker card without

 17  speaking.

 18           For those of you online, there's an e-mail that

 19  you can e-mail your questions or comments to at

 20  wr401program@waterboards.ca.gov.  The questions that

 21  come in, we will try to answer those, and the comments

 22  that come in over those e-mails, we will consider part

 23  of the scoping record.  The presentation handout and

 24  meeting stuff is on our Klamath Hydroelectric Project

 25  Web page at the URL shown.
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 01           Some quick ground rules for today.  Please

 02  respect all speakers and their points of view.  One

 03  person speaks at a time and please use the microphone.

 04  Please hold questions and comments towards the end of

 05  the presentation.  It's a short presentation, shouldn't

 06  take too long.  Recognize, we have a short time frame to

 07  receive oral comments, so please respect your time

 08  allotted so we hear from everyone today.

 09           Written comments are an alternative to those

 10  who wish to provide additional comments beyond their

 11  allotted time or for those who do not wish to speak

 12  today.

 13           Some quick context before Parker gets up and

 14  talks, just on why we're here today.  PacifiCorp, the

 15  applicant for the Klamath Hydroelectric Project

 16  submitted a water quality certification application and

 17  the State Water Board conditions hydroelectric projects

 18  via that water quality certification application or

 19  section 401 of the Clean Water Act.  And also, the

 20  California Environmental Quality Act requires an

 21  environmental impact report to inform the State Water

 22  Board and the public about the project's significant

 23  effects and ways to reduce them.

 24           Parker, you are up.

 25           MR. THALER:  Hello.  My name is Parker Thaler,

�0006

 01  and I'm an environmental scientist with the State Water

 02  Resources Control Board's Division of Water Rights.  I'm

 03  also the lead technical staff on the Klamath

 04  Hydroelectric Project.  I've been working on the project

 05  for a little over three years.

 06           Today I will be providing an overview of

 07  PacifiCorp's Klamath Hydroelectric Project facilities; a

 08  short background of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project

 09  Federal Energy Regulatory Commission relicensing

 10  process; a general overview of the California

 11  Environmental Quality Act; and a discussion of the State

 12  Water Board's Notice of Preparation Public Comment

 13  Period.

 14           Shown in this slide is a map illustrating the

 15  general locations of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project

 16  facilities.  This map should look a little bit familiar,

 17  as it can be found on the cover of our Notice of

 18  Preparation.

 19           Owned and operated by PacifiCorp, the Klamath

 20  Hydroelectric project is located in southern Oregon and

 21  northern California.  The Oregon Klamath Hydroelectric

 22  Project facilities include east side and west side,

 23  which are located adjacent to Bureau of Reclamation's

 24  Lake River Dam, Keno, and J.C. Boyle.  The California

 25  portion of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project from
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 01  upstream to downstream includes Copco Number 1, Copco

 02  Number 2 and Iron Gate Dam, located on the main stem of

 03  the Klamath River and Fall Creek Diversion Facility

 04  located on Fall Creek tributary to the Klamath River.

 05           Iron Gate Dam is the most downstream Klamath

 06  Hydroelectric Project facility and is the current limit

 07  of anadromous fish passage on the Klamath River.

 08           Today's focus is on the California portion of

 09  the Klamath Hydroelectric Project because that is the

 10  portion of the project subject to the California

 11  Environmental Quality Act.  For context, the State of

 12  Oregon also has a water quality certification

 13  application for the Klamath Hydroelectric Project, which

 14  is a separate action than what we are discussing today.

 15           Now that I provided information on the Klamath

 16  Hydroelectric Project's general facility locations, I

 17  think it's appropriate to briefly provide background

 18  information on the Klamath Hydroelectric Project's

 19  progress through the Federal Energy Regulatory

 20  Commission or FERC relicensing process.

 21           FERC is the federal agency that issues termed

 22  licenses to hydroelectric projects for construction and

 23  operations.  Licenses are often issued with conditions

 24  or measures that a project operator must follow in order

 25  to protect environmental and public resources.  Licenses
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 01  typically last between 30 to 50 years.

