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1.1 INTRODUCTION 

After years of negotiations, on February 18, 2010, Klamath Basin stakeholders 

agreed that removing four hydroelectric dams on the Klamath River, restoring 

habitat, and reintroducing salmon in the Upper Klamath Basin would be the best 

method for managing Basin water, fish, and other resources to resolve ongoing 

water supply and quality problems, drought issues, fish kills, and other multiple-

use challenges.  Two agreements were drafted; the Klamath Hydroelectric 

Settlement Agreement (KHSA) and Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement 

(KBRA).
1 

Implementation of the KHSA would remove Iron Gate, J.C. Boyle, Copco 1 

and Copco 2 hydroelectric dams that prevent coho salmon, Chinook salmon, 

steelhead, and Pacific lamprey anadromous species from migrating through the 

middle Klamath River and above Iron Gate Dam (IGD) to Upper Klamath Basin 

habitat.  The KBRA specifies salmon, steelhead, and lamprey reintroduction and 

habitat improvement programs in the Upper Klamath Basin that are expected to 

benefit all native fisheries in the entire Klamath River and some ocean fisheries.  

The KBRA benefits would occur in large part through water management 

agreements that would provide more reliable water supplies for irrigation in 

agricultural communities and fish habitat in the National Wildlife Refuges. 

Although the KHSA and KBRA are separate agreements, the success of each 

agreement depends on mutual implementation which is the assumption 

throughout this technical report.  The agreements specify that actions would 

occur during the next 50 years, with dam removal beginning in 2020, and most 

KBRA actions beginning in 2012, provided approval is granted to proceed from 

the Secretary of the Interior since implementation must be determined to in the 

public interest. 

This technical report is supporting socioeconomic documentation focused on the 

Karuk Tribe that will be used to assist the Secretary of the Interior in making a 

determination whether to proceed with implementing the KHSA and KBRA.  

There are similar individual socioeconomic technical reports for other Basin 

Tribes, including the Klamath Tribes, Yurok Tribe, Hoopa Valley Tribe, and 

Resighini Rancheria Tribe.  The tribal technical reports are supporting 

documentation for the Draft Klamath Dam Removal Overview Report for the 

Secretary of the Interior:  An Assessment of Science and Technical Information, 

(SDOR) (DOI, et al., January 23, 2012) (final forthcoming), and the Klamath 

Facilities Removal Public Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental 

Impact Report (Klamath EIS/EIR), (DOI, et al., September 2011) (final 

forthcoming), that evaluated impacts of  the KHSA and KBRA. 

1 
Signatories in the KHSA and KBRA included the States of California and Oregon, the 

Klamath Tribes, Karuk Tribe, Yurok Tribe, and representatives of more than 50 organizations, 

including counties, irrigators, conservation and fishing groups, and others. 
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Methodology primarily included issue identification from meetings with the 

Resighini Rancheria Tribe, materials provided by the Tribe, information from 

the FERC record, and other sources listed in the bibliography.
2 

Members of the 

Economics Subteam attended meetings with the Karuk Tribe concerning potential 

trust resource, socioeconomic, and contemporary cultural impacts on April 23, 

2010 (conference call), September 1, 2010 (socioeconomics only), and January 

27, 2011(trust resources government to government).  Several reports were central 

resources, including:  The Effects of Altered Diet on the Health of the Karuk 

People, by Kari Marie Norgaard, PhD.  The Norgaard report primarily used 

archival material, interviews with Karuk Tribal members, Karuk medical records, 

and the 2005 Karuk Health and Fish Consumption Survey. Another important 

report used included: White paper on behalf of the Karuk Tribe of California:  A 

context statement concerning the effect of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project on 

traditional resource uses and cultural patterns of the Karuk People within the 

Klamath River Corridor, by John F. Salter, PhD, November 2003 which, in 

addition to an historical analysis, included interviews with Tribal members. 

Year 2000 (and 2010 when available or appropriate) Bureau of the Census data 

was analyzed for most of the economic and demographic conclusions. 

This document is divided into two main sections; affected environment and 

environmental consequences. 

2.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

The first part of this section discusses Karuk Tribal history, followed by the 

present conditions portion organized by the following indicators: Fisheries, 

economic conditions (primarily income and employment), and health.  Tribal trust 

resources were analyzed in two reports: Current Effects of PacifiCorp Dams 

on Indian Trust Resources and Cultural Values: Background Technical Report 

Informing the Secretarial Overview Report, (DOI, June 2011a), and Current 

Effects of PacifiCorp Dams on Indian Trust Resources and Cultural Values; and 

Potential Effects of Implementing the KHSA and KBRA on Indian Trust Resources 

and Cultural Values.
3 

(DOI, June 2011b).  Trust resource aspects are mentioned 

in this report when applicable. 

The Karuk Tribe gained Federal recognition in 1979, and has about 3,474 enrolled 

Tribal members. The Tribe does not have federally protected fishing rights; 

however, the Tribe has California State recognized fishing rights.  The Karuk 

2 
The FERC record here refers to all public documents relating to the (FERC) relicensing process 

for PacifiCorp‘s Klamath Hydroelectric Project 2082, inclusive of the J.C. Boyle, Copco 1, 

Copco 2 and Iron Gate dams, and particularly documents that described tribal impacts. 
3 

Prepared for DOI by North State Resources, Inc. 
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Tribe is located along the middle Klamath River that cuts into the surrounding 

mountains to create steep inclines throughout most of the middle Klamath River 

Karuk areas. 

The Karuk Reservation consists of small non-contiguous parcels that total about 

851 acres distributed along many miles of river, and there are a number of off-

Reservation trust lands and allotments as well.
4 

Tribal administration is dispersed 

over many miles with offices in Happy Camp, a central location with other offices 

and services in Yreka (east about 75 miles), and Orleans (south about 45 miles) 

(figure 2.1-1). Tribal housing is primarily located in Yreka. 

High unemployment and poverty rates have made a subsistence lifestyle vital. 

