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Response to Comment C1-1

The final license application includes a description of fish
passage facilities or enhancement measures proposed at each
Project development.  

Response to Comment C1-2

Exhibit E, Section 4.3, addresses conceptual fish passage plans
for each of the Project facilities that create a barrier to chinook
and steelhead.
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Response to Comment C2-1

Please see Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the FLA for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C3-1

PacifiCorp has proposed to decommission its East Side and
West Side hydroelectric developments located near Link River
dam. Please see Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the Final License
Application for a discussion of fish passage considerations. 
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Response to Comment C4-1

PacifiCorp has given serious consideration to fish passage by
addressing the environmental and social costs and benefits of
such a measure.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C5-1

Please see Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the FLA for a discussion
of fish passage alternatives. 
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Response to Comment C6-1

PacifiCorp has given serious consideration to fish passage by
addressing the environmental and social costs and benefits of
such a measure.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C7-1

Thank you for your comment.  This is exactly what PacifiCorp
is attempting to accomplish.
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Response to Comment C8-1

Please see Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the FLA for a discussion
of fish passage considerations. 
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Response to Comment C9-1

Please see Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the FLA for a discussion
on fish passage considerations. 
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Response to Comment C10-1

PacifiCorp has given careful consideration to the protection of
anadromous fish species within the Project area and has
proposed protection, mitigation, and enhancement measures in
its final license application. Please see Section 4 of Exhibit E
for a description of fish passage considerations. 
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Response to Comment C11-1

Comment noted. Fish passage is an important topic and one
that is addressed in Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the FLA.
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Response to Comment C12-1

Fish passage is an important topic and one that is addressed in
Section 4.3 of Exhibit E.

Response to Comment C12-2

Comment noted.
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Response to Comment C13-1

Please see Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion on fish
passage considerations.

Response to Comment C13-2

Fish passage is addressed in Section 4.3 of Exhibit E.  As you
stated, this is an important issue.  PacifiCorp remains
committed to completing fish passage modeling efforts to help
address the issue of salmon re-introduction above Iron Gate
dam.
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Response to Comment C14-1

Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment C15-1

Please see Section 4.3 of Exhibit E and Section 7 of the Fish
Resources Final Technical Report for discussions on fish
passage considerations and ongoing studies.
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Response to Comment C16-1

PacifiCorp is committed to acting in partnership with other
interested and responsible parties in the stewardship of the
Klamath River.
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Response to Comment C17-1

See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion of fish passage
considerations.  

Response to Comment C17-2

PacifiCorp has given serious consideration to fish passage by
addressing the environmental and social costs and benefits of
such a measure.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C18-1

PacifiCorp has given serious consideration to fish passage by
addressing the environmental and social costs and benefits of
such a measure.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C19-1

Comment noted. PacifiCorp will continue working with the
fish passage modeling subgroup to refine modeling scenarios.
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Response to Comment C20-1

Please see Exhibit E, Section 4.3 of the FLA for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.

Response to Comment C20-2

PacifiCorp has given serious consideration to fish passage by
addressing the environmental and social costs and benefits of
such a measure.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C21-1

PacifiCorp has given serious consideration to fish passage by
addressing the environmental and social costs and benefits of
such a measure.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E for a discussion
of fish passage considerations.
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Response to Comment C22-1

Through fish passage and water quality modeling, PacifiCorp
is investigating the system-wide impacts of various dam
removal options.
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Response to Comment C22-2

You are correct.  As was written in the draft Socioeconomic
Phase 2 study plan, the proposed high level analysis of the
anticipated changes in the socioeconomic condition due to the
landscape options defined by the plenary could not proceed
until (a) the landscape options were defined by the plenary and
(b) the plenary provided direction on the meaning of "high
level analysis".  This study plan outlines a systematic approach
toward populating the system landscape options matrix that
would provide stakeholders and FERC with a solid foundation
for conducting additional analyses of alternatives and a
consistent basis for making comparisons among alternatives.
Subsequent to preparing the draft Phase 2 study plan, the
plenary changed direction and smaller groups comprised of
participants from each of the stakeholder workgroups are now
responsible for populating the SLOM. It is their choice
whether or not to rely upon the draft Phase 2 study plan to
guide their efforts. 

Response to Comment C22-3

If by setting parameters, you mean PacifiCorp's refusal to
conduct an analysis of a range in alternatives, PacifiCorp has
explained that it does not intend to conduct an alternatives
analysis during this pre-filing consultation process for a
traditional relicensing, but that the FERC will conduct an
alternatives analysis through their EIS post-filing.  Please see
the draft Socioeconomic Issues Paper for documentation of
this outstanding issue.

Response to Comment C22-4

From your comment it appears that you reviewed the first
posted version of the Socioeconomic section of the DLA.
Much more information has been included.  We did not wish
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to merely repeat all of the detail that appears in the technical
report, but we have attempted to be responsive to stakeholder
suggestions for expanding the socioeconomic section of the
DLA.  The observation you made related to overfishing was
originally made by the Pacific Marine Fishery Council and is
intended to convey that a hidden cost of depleted salmon
stocks is how it has likely contributed to overfishing other
species.

Response to Comment C23-1

PacifiCorp has included in the FLA conceptual designs for a
variety of fish passage facilities.  See Section 4.3 of Exhibit E
for a discussion of fish passage considerations.