 02           So beginning in 1956, FERC issued PacifiCorp's

 03  predecessor its original license to construct and

 04  operate the Klamath Hydroelectric Project.  The original

 05  license wasn't subject to today's environmental

 06  standards, as many of them had not been created, such as

 07  the Federal Clean Water Act and associated section 401

 08  water quality certification requirement.

 09           In February 2004, PacifiCorp applied for a new

 10  license from FERC in anticipation that the original 1956

 11  license would be expiring in 2006 as it had been issued

 12  a 50-year term.  In March of 2006, PacifiCorp filed a

 13  water quality certification application with the State

 14  Water Board.  PacifiCorp's filing opened our first

 15  opportunity to condition the Klamath Hydroelectric

 16  Project for the protection of water quality and

 17  beneficial uses.

 18           In January of 2007, the United States

 19  Department of Interior and National Marine Fishery

 20  Services provided FERC with mandatory conditions.  For

 21  contexts, mandatory conditions are conditions issued by

 22  federal agencies in the Federal Energy Regulatory

 23  Commission licensing process that must be implemented.

 24           In 2007, FERC issued its final environmental

 25  impact statement for National Environmental Policy Act
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 01  compliance.

 02           Following FERC's issuance of the environmental

 03  impact statement, in 2008 the State Water Board issued a

 04  notice of preparation for the Klamath Hydroelectric

 05  Project and held scoping meetings.  During that time,

 06  some of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project interested

 07  parties began discussions for a settlement agreement

 08  that resulted in the Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement

 09  Agreement, otherwise known as the KHSA.

 10           Beginning in 2010 is where the Klamath

 11  Hydroelectric Project began to deviate from the typical

 12  relicensing process.  This was a result of the KHSA and

 13  a request from some of the KHSA members that the State

 14  Water Board put the water quality certification process

 15  on hold, in advance, to provide additional time for the

 16  settlement agreement.

 17           At the request of interested parties, the State

 18  Water Board held the certification application in

 19  abeyance from May of 2010 to June of 2013.

 20           I would like to note here that the State Water

 21  Board is not a signatory to any of the settlement

 22  agreements and maintains its independent authority to

 23  condition the Klamath Hydroelectric Project for the

 24  protection of water quality.  The settlement process is

 25  a separate process from the FERC relicensing process,
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 01  and during the abeyance, State Water Board staff

 02  continue to participate in Klamath Hydroelectric

 03  Project-related forums, such as the KHSA Interim Measure

 04  Implementation Committee and Klamath Basin Monitoring

 05  Program.

 06           And in July of 2013, the State Water Board's

 07  abeyance lifted, and the Klamath Hydroelectric Project

 08  resumed the California certification process.

 09           Following the end of abeyance, State Water

 10  Board staff have been reviewing past materials,

 11  continuing participation in Klamath Hydroelectric

 12  project-related forums, and have been working with

 13  PacifiCorp on items such as updating the Water Quality

 14  Certification application, obtaining current

 15  environmental data, and CEQA process logistics such as

 16  selecting a consultant or hosting these scoping

 17  meetings.

 18           And finally, on November 30th of 2015, in light

 19  of new information such as the Klamath Hydroelectric

 20  Settlement Agreement's joint CEQA and NEPA document, the

 21  State Water Board issued a new Notice of Preparation for

 22  an environmental impact report for the Klamath

 23  Hydroelectric project.

 24           And now for our CEQA discussion:  The CEQA

 25  process is needed per state law.  The State Water Board
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 01  cannot issue a water quality certification without a

 02  final CEQA document.  Information developed in the CEQA

 03  process will be used to inform the State Water Board's

 04  actions on the Klamath Hydroelectric Project.  We are

 05  all here today because the State Water Board has

 06  reinitiated the CEQA process for the Klamath

 07  Hydroelectric Project.

 08           The typical CEQA process runs as follows:  If

 09  the State Water Board is the CEQA lead agency and

 10  determines that an environmental impact report is

 11  needed, as is the case with the Klamath Hydroelectric

 12  Project, the State Water Board will issue a Notice of

 13  Preparation and conduct scoping meetings.  For the KHP,

 14  the State Water Board issued a Notice of Preparation on

 15  November 30th, 2015, and we are currently in a comment

 16  period, which will end on January 29th, 2016.