According to the 2005 BIA Labor Force Report, unemployment for the Karuk 

area Indian population was 63 percent.  Census 2000 data for the Karuk 

Reservation showed an unemployment rate that was about two to three times that 

of the general population in Siskiyou County with greater disparities for Indian 

area populations.  The Karuk Reservation had the lowest per capita income of all 

surrounding areas, at half or less than that of other areas, particularly for the 

Indian population.  More than half the population was in poverty in 2000, and the 

2009 estimate has increased to about 60 percent, and previous Tribal surveys have 

placed it as high as 80 percent.  The Census 2009 estimates for Reservation 

unemployment indicate rates that could have increased to about three to five 

times higher than the surrounding area general population rates. Concerning 

subsistence fishing, acquiring salmon has been difficult due to declining 

anadromous fish stocks since construction of Copco 1—problems exacerbated by 

construction of Iron Gate Dam in 1962 when populations declined further, 

particularly spring-run Chinook, and water quality became noticeably worse. 

The Karuk Tribe has continued its presence in aboriginal lands and maintained its 

traditions to the present: 

Karuk aboriginal territory encompassed over one million acres of land 

where Karuk People have been recognized as fishers, hunters, and 

gatherers who wove baskets, made redwood dugout canoes and homes, 

and dance regalia.  Karuk people continue to be fishermen, hunters, 

singers, dancers, and traditional healers whose ceremonies celebrate the 

return of the salmon in ―fix the earth‖ or also known as ―fix the world‖ 

ceremonies that restore balance and renew the world for harmonious 

living.  For the Karuk People…the center of the universe is at Katimiin, 
near the confluence of the Salmon and Klamath Rivers.‖ (Karuk Tribe, 

2011). 

4 
For the purposes of this report, the term Karuk Reservation includes Karuk Reservation lands 

and off-reservation trust lands. 
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Figure 2.1-1.—Tribal lands. 
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2.1.1 Karuk Tribal History 

History explains current socioeconomic, sociocultural, and related conditions 

for any population, as is the case for the Karuk Tribe.  Federal and California 

State Indian policies, development, and settlement drastically reduced about 

1.4 million acres of aboriginal territory Karuk once had to about 851 acres today, 

and numerous fishing stations and abundant year-round fish runs have narrowed 

to one fishing station with use limited to about two to four weeks annually due to 

reduced fish runs.
5 

The Klamath Basin Tribes are located in the southernmost area of the 

northwestern ‗salmon culture‘ that stretches north to Alaska, along with its trade 
network.  The Karuk-arara, or ‗Upriver People,‘ describe their past as extending 
thousands of years prior to non-indigenous contact with homes in more than one 

hundred villages along the mainstem of the Klamath River in the heavily forested, 

mountainous region of northwestern California in the western half of Siskiyou 

County and northeastern corner of Humboldt County (Hill, 2010). 

The Karuk Tribe thrived as a salmon culture with supplemental hunting and 

gathering in their aboriginal territory until Euro-American contact.  A general 

timeline of major events and milestones are broadly summarized in attachment 1. 

Gold-seekers and miners around the 1850s had an immediate negative effect on 

the Karuk Tribe, as did the associated Federal military actions and State Indian 

policies, followed shortly by settlers and ranchers. After decades of hostilities 

with non-Indians, the Federal Government and State of California attempted to 

place the Karuk on the Hoopa Valley Reservation, but the Karuk people returned 

to their nearby homelands where they remain today. As a result of corruption, 

confusion, and neglect when treaties were written, the Karuk Tribe has been 

limited in modern times to small non-contiguous parcels, and the Tribe has no 

federally recognized rights to fish, hunt, or gather which has placed it at a 

significant disadvantage as Karuk people have tried to maintain a traditional 

lifestyle and a salmon culture.  The Karuk Tribe gained Federal recognition in 

1979—relatively recent compared with many tribes (Bright, et.al., 1978) (DOI, 

June 2011a) (Sturtevant, et. al., 1978). Although the trust analysis concluded 

that the Karuk Tribe has no Federally recognized trust resources or rights 

connected to KHP impacts, Karuk tribal representatives highlighted the fact that 

the fisheries as a trust resource has never been adjudicated.(DOI, June 2011b, 

pp. 2-11). 

This section discusses the most relevant aspects of Karuk Tribal history up to the 

present, including over-arching socioeconomic and sociocultural changes in 

5 
Acreage data from DOI (June 2011b). The Tribe is required by California State law to use 

traditional fishing methods only. 
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salmon cultural practices and traditional food uses that were central through 

Karuk aboriginal times, reservation era, Copco Dam construction, pre-Federal 

recognition/Iron Gate Dam, and Tribal Federal recognition period. 

2.1.1.1 Aboriginal Period (Pre-1850 Conditions) 

Karuk Tribal members and others have described Karuk lifestyle, the importance 

of salmon as a food source, and the vital cultural, social, and economic roles it 

played: 

―Our life on the river long predates the arrival of non-Indian people in 

Northern California. In ancient times, our villages occupied a long 

stretch of the canyon along the Klamath River from the upstream vicinity 

of Seiad and Hamburg down to below Bluff Creek at sites located within 

what today is the Hoopa Valley Reservation - an existence which has 

been reported and documented by every historian who has visited our 

area and worked with our people. Throughout this area from time 

immemorial, our people have harvested fish and other water-related 

creatures for ceremonial uses gifted by the Creator, as well as wood and 

clothing. The earliest anthropological studies of our tribe record our 

traditional catch as including chinook (or king) salmon, coho (or silver) 

salmon, steelhead, trout, suckers, bullheads and sturgeon, as well as 

Pacific lampreys. We have always made use of every part of what is 

harvested, a practice which underscores the importance of the river and 

its production to our culture.‖ (Hillman, May 4, 2000). 

2.1.1.1.1 Aboriginal Territory 

Karuk aboriginal territory encompassed about 1.4 million acres that included the 

Klamath and Salmon Rivers with many streams and tributaries, and where the 

―…salmon, steelhead, elk, deer, ducks, geese, grouse, quail, tanoak acorns, and a 
variety of seasonal berries, mushrooms, and roots once provided sustenance in a 

lush natural environment.‖ (Hill, 2010; DOI, June 2011a). 