 17           Following the Notice of Preparation Public

 18  Comment Period, the State Water Board will review all

 19  comments received in addition to other available

 20  information and use that information to prepare a draft

 21  environmental impact report.

 22           Here is a list of the typical resource areas we

 23  evaluated during the CEQA process for development of a

 24  draft -- of an environmental impact report.  This

 25  information was taken from our Notice of Preparation.
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 01  Some of these items were evaluated in FERC's EIS and the

 02  Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement Agreement's joint CEQA

 03  and NEPA document.  To the extent possible, we plan to

 04  use that information.

 05           Following the development of a draft EIR, the

 06  State Water Board will issue the draft EIR with a

 07  minimum 30-day public comment period.  The draft EIR

 08  will include items like a detailed description of

 09  project alternatives, mitigation measures to reduce

 10  impacts to resources, and a description of environmental

 11  baseline conditions.

 12           Similar to the Notice of Preparation portion of

 13  the CEQA process, the State Water Board will consider

 14  all comments received and issue a final environmental

 15  impact report.  Following issuance of the final

 16  environmental impact report, the State Water Board will

 17  take an action on PacifiCorp's water quality

 18  certification application.

 19           The objectives we proposed for review with the

 20  Klamath Hydroelectric Project and alternatives are as

 21  follows:  Modify the Klamath Hydroelectric Project as

 22  needed to comply with California water quality standards

 23  in conformance with mandatory conditions established as

 24  part of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

 25  relicensing process; and continue to generate power from
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 01  a renewable resource to serve Klamath Hydroelectric

 02  Project customers to the extent compatible with water

 03  quality standards and mandatory conditions established

 04  as part of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

 05  relicensing process.

 06           If a water quality certification is issued and

 07  FERC issues the Klamath Hydroelectric project license,

 08  conditions in our water quality certification become

 09  mandatory conditions.

 10           Our CEQA approach is to focus on the California

 11  portion of the Klamath Hydroelectric project.  Use

 12  FERC's EIS and the Klamath Hydroelectric settlement

 13  agreement's joint CEQA and NEPA document in the

 14  development of our environmental impact report; use

 15  information gathered by the settlement agreements,

 16  tribes, PacifiCorp, scientific community, CEQA

 17  commenters, and others.

 18           The alternatives we've identified include a

 19  range, from PacifiCorp's project, as proposed in the

 20  water quality certification application, which is

 21  continued operations with additional environmental

 22  measures plus our addition of mandatory conditions, to

 23  full main stem Klamath Hydroelectric Project facility

 24  removal.  Other alternatives include implementation of

 25  settlement agreement measures, FERC staff's alternative,
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 01  and partial facility removal scenarios.

 02           All comments received during the comment period

 03  will be reviewed.  Some of the key items we are

 04  interested in hearing from the public are adequacy of

 05  FERC's EIS and the Klamath Hydroelectric settlement

 06  agreement's joint CEQA and NEPA document.  In other

 07  words, do these documents address your concerns or

 08  comments?

 09           The range of alternatives or specific

 10  alternatives that should be considered:  Potential

 11  impacts to evaluate and any other items that you feel is

 12  relevant to this process.

 13           We are holding four scoping meetings that we

 14  posted in local newspapers, in addition to hard copy and

 15  e-mail mailings out to our distribution list.  I've

 16  included the information up here in case anyone else

 17  needs it.  It's also in our Notice of Preparation.

 18           If you would like to provide written comments,

 19  please provide them prior to January 29th, 2016, to the

 20  physical or e-mail addresses shown here.  Also, I've

 21  included a link to our project Web page, which is a

 22  great resource available to the public.  On our Web page

 23  we post updated Klamath Hydroelectric Project

 24  information, such as PacifiCorp's water quality

 25  certification applications or a Notice of Preparation.
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 01           This concludes my portion of the presentation.