The Karuk territory provided opportunities for a ―…wealth of ceremony, regalia 
and material goods without equal in California.‖ (Salter, 2003, p. 5). Karuk 

villages were primarily situated alongside the Klamath River, surrounded by the 

steep river canyon mountain sides, as Salter described: ―Karuk society was a long 

winding sequence of [about 100] villages placed upon favorable beaches, bends, 

benches and fishing sites...‖ centered on the Klamath River. (Salter, 2003, p. 5; 

DOI, June 2011a). Some Karuk villages were located along the Salmon River, 

the largest Klamath tributary within their aboriginal territory, which ran about 

15 miles upstream near the traditional village of Katamin to Forks of Salmon 

(Salter, 2003, pp. 5-7). 
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The steep mountain hillsides on both sides of the River were used for seasonal 

hunting and gathering, including basketry materials, firewood, and for religious 

purposes.  Seasonal hunting and gathering areas were temporary for varying 

periods each year and permanent residences were the villages along the river that 

―…provided the thread joining villages and Indian peoples from the upper 

Klamath Basin to the Coast.‖ (Salter, 2003). 

2.1.1.1.2 Socioeconomic Aspects 

Socioeconomically, the River provided the Karuk with many runs of fish, 

particularly salmon, and riparian vegetation for basketry and other cultural uses 

and as traditional food sources.  The Karuk had an economy with currencies and 

were part of a regional trade network. 

As with other Tribes in the Northwest Culture, the Karuk Tribe placed a high 

value on wealth and had a complex, stratified social structure, as well as an 

economy replete with several forms of currency, primarily dentalia, and with 

prices and fees for most activities and goods in its society.  (Karuk Tribe, 2011; 

Sturtevant, et. al., 1978). For example, there were family rights to fishing spots 

and if the ‗laws‘ were not honored payment would be required as governed by 

rules or laws: 

―The best fishing places along the rivers were privately owned, 
sometimes by single individuals, sometimes jointly by several.  In the 

latter case, a fishing place could be used by each owner in rotation, 

according to the proportionate share of his ownership.  An owner might 

give someone else permission to fish there on the day or days when his 

turn would normally come.  But no one was permitted to fish or to 

establish a new fishing pact immediately downstream from a recognized 

fishing place…most inferior fishing places, and a few excellent ones 
were not privately owned but were open or public…‘ (Kroeber and 

Barrett 1960, p. 3)…The concept of ownership applied strictly to the 

right to fish and not to ownership of land along the river.‖ (Karuk Tribe, 

2011, p. 5). 

Some Tribal members described conditions of abundance before EuroAmerican 

contact and how it compares with limited abundance today: 

―When you ask people what that fishery used to be like, it wasn‘t that 
people would be showing up looking for fish around the middle of 

August and plan on being done typically by the end of September.  So 

what has affected it is the availability of resources…That was a year 
round fishery.‖ (Leaf Hillman, Vice Chairman, Karuk Tribe, age 42 at 
the time of the interview) (Salter, 2003). 
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―‘We had over 100 villages up and down the Klamath River, with fishing 

sites associated with each village.  Now we are trying to feed our people 

off one fishery.  It‘s not possible.‘‖  (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 11). 

2.1.1.1.2.1 Fishery Species, Runs, and Fishing Methods 

Many riverine species provided for Karuk people, as an early observer, Gifford 

recorded as he cited a Karuk Tribal member who listed the principal Klamath 

River species used by the Karuk and basic information about each (these are the 

same species listed by Leaf Hillman in his quote at the beginning of this section, 

and by numerous other observers and historians): 

Chinook, King, spring, or black salmon was recognized as a large, dark-

skinned fish with pale pink (―white‖) flesh and was the most esteemed 

species. It appeared in spring and continued through fall. Before the spring 

run, these fish were referred to honorifically as inenyara, which naming 

helped induce them to come in numbers.  The first arrivals were called 

ixyats, but might not be eaten until after the ceremony made for them at 

Amekiarum.  This was the species for which lifting-net scaffolds were set 

up, though in creeks it was harpooned. 

Coho or silver salmon, was described as red-fleshed, rather dry, not fat, 

and ran beginning in October. 

Steelhead were available in winter, at high water, and they continued to be 

taken with platform lifting nets after the salmon completed their runs. 

Trout were in the river and creeks the year round. 

Two species of sucker:  Klamath coarse-scale sucker and the Klamath 

fine-scale sucker, both bony and not considered too desirable, but 

available year round. 

Sturgeon [white and green] occurred upstream only to Ike‘s Fall[s], and 
were caught in a strong-meshed lifting net.  The flesh was considered less 

palatable than the salmon. 

Pacific Lamprey (eels) continue to be valued as a rich source of fat and are 

taken by a variety of techniques including small-meshed nets, gaffs and by 

hand, now utilizing a glove for a better grip, as the eel work their way over 

rocks at night in their upriver migration.‖ (Salter, 2003; DOI, June 2011a; 

Karuk Tribe, 2011, pp. 6-9). 

The Karuk employed various fishing methods depending on the section of 

river or stream, the river flows, and the species of fish, including; single and 
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double-pronged toggle harpoon, gorge hook, double-pointed angle hooks, 

V-frame dip net (large), multipronged spear, gaffs, basketry traps, fish dams, and 

hoop nets.  The Karuk built weirs which generally coincided with ceremonies 

(Salter, 2003, p. 17). 

According to the Karuk, weirs were sacred and construction was timed with and 

around ceremonies and allowed for a larger catch to feed more families: 

―Mythologically, weirs were created by one of the immortals (Ikhareya) 

as an aspect of creating salmon and preparing the structures and 

techniques that the humans…would use in their capture…Weirs offered 
the advantage of allowing a winter‘s supply of salmon to be caught for 
many families.‖ (Salter, 2003, p. 18; Karuk Tribe, 2011, p. 10). 

Historically, many of the family fishing holes had platforms where fishers used 

trigger nets and dip nets for salmon and lampreys: 

―‗If you‘re getting everything off of your platform then you‘re good.  All 
of these traditional platform fisheries, trigger net, dip net, the lamprey 

fishery was right off of that same platform in the same area so you didn‘t 
have to move it…there are probably different reasons why they don‘t 
fish there now, but a lot of it is because there‘s no fish‘ (Karuk eeler).‖ 
(Lewis, 2009, p. 19). 