 02  I would like to turn it back over to Jeff for the

 03  comment and question portion of today's meetings.

 04           Thank you.

 05           MR. WETZEL:  So before we get into the comment

 06  period, I wanted to offer up this as a short question

 07  and answer session, basically just off of our process.

 08  If there's any questions, we would be happy to take

 09  answers [sic].

 10           MR. KANZ:  Russ Kanz.  I was wondering if you

 11  have timelines for projected issuance of the draft EIR.

 12           MR. WETZEL:  Not specific or concrete

 13  timelines.  I think the average CEQA process will

 14  probably take somewhere between one and a half and two

 15  years, and this is going to be a fairly complicated,

 16  controversial project.  The timeline also will be

 17  dictated about the comments that we get during the

 18  scoping process and the type of analysis that needs to

 19  be done, and then also comments that we get on the draft

 20  EIR, and that will ultimately determine THE timeline.

 21  But I think maybe, you know, two years or a little over

 22  two years is a rough ballpark of a timeline.

 23           MR. STORK:  My name is Ronald Stork with

 24  Friends of the River.

 25           Will the Oregon entities responsible for
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 01  issuing 401 certs for these projects also be doing a

 02  similar evaluation process?  And how do you expect to

 03  coordinate with them?

 04           MR. WETZEL:  The Oregon Department of Water

 05  Quality will be doing their certification process.  They

 06  obviously don't have to comply with the California

 07  Environmental Quality Act, and we will coordinate with

 08  them.  And it's my understanding that they still hold

 09  the process in abeyance currently, so we'll coordinate

 10  with them and try to move forward.

 11           Any other questions?

 12           Are there any speaker cards that you guys can

 13  give to Peter?  Does he have all of them compiled?

 14           So we'll move into the comment section.  You

 15  guys can walk up to that podium over there -- there's a

 16  little push button on the microphone -- and we will

 17  start the comments.

 18           The first comment by Danai Colegrove, and on

 19  deck will be Ronald Stork.

 20           If you could do first and last name with

 21  spelling for the court reporter, please.

 22           MS. COLEGROVE:  Danai Colegrove, D-A-N-A-I

 23  C-O-L-E-G-R-O-V-E.

 24           And I had a comment and a question.  Excuse me.

 25  My question was, this abeyance has been going on for
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 01  years and years.  When are we going to have quality

 02  water in our river?

 03           And my other question was to "Mr. PacifiCorp"

 04  back here.  Are you guys still on the track for 2020 for

 05  dam removal?  I forgot the gentleman's name.

 06           And also I was -- I was kind of like

 07  wondering -- this question this gentleman had too --

 08  about the time frame with this, because our river is

 09  dying.  It's like our lifeline.  And we can't do this

 10  forever.

 11           I really didn't come to comment.  I kind of

 12  came to listen at this point.  But I will see you guys

 13  on the river in a couple days, a week.  And there's

 14  going to be way more than just me there.  So be

 15  prepared.

 16           MR. WETZEL:  For some your questions, maybe

 17  after this week, we can kind of sit down.

 18           Next up after Ron will be Tim Hayden.

 19           MR. STORK:  My name is Ronald Stork, and I'm

 20  with the conservation staff of Friends of the River.

 21  "Stork" is spelled like the bird.

 22           This has been a long journey.  I think all of

 23  us think it's too long.  Friends of the River was one of

 24  the settlement negotiators and a licensing participant

 25  for the duration of those processes until the settlement
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 01  agreement was signed.  We did not sign the settlement

 02  agreement, largely because we thought that the United

 03  States Congress was likely to be dysfunctional and not

 04  capable of ratifying the settlement agreement.  As you

 05  know, so far the United States Congress has not been

 06  functional and capable of ratifying the settlement

 07  agreement.