Concerning fish runs, Snyder observed that there was no discernable break 

between salmon and steelhead, and some fish were available as late as November 

and beyond: 

―‘The summer migration of king salmon up the Klamath River begins 

about the first of July, mounts rapidly by the last of the month, reaches 

its maximum in August, declines gradually in September, and falls away 

almost entirely before the beginning of winter. There is no definite break 

between the spring and summer migrations, and it seems also that the 

fish in small numbers continue to appear through November and even 

later.  A spawning migration of steelheads comes with that of the king 

salmon.  And a run of silver salmon Starts early in September and 

continues through October and November.‘‖  (Salter, 2003; Karuk Tribe, 
2011, p. 8). 

Lamprey, or eel, was an important food source in the winter and early Spring 

before the First Salmon Ceremony when other foods were less available, and it 

remains particularly important nutritionally for elders.  A traditional Karuk 

fisherman described the role of lamprey: 

―They are a pretty important food source for us in the spring…In 
between when you can start catchin[g] salmon and when you quit 

catchin[g] steelhead.  And then there‘s a period there when you have to 

wait until the ceremony‘s completed to…catch the salmon.  So…then 

9 



 
 

 

 

 
 

 

   

    

 

 

 

 

 
 

    

  

   

 

  

 

 

 

   

    

   

 

 

  

   

 

 

 

  

 

 

     

   
 

 

 

 
  

 

      

 

 

  

   

Karuk Tribe 
Sociocultural/Socioeconomics Effects Analysis Technical Report 

you have that food source from the River during that gap….it‘s very 
important.  Bill Tripp, traditional Karuk fisherman. (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 36).
 

Spring Chinook was the most important run of fish, as early anthropologists 

observed: 

―The particular importance of Spring Chinook salmon for tribes in the 
region is noted by early anthropologists (e.g., Gunther 1926; Rostland, 

1959).  Swezey and Heizer note that, ‗Those native populations to whom 
anadromous fish were either the most important or a major stable in the 

food economy almost exclusively inhabited river drainages in which the 

spring salmon run occurred…With the exception of the coastal streams 

south of the Klamath, it appears that the most important and productive 

fishing areas in native California were those which could rely upon an 

assured and abundant early spring run of king salmon (1993, 304-305).‘ 
(Norgaard, November 2003, p. 32). 

Resource management has been of great importance to the Karuk people as it 

ensured continuance of everything they relied upon.  The Karuk used a wide 

range of resource management techniques, many of which are used today, 

including such fishing-specific management methods as weirs, scaffolds, 

platforms, and ceremonies: 

―Over thousands of years, the Karuk people honed land management to 

the level of a fine science….These culturally basic natural resource 
management practices are still used by the Karuk…‖ (DOI, June 2011a, 

pp. 3-34). 

2.1.1.1.2.2 Redistribution and Trade 

Despite social stratification and the emphasis on wealth, Karuk culture placed a 

high value on sharing as a social responsibility: ―As the fishers in their village, it was 
important for the eelers to give away most of their harvest to other community members, 

especially elders.‖ (Lewis, 2009, p. 20). 

The extensive trade network in the Northwest culture was well established prior to 

EuroAmerican contact, and allowed for alliances among tribes and supported 

socioeconomic societal structures as well as an exchange of goods: 

―The natural diversity of the Klamath basin offered a particularly wide 

range of potential resources which could be considered appropriate for 

trading with other tribes…‖ (Karuk Tribe, 2011, p. 17). 

Although most people today consider aboriginal plant use, including basketry, to 

be primarily cultural, it was (and remains to some extent) as much economic in 

nature because they were necessities for daily life and were among goods, like 
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salmon, that could be traded.  It is known that after a flood, willow-root basket 

materials are best gathered in a straight narrow section of the river where a flood‘s 
raging waters have scoured the roots.  Basketry was (and remains) another 

important activity related to the Klamath River: 

―Baskets and the complex technology involved in the gathering and 

preparation of a range of materials [was of] great cultural importance, 

playing a significant part in the role of Karuk women and remains an 

important cultural activity [today].‖ (Salter, 2003). 

2.1.1.1.3 Sociocultural Aspects 

The Karuk Tribe are known as the ‗Fix the World People‘ due to their traditional, 

central role in the regional annual Piky‘avish (also spelled Pikiavish) or World 

Renewal Ceremonies.  Pikiavish traditionally began with the First Salmon 

Ceremony in the spring followed by additional ceremonies in the summer and 

fall.  The First Salmon Ceremony, which marked the arrival of spring Chinook, 

was conducted below the mouth of the Salmon River.  The ceremony signaled the 

end of the winter steelhead season and the beginning of the salmon season.  Key 

fishing locations and villages along the River were also the places where 

important ceremonies were held. 

The center of the Karuk world is located just above the confluence of the Salmon 

and Klamath Rivers, and it is the primary place for the Word Renewal 

Ceremonies: 

―Just above the Salmon Rivers intersection with the much larger Klamath 
River and on the east side of the Klamath stands A‘uich, or Sugarloaf, a 
pyramidal peak…[which] stands as the center of the Karuk world 

together with the associated flat Katamin…the principal site of the 
Pikiavish or World Renewal Ceremonies, including the White Deer Skin 

Dance for which the Karuk are renowned.  Across the river from 

Katamin, at this most sacred of village clusters and ceremonial areas, is 

Ishi Pishi [Falls] (The End of the Trail), so named as it marks the point at 

the river that is the end of the Medicine Man‘s (Fatawaanun‘s) trail 
[concluding the ceremony].‖ (Salter, 2003; Bright, et.al., 1978, figure 1, 

p. 180). 

World Renewal or Pikiavish Ceremonies were also concerned with (but not 

traditionally initiated by) the fall-run Chinook salmon and the approaching acorn 

harvest, and marks the Karuk New Year. 