 08           So I want to congratulate the board for

 09  stepping up, ending the abeyance of its processing of

 10  the 401 water quality certification and getting on with

 11  the business that it expected to undertake quite a few

 12  years ago.  So thank you again for doing so.

 13           And I certainly hope that you can encourage the

 14  folks in Oregon to undertake a complementary and similar

 15  analysis so that both the state -- both states, water

 16  quality certifications, can be internally consistent

 17  with each other and hopefully consistent with the broad

 18  outlines of the settlement agreement, which called for

 19  the removal of the dams in question here on the Klamath

 20  River.

 21           I think, as you know, the alternative contained

 22  in the FERC EIS, which included mandatory conditions for

 23  fish ladders but did not remove the dam, it seems to be

 24  unlikely to meet the water quality requirements in this

 25  very hurt and injured river.
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 01           So I'm hopeful that the alternatives, which is

 02  the heart of the analysis, will include alternatives

 03  that are complementary to the broad outlines of the

 04  settlement agreements and result in removal of the dams

 05  and at least a lessening of the adverse water quality

 06  conditions on this river.

 07           As you know, you are unable to deal with, at

 08  least immediately, some of the issues associated with

 09  the Klamath Project upstream, and I urge you not to wait

 10  to a final resolution of those water quality issues,

 11  because this process has gone too long and we need to

 12  move parts of it along as much as we can.

 13           We'll be submitting some written comments and

 14  we hope that you are -- that these will be helpful to

 15  you.  And I think that you can rely on a large amount of

 16  expertise and interest in the years that this process is

 17  going on to move this -- your process forward

 18  expeditiously.

 19           Thank you.

 20           MR. WETZEL:  Brian Johnson is on deck.

 21           MR. HAYDEN:  Hello.  Hi.  My name is Tim

 22  Hayden.  I'm the Natural Resources Division lead for the

 23  Yurok tribe.  I oversee the Yurok's tribe's fisheries,

 24  forestry, watershed, and environmental program.

 25           I will keep my comments brief.  The Yurok

�0020

 01  tribe, we do plan an attending the other public scoping

 02  meetings, I believe in Arcata, in Orleans, and Yreka.

 03  So we will be providing more extensive verbal, as well

 04  as detailed written comments.

 05           But I would just like to say that we support

 06  the California and Oregon Water Board's permitting

 07  process.  As I mentioned, we plan to engage the process.

 08  We want -- the Yurok tribe, as you know, we have

 09  federally recognized fishing rights on the Lower Klamath

 10  River.  We're the largest single harvester of Klamath

 11  River fall Chinook salmon, and it's a hugely important

 12  cultural resource for the tribe, so we have a lot at

 13  stake, and certainly a strong interest in supporting

 14  this process.

 15           I would just like to say, you know, the Yurok

 16  tribe is committed to dam removal by 2020.  We're going

 17  to continue to work with our partners and certainly

 18  through this process to make sure that that happens.

 19           So with that said, we look forward to working

 20  with the board supporting the process.  We're hopeful to

 21  provide our expertise and our experience on the river,

 22  support the process through data, data analysis,

 23  interpretation, and certainly want to see this process

 24  through.

 25           So we look forward to working with the board on
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 01  this process.

 02           Thank you.

 03           MR. WETZEL:  Russ Kanz is next.

 04           MR. JOHNSON:  Good afternoon.  My name is Brian

 05  Johnson, B-R-I-A-N Johnson.  I'm the California director

 06  of Forward Tribe (phonetic) Unlimited.

 07           And I have a brief CEQA comments and then a

 08  broader comment.  The range of alternatives seems to

 09  make sense to me, that you are laying out.  I was glad

 10  to see the reference to, you know, looking back intently

 11  at the NEPA and CEQA documents For the secretarial

 12  determination.  I think you will find that at least as

 13  far as the effects of dam removal and partial dam

 14  removal and the configurations you are talking about,

 15  the things are covered very well, and hopefully we don't

 16  need to spend a lot of time or money recreating the

 17  wheel on that.