Karuk life revolved around fishing, particularly for salmon, and although there 

were numerous fishing locations, Ishi Pishi Falls was, and is today, one of the 

most important as it is the location of the World Renewal Ceremony as described 

by countless observers, and below by a Tribal member: 
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―It cannot be overstated that it is impossible to separate fishing at…[Ishi 
Pishi] Falls from the World Renewal Ceremonies. Published studies of 

the [supporting ceremonies for the] World Renewal Ceremony at the four 

most important historic and cultural Karuk sites are tied to the salmon 

runs in the Klamath River and the First Salmon Ceremony, one of the 

most important and ancient religious practices of our people. Our 

‗renewing of the world‘ [also referred to as pikiavish] was to assure its 

stability between the seasonal observances. In spring, when the salmon 

start running, the Jump Dance is held at amekiarram, where salmon 

were mythically created. In the fall, at the time of the acorn harvest 

and second run of salmon, White Deerskin Dances were held at 

katimin, inaam, and tishawnik. These ceremonies involved activity 

by medicine men and women, as well as community display of wealth 

(through regalia and plentiful foods such as acorns and salmon), 

ceremonial dancing, and prayer.‖ (Hillman, May 4, 2000). 

All Klamath Basin tribes have held ceremonies for centuries around the timing 

of two runs of Chinook Salmon; spring- and fall-run. For the Karuk, the First 

Salmon Ceremony celebrated the return of Spring Chinook salmon around 

April when the fish first appeared at the mouth of the Klamath, performed in 

coordination with the downriver Yurok Tribe.  The First Salmon Ceremony 

played a critical role in fisheries management for the Basin, and for the Karuk 

section of the River by ensuring that sufficient numbers of spawning spring-run 

Chinook salmon made it up the River to spawn (Salter, 2003; DOI, June 2011a). 

The Karuk celebrated Spring Chinook arrival at Amekiarum, below the mouth of 

the Salmon River, and the run was followed by summer Chinook salmon which 

were larger (Salter, 2003). 

Powers, an early observer, gave an account of the First Salmon Ceremony and its 

role in traditional regulation of the salmon fishery: 

‗―…They celebrate it to insure a good catch of salmon. The Kareya 

Indian [priest] retires into the mountains and fasts the same length of 

time as in autumn.  On his return the people flee, while he repairs to the 

river, takes the first salmon of the catch, eats a portion of the same, and 

with the residue kindles the sacred smoke in the sudatory.  No Indian 

may take a salmon before this dance [used in the sense of a ceremony] is 

held, nor for ten days after it, even if his family is starving (Powers, 

p. 31).‘‖ (Salter, 2003). 

Ike‘s Falls, located just below the traditional village of Yutamin, was a famous 

fishing station approximately one mile downstream of the mouth of the Salmon 

River with intense rapids and holding places for migrating fish.  Ike‘s Falls was 

at about the same location as Amekiarum, the village where the First Salmon 

Ceremony was held.  Just downriver from the mouth of the Salmon River was a 

small flat, Ashapipmam, the site of the Jump Dance (Salter, 2003). About 

20 miles upriver from Katamin at the mouth of Clear Creek was the village of 
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Inam, site of the first enactment of the annual Deerskin Dances. Another 

ceremonial village, Panaminik, was about eight miles from the Salmon-Klamath 

confluence that later became the location of modern-day Orleans (Salter, 2003). 

Kroeber and Gifford (1952), explained the Deerskin, Medicine, and War Dances 

as they related to the Pikiavish Ceremony: 

―Although the Pikiavish is an annual ceremony whose conclusion marks 

the Karuk New Year and is celebrated with great joy and feasting, the 

Deerskin Dance is held on years alternating with the Medicine Dance 

during which other decorated skins including martin and otter are 

displayed rather than the famous white deerskins. The Karuk ceremony 

has three major aspects: The first is a period of usually not more than ten 

days during which the priest remains much in the sweathouse, fasts, and 

prays for abundance of food, the elimination of sickness and the stability 

of the world. He also visits sacred spots; and young men engage in 

archery contests. The second part is the climax of the ceremony, when 

the priest keeps an all-night vigil by a sand pile called yuxpit. This vigil 

is accompanied and followed the next day, by the Deerskin Dance, or its 

surrogate, an imitation affair employing branches instead of deerskins; at 

Inam and Katamin the War Dance is part of the dance ritual. The third 

part is the anticlimactic retreat of the priest and other officials.‖ 

(Kroeber and Gifford, p.6; Salter, 2003, pp. 23-24). 

2.1.1.1.4 Aboriginal Diet 

The Karuk diet consisted primarily of game animals, acorns, most Klamath 

River species, particularly salmon, and included edible riverine plants. 

Norgaard‘s research found that salmon consumption was estimated to be about 

1.2 pounds per day per person and comprised about half of the Karuk diet: 

―Salmon is estimated to have made up to close to 50% of the energy and 

total protein in the pre-contact diet of the Karuk (Hewes, 1973).‖ (p. 2). 

―It has been estimated that the Karuk people historically consumed about 
450 pounds of salmon per person per year or 1.2 pounds per day.‖ 
(Norgaard, November 2005, p. 13). 

Prior to mining, KHP, and other development, salmon and steelhead appeared 

in the Karuk area in consistent, predictable species-distinguishable pulses 

throughout the year, and quotes below show that this occurred, but the spring-run 

was affected—about 13 years after construction of Copco Dam: 

―The major run was that of the spring salmon. Snyder quotes from 

G.R. Field: ‗As the run of winter steelheads ceases, about March 30, 

spring Salmon begin to come. A few enter the Klamath in the later part 

of February, but the run really starts in March and slackens or almost 

entirely passes by the last of May. These fish average about 11 pounds in 
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weight and are indistinguishable from those which come later, except 

that the eggs are always immature. These spring salmon may be caught 

in the smaller streams fed by melting snow at the headwaters of Salmon 

River during the month of May (Snyder, p. 19). Spring salmon are said 

to have lingered in the vicinity of spawning beds until they mature 

and then spawn with the fish of later runs. They were also known 

as ―silvers‖ due to their bright colors that gradually become 

indistinguishable from the coloration of other migrations in the period 

prior to spawning, having matured in the vicinity of the spawning beds.‘ 
By the time of Snyder‘s writing in 1931, the spring run had declined 

from being the major run to the point that he characterizes it as being of 

―relatively little economic importance‖ (Ibid.). (Salter, 2003, pp. 13-14; 

Karuk Tribe, 2011, p. 8). 

Initial lamprey runs for the season occurred just before and during salmon season, 

about February, and were an abundant, important nutritional food, particularly for 

the elderly and essential for food security. 

―The elders tell stories of how Pacific lampreys used to be so thick, you 

could hear them.  When eelers went out to harvest them at the mouth, at 

the falls, or up the tributaries, they could easily pull out one lamprey 

after another because there were so many; anyone could harvest as much 

as they needed. ‗I remember seeing the rocks where we got the eels were 

just a solid mass, hundreds and hundreds‘ (Karuk tribal community 

member).‖ (Lewis, 2009, p. 19) 

Another traditional food and culturally important species was the mussel: 

―Freshwater mussels have cultural significance for the Karuk, and mussel 

shells are found throughout Karuk tradition.  A woman‘s spoon made of 
mussel shell is called sikihnuuk, and a mussel tool used in traditional 

basket weaving is an ishuvar.  Shells have also been used as fishhooks 

and children‘s toys.  The axthahaiish, or meat of the mussel, was a part 
of the traditional Karuk diet.  As an indication of the importance of the 

mussels to the Tribe, there are eight surviving Karuk words for mussel 

(there are 80 for salmon).‖  (DOI, June 2011a, pp. 3-36). 

2.1.1.2 Reservation Period (about 1850-1910) 

Although Karuk people were linked by marriage, ceremony and culture with other 

tribes of the area, they remained largely isolated from EuroAmerican contact prior 

to the arrival of miners in 1850 with the discovery of Klamath goldfields. (Salter, 

2003). Between about 1850 and 1910, the Karuk people were recovering as best 

they could from war with Euroamericans, disease, and outside pressures to 

assimilate into mainstream society and join other tribes on what was essentially 

the Hoopa reservation. By the end of this period, mining became less profitable, 

miners declined in numbers, and Karuk people returned to their ancestral or 
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aboriginal territory even if it meant resettling in villages that had been burned and 

otherwise destroyed.  Some of the traditional Karuk villages became Orleans, 

Somes Bar, and Happy Camp (Karuk Tribe, 2011). Around 1908, an observer 

noted that between Happy Camp and Orleans: 

…―‗social life of the Indian – what he believed and the way he felt about 

things – was very little affected by white influence...‘ Ceremonial law 
was in effect on the Rivers at the appropriate times of the year.  No one 

was permitted to fish in either the Klamath or Salmon Rivers before the 

First Salmon ceremony, which was called the ‗salmon smoke.‘‖ (Most, 

2006, pp. 156-157). 

The aboriginal Karuk population (1848) was estimated at 2,700.  Their numbers 

rapidly declined with ―…military operations, ‗social homicide,‘ and disease 
(especially syphilis, introduced by the Whites)…‖ (Bright, et.al., 1978, p. 189).  A 

description of events were echoed by a Tribal member: 

―As miners moved into northern California to stake their claims--and as 

the U.S. cavalry followed to ensure their safety—Karuk People were 

murdered, massacred, and enslaved.  Whole villages were burned, and 

the life-giving Klamath River watershed was damaged…by hydraulic 

mining and mercury contamination.  Many of the Kaurk People who 

survived the immediate impacts of the gold rush moved away in search 

of alternate means of survival.  During the late 1800s and early 1900s, 

children of the Karuks who remained in the aboriginal territory were 

forcibly removed from their families and sent to government boarding 

schools in Oregon, Nevada, southern California, and even more distant 

places, where they were expected to…[assimilate].  For 140 years, the 

economy of the mid-Klamath River region continued to be natural 

resource driven; gold and copper mining soon were followed by the 

timber industry…‖ (Hill, 2010). 

The Karuk endured invasion from miners and the military first with casualties and 

then retreating into their aboriginal upland territory which began decades of 

relative isolation: 

―In 1852, after clashes between Whites and Indians around [the Karuk 

village of] panamnik, the Whites burned most of the Indian towns as far 

north as the Salmon River, and the Indians fled to the hills; the White 

town of Orleans was then founded.  When the Indians returned, they 

found Whites‘ houses and farms on their village sites.  Military 

operations in that year claimed 15 Karok lives, and 75 more in 1855.  But 

subsequently, ‗some of the refugees were given permission to build 
houses in unoccupied places near the farms, and thus began their 

unattached existence, which in most cases has continued to the present 

day‘ (Curtis 1907-1930, 13:58)…‖ (Bright, et. al., 1978, p. 188; FERC, 

Exhibit E, February 2004). 
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In all, the aboriginal Karuk population dropped from an 1848 estimate of 

2,700 (Cook, 1956, p. 98) to 1,050 in 1851; a decline of about two thirds largely 

from ―… military operations, ‗social homicide‘… and disease….‖ 

2.1.1.2.1 Treaties 

It was between 1851 and 1852 that 18 treaties were negotiated with various 

California tribes, including the Karuk, Hoopa, and Yurok, for the purpose of 

avoiding further conflicts and that promised over 7 million acres of land which 

were never ratified: 

―The treaty-making venture of 1851-1852 carried out by McKee, 

Wozencraft, and Barbour was intended to reduce the Indian-White 

confrontation on the California frontier, [primarily]..either in the gold-

mining regions…or along the main lines of communication.  The treaty 
commissioners were unable to do more than promise the Indians they 

made treaties with that the government would soon establish a 

reservation where they would be fed [and] protected….promises that 
were never honored….Much of this wantonly destroyed humanity and a 

great deal more of native culture would have survived if the California 

Indians had been protected on the reserves stipulated in the 18 treaties.  