 18           More broadly, we are one of the parties to the

 19  KHSA, which is still in effect.  And we believe in the

 20  principles that are contained there and simplifying

 21  dramatically removal of the four main stem dams for

 22  hydro, and not Keno, Coscap, and certainly for the

 23  utilities, ratepayers, and doing it in 2020.

 24           Spoiler alert:  It seems like Congress isn't

 25  going to help us do that through a different process,
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 01  and so the parties will be back looking at that.  And

 02  I'm hopeful and cautiously optimistic that we will be

 03  able to carry out the settlement through other means and

 04  remove those four dams in 2020.

 05           Thank you.

 06           MR. WETZEL:  Thank you.  Russ Kanz followed by

 07  Tim Sloane.

 08           MR. KANZ:  Good afternoon.  It's Russ Kanz,

 09  R-U-S-S K-A-N-Z with the Karuk Tribe.

 10           I guess I come here today with some urgency and

 11  concern.  When I hear that, you know, it might take two

 12  years to develop this EIR, that gives me concern.  I've

 13  been working on this project for a very long time.  My

 14  son, Will, right there, was, I believe, two when I

 15  started working on this project, and he's big now.  So

 16  it's been at least 16 years.

 17           The board's track record, lately, of getting

 18  certs issues is -- is not good.  You know, the cert for

 19  DeSabla-Centerville is -- is still sitting there.  I

 20  wrote that cert over four years ago.  And that's a very

 21  important spring-run salmon river.  So that's a concern

 22  we have.  I would urge the board to put significant

 23  resources towards this project and move it forward

 24  quickly.

 25           The Karuk tribe is somewhat unique in that they
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 01  occupy the center part of the Klamath River.  They

 02  occupy a place that is the center of the world, and have

 03  fished at Ishy-Fishy (phonetic) Falls for at least

 04  10,000 years.

 05           As I worked on this project and as I actually

 06  helped develop a environmental justice pilot project

 07  with Cal/EPA and the tribes, it became clear to me that

 08  what actions happened with this project will affect,

 09  really, the future of tribes on the Klamath River.  The

 10  tribes and the fish are intertwined, and you can't

 11  unlink those.

 12           The Karuk tribe has been an active participant

 13  in the FERC relicensing and the settlement process.

 14  Tribal members and their biologists have some really

 15  unique knowledge about the river and they are more than

 16  happy to share that project.

 17           The Water Board partnered with the Karuk tribe

 18  on studies on nutrient cycling in Iron Gate Reservoir

 19  and on cyanotoxins.  The Karuk tribe will submit written

 20  comments, and I'm sure other tribal members will have a

 21  lot to say in the other meetings.

 22           So thank you.

 23           MR. WETZEL:  Tim Sloane, and then lastly will

 24  be Mary Wiencke.

 25           MR. SLOANE:  Tim Sloane, S-L-O-A-N-E.  I'm with
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 01  the Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen's

 02  Associations.

 03           The 401 certification before the board right

 04  now is filled with several pretty glaring deficiencies,

 05  and we urge the board to address many of these and all

 06  of these in its review of the application.

 07           And specific to us today, I just wanted to

 08  point out two glaring ones:  The application does not

 09  include any significant discussion of how the

 10  alternative dam removal would impact water quality

 11  parameters in place of the theoretical mitigations in

 12  the reservoir management plan that's in the application.

 13           Dam removal is a reasonably foreseeable action.

 14  It was an alternative in the FERC EIS and it's been

 15  subject to its own extensive analysis under NEPA and

 16  CEQA, including multiple studies demonstrating its net

 17  benefits as compared to keeping those dams in place.

 18           The other impact that we're most concerned

 19  about is, the application doesn't include any

 20  significant analysis of the adverse impacts of lack of

 21  fish passage for salmon and other species; nor any

 22  discussion of the socioeconomic impacts and economics of

 23  fish passage; nor any comparisons between dams in with

 24  fish passage versus dams out entirely; nor how the

 25  reservoir's water quality or management would continue
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 01  to adversely impact downstream anadromous fish.  Fish

 02  passage is a mandatory condition of the FERC license,

 03  and it cannot be ignored.  And we would hope that the

 04  board analyzes the social and economic impacts of each

 05  alternative on commercial fisheries downstream.