But with the failure of the U.S. Senate to ratify the very treaties that they 

had authorized, the California Indians…were helpless (Heizer and 
Almquist 1971:23-64, 120-137).  In the history of California Indians no 

other single event (that is ‗nonevent‘) had a more rapid destructive effect 
on their population and culture than the about-face that the Senate made 

between authorizing President Fillmore on September 30, 1850, to make 

treaties and its failure on July 8, 1852, to ratify those treaties.‖ (Heizer, 

et al., 1978, p. 704). 

Although there has been a great deal of confusion about which tribe was party 

to which treaty pertaining to various geographic areas, of the 18 treaties, the 

Karuk were parties to California Treaty Q, dated October 6, 1851 (including its 

supplement dated October 12, 1851) and California Treaty R, dated November 4, 

1851 (attachments 2a and 2b).  The reservations were intended to hold Indians of 

the main course of the Klamath, Scott, and Shasta, about fifty villages in all.  It 

should be noted that in its negative land determination of October 8, 2004, the 

National Indian Gaming Commission conceded that Treaty R was a treaty with 

the Karuk Tribe. (DOI, June 2011a). 

2.1.1.2.2 Executive Orders (E.O.) 

Although the 18 treaties were not ratified, issues concerning non-Indian and 

Indian conflicts and welfare remained, so in 1853 and 1855, Congress authorized 

16 



 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

  

    

 

  

   

 

 

 

  

     

    

 

  

  

  

   

 

   

   

  

 

 

 

   

    

 

 

     
 

  

 

   

 

 

   

 

    

Karuk Tribe 
Sociocultural/Socioeconomics Effects Analysis Technical Report 

the President to set aside seven ‗military reservations‘ for all California Indians 

with the intention of providing them houses and a means of livelihood through 

farming and raising cattle (Heizer, et al., 1978). 

One of the seven ‗military reservations‘ was the Klamath River Reservation (not 

to be confused with the Klamath Reservation in Oregon) created in 1855 

(attachment 2c). It was a strip of territory that began at the Pacific Ocean and 

extended one mile in width on each side of the Klamath River for a distance of 

about 20 miles.  The Klamath River Reservation was created entirely within the 

aboriginal territory of the Yurok Tribe; nevertheless, it was the intent of the 

Federal Government to move all regional Indians to it.  However, only 

some Yurok and Tolowa were actually moved (Heizer, et. al., 1978 p. 704; DOI, 

June 2011a; USFWS, et al., October 1999). 

In 1864, the Hoopa Valley Reservation was established for the Hoopa Valley 

Tribe, the Karuk Tribe, and some others.  It was a 12 mile square bisected by 

15 miles of the Klamath River.  A June 23, 1876, E.O. formally defined the 

Hoopa Valley Reservation borders (attachments 2d and 2e). 

In 1885, a special agent for the DOI proposed that the Klamath River Reservation 

and Hoopa Valley Reservation be joined, and through an October 16, 1891, E.O., 

the Hoopa Valley Reservation was ―extended.‖ As a result of the 1864 Act, the 

1876 E.O. and the 1891 E.O. laws, the Karuk Tribe maintains that it lived as 

though it had rights to the lands and resources of the Hoopa Valley Reservation 

until 1988 when the Hoopa-Yurok Settlement Act was enacted (attachments 2d, 

2e, and 2f). 

The General Allotment Act of 1887 declared all unallotted land to be public land 

available for homesteading, and only a handful of Karuks were able to file the 

necessary paperwork, and most of them were denied (Tiller, 2005). 

2.1.1.3 Copco Dams Period (About 1911 – 1934) 

As natural resources became less available, a subsistence lifestyle gradually 

became more difficult.  National Forests were created throughout essentially all 

of their aboriginal territory and surrounding areas.  The Trinity National Forest 

(origin of the Six Rivers' Mad River and Lower Trinity districts), was established 

between 1900 and 1905; the Klamath National Forest was established on May 6, 

1905; Siskiyou National Forest was created October 5, 1906; and the Klamath's 

Gasquet/Smith Fork Ranger District was transferred to Siskiyou in 1911. 

Diminishment of the spring-run Chinook and subsequently other species began 

affecting the Karuk people‘s ability to live off the land. Many Karuk children 

17 



 
 

 

 

 
 

 

  

  

 

  

  

   

 

 

 

 

   

 

       

 

  

    

   

 

 
 

   

 

 

   
   

 

 

  

  

 

 

    

   

                                                 
              

   

Karuk Tribe 
Sociocultural/Socioeconomics Effects Analysis Technical Report 

had been taken to boarding schools so that the Karuk language began to fade 

which meant that ceremonial leaders had to begin conducting them in English 

(Karuk Tribe, 2011, p. 20). 

Prior to mining, hydroelectric dams, and other development, salmon and steelhead 

appeared in the Karuk area in species-distinguishable pulses at predictable times 

throughout the year.  By the time of Snyder‘s writing in 1931, the spring run had 
declined from being a major run to the point that he characterized it as being of 

―relatively little economic importance,‖ and timing of runs appears to have 
shifted: 

―‘The spring migration has now lost its economic importance and seems 

to have almost entirely disappeared.  It was formerly connected at its 

waning period with the summer run. The fish of the spring run enter the 

river during its flood height of very cold water, and pass up stream under 

the same conditions, while the summer migration starts as the winter and 

spring floods subside, most of its fishes passing upstream during a 

minimum flow of water… (Snyder, p. 23). (p. 13).‘‖ (Salter, 2003). 

Although it is difficult to point precisely to the time when the spring-run Chinook 

stock was sufficiently low that the First Salmon Ceremony was no longer feasible 

at the time of year it would have normally been conducted, the conflict was 

developing.
6 

The First Salmon Ceremony was important for social, resource 

management, cultural, and subsistence reasons: 

―[There was] continuity between the culture of the Yurok and coming up 
here to the First Salmon Ceremonies and communication between the 

tribes to assure that the fish would be healthy.‖ (Salter, 2003). 

2.1.1.4	 Pre-Federal Recognition and Effects of Iron Gate Dam 
(About 1935 – 1978) 

World War II started around 1940 and many Karuk men volunteered to serve and 

upon returning, some assimilated into the dominant society. There were times 

when not enough male participants were in the area to carry on ceremonies, 

but the World Renewal, or Pikiavish Ceremony continued, and at times 

‗underground,‘ with a relatively small group. The ceremonies did continue, 

however, and were documented between 1938 and 1942 by numerous observers 

described in Kroeber and Gifford (1952, pp 10-54). As the USFS helped industry 

meet postwar demand for wood, forestry jobs became available to Karuk people. 