 06           We're going to submit extensive written

 07  comments along with this, but thanks for the opportunity

 08  today.

 09           MR. WETZEL:  Thank you.

 10           Mary Wiencke.

 11           MS. WIENCKE:  Good afternoon.  My name is Mary

 12  Wiencke from PacifiCorp.  It's W-I-E-N-C-K-E.  I

 13  appreciate the opportunity to comment today.

 14           PacifiCorp remains fully committed to the KHSA.

 15  It hasn't expired or terminated, and, if fully

 16  implemented, would result in the removal of the

 17  facilities that are the subject of this proceeding.  We

 18  continue to actively work with our settlement partners

 19  to implement the KHSA.

 20           And while we appreciate that the board needs to

 21  maintain an active 401 process, the current status of

 22  the KHSA makes the timing somewhat premature.  As I

 23  mentioned, we'll be continuing to work with our

 24  settlement partners over the coming months to look for

 25  alternative paths to implement in the KHSA.
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 01           As a result, what we request today is that the

 02  board allow the space for that to happen and allow the

 03  parties to work together to explore potential pathways

 04  that will allow for the implementation of the KHSA and

 05  balance the multiple issues surrounding Klamath Basin.

 06           With that, thank you again for this opportunity

 07  to comment today.  Thank you.

 08           MS. RAGAZZI:  So we did hear some

 09  comments/questions from folks, specifically that I want

 10  to respond to, because I want to recognize those

 11  questions that were brought up.

 12           The questions that I heard were timing of water

 13  quality benefits occurring.  The board wants to get

 14  water quality protections in place through its water

 15  quality certification as soon as possible.

 16           As Jeff mentioned, typical CEQA process is one

 17  to two years, and this is a complex project.  We are

 18  aiming to get the draft CEQA document out in the latter

 19  part of this year and proceed with the final CEQA

 20  document the following year.  So we'll see how that

 21  plays out with the level of comments we get in that

 22  process, but the idea is to move forward quickly and

 23  expeditiously on this project.

 24           And I remember -- there was another question.

 25  I'm going to let you follow up directly with Tim on that
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 01  one because we're not the appropriate party to respond

 02  to that question.

 03           So at that point, unless anybody else has any

 04  other comments today, we have nothing online.  We've

 05  been monitoring that Web page or that Web address.  No

 06  more comments?  If anybody wants to come up and ask us

 07  questions specifically or talk with us specifically

 08  about any topics, we would be more than happy to do

 09  that.

 10           So I appreciate everybody showing up today and

 11  we look forward to seeing many of you at the other

 12  meetings that we'll be at, which I anticipate will be

 13  more well attended than this one, since they will be in

 14  the project area specifically.

 15           So thanks again for coming out today and we

 16  look forward to talking with you throughout the process.

 17           Thanks.

 18           (Time noted: 2:40 p.m.)

 19                          ---o0o---

 20  

 21  

 22  

 23  

 24  
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�0028

 01                   CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

 02  

 03      I, KATHRYN S. SWANK, a Certified Shorthand Reporter

 04  of the State of California, do hereby certify:

 05      That I am a disinterested person herein; that the

 06  foregoing public hearing was reported in shorthand by

 07  me, Kathryn S. Swank, a Certified Shorthand Reporter of

 08  the State of California, and thereafter transcribed into

 09  typewriting.

 10      I further certify that I am not of counsel or

 11  attorney for any of the parties to said public hearing

 12  nor in any way interested in the outcome of said public

 13  hearing.

 14      IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this

 15  24th day of January 2016.

 16  

 17  

 18                     ____________________________

 19                     KATHRYN S. SWANK, CSR, RPR

 20                     Certified Shorthand Reporter

 21                     License No. 13061

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  