6 
Norgaard‘s research showed that virtual disappearance of the spring-run Chinook had 

occurred by the 1970s. 
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It was during this time that there developed a group that managed to continue 

practicing a traditional lifestyle and another part of the Tribal membership that 

became more assimilated (Most, pp. 161-164). 

For the Karuk people maintaining a traditional lifestyle, the 1970s meant an 

opportunity to revitalize traditions. Most described why many tribes, including 

the Karuk, experienced a cultural revival: 

―Relocation legislation brought Indians from reservations across the 

country into cities, including Oakland and Los Angeles…living in 

poverty and relying on each other…[and] exposed to mass media as 

never before and inspired by the Civil Rights movement, many Indians 

rejected pressures to assimilate…such events as the fish-ins in Puget 

Sound and the occupation of Alcatraz….‘‖ [and] In Karuk country, 

Lew Wilder worked on cultural revival.  He rediscovered his elders‘ 
techniques for carving elkhorn pipes, making square drums, shaping 

arrowheads…and many other things. …  (Most, p. 162). 

Concerning the treaties of the 1850s, despite the views of many that the 

18 unratified treaties were not legally binding, California Indians were allowed, 

under H.R. 491, to sue the Federal Government for compensation promised by the 

18 unratified treaties, and the suit was settled in 1944 in their favor.  However, 

much of the compensation went towards attorney fees, was so widely distributed 

that individual amounts in most cases were of little consequence, and many who 

should have received compensation could not be located (Stewart, et. al., 1978, 

pp. 705-709). 

2.1.1.4.1 Emerging Tribal Government 

During the 1960s, Karuk activists from Orleans formed a non-profit, 

democratically governed organization and began acquiring land, administering 

social benefit programs, and preparing documentation all of which helped the 

Karuk Tribe gain Federal recognition. 

Concerning treaties of the 1850s, despite the views of many that the 18 unratified 

treaties were not legally binding, California Indians were allowed, under 

H.R. 491, to sue the Federal Government for compensation promised by the 

18 unratified treaties, and the suit was settled in 1944 in their favor.  However, 

much of the compensation went towards attorney fees, was so widely distributed 

that individual amounts in most cases were of little consequence, and many who 

should have received compensation could not be located.  The earliest treaty 

settled was dated March 19, 1851, which was Treaty A of the 1851-1852 

unratified treaties, and the latest was dated October 16, 1891 with the Hoopa 

and Yurok (Sturtevant, et. al., 1978, p. 703). 
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2.1.1.4.2	 Subsistence Fisheries, Hydrograph, and Water Quality 
Changes 

It was primarily during this time period (Iron Gate Dam was constructed in 1962) 

that Karuk people noticed significant changes; the numbers of fish in the River 

declined, water quality declined, the timing of water releases changed, and the 

Tribal fisheries were more formally restricted to Ishi Pishi Falls. Salter conducted 

a survey that included interviews of Karuk Tribal members who lived through this 

time period who noted changes. Higher levels of siltation from the dams and 

from logging roads were another change that most respondents noticed. 

Similarly, Lewis found that many Tribal members that had been away from the 

area and returned after Iron Gate Dam was built noticed a decline in water quality: 

―Many people who left the area for a period, upon returning, noticed a 
dramatic change in the river, noting stagnant, slower flows, strong odors, 

dirtier water, more moss and algae, and higher temperatures.  Those who 

used to swim in the main-stem river refuse to now because of the decline 

in water quality.‖ (Lewis, 2009, p. 25). 

The altered hydrograph affected traditional village sites (which included impacts 

to traditional fishing sites as well): 

―All the village sites I just named have had catastrophic effects from 
floods, but only since the 1960s.  Prior to that ‘55 got it started, but 
you‘ve had dams altering this river since before the Fifties.  None of 

those things are coincidences so directly the dams have caused a 

tremendous impact, but indirectly they‘ve causes a greater than 
tremendous impact.‖ Quotes from Leaf Hillman, Vice Chairman of the 

Karuk Tribe, age 42 at the time of the interview. (Salter, 2003). 

During this period, a Karuk Tribal member reported noticing rapid, daily water 

fluctuations while swimming as a child and that salmon and steelhead fry would 

get stranded when levels dropped after being higher (Salter, 2003). 

The timing of salmon and steelhead runs changed as they began taking longer 

to get to the Karuk area of the River, especially when during hot weather. A 

respondent noted that in the 1960s, runs began as early as July and went through 

November, but in recent times the runs begin later.  About the time Iron Gate 

Dam was constructed, looking back, Karuk people noticed that eels were 

abundant and gradually declined until recent times and are now almost completely 

absent: 

―Eels, they‘re disappearing too. There was a time when I was a teenager 

when I would go down there and get 150 of them…and have some for 
the year.  But this year I probably got, maybe 50 or 60 of them all 
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year…Its nice to be able to have that [extra], save it for the winter when 
you need that really good food.‖  Bill Tripp, Traditional Karuk 
Fisherman (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 13). 

―It used to be you could go down and fill a 55-gallon drum with 

[lamprey] them in half a night.  Now you can spend a week down there at 

the height of the run, if you could figure out when that is…You‘re lucky 
if you can detect when the run is anymore, let alone when the peak is.  So 

what‘s responsible for their demise?  It was gradual [decline in lamprey] 
for many years and then became precipitous for the last 15 years.‖ 
Quotes from Leaf Hillman, Vice Chairman of the Karuk Tribe, age 42 at 

the time of the interview. (Salter, 2003). 

2.1.1.4.3 Sociocultural Conditions 

Socioeconomic and sociocultural information is limited in this time period, 

mainly since many Karuk people born in the late 1800s refused to discuss Karuk 

culture with anthropologists and ethnographers (Karuk Tribe, 2011, pp. 20-21). 

However, there is information about environmental changes Tribal members noticed 

and have described, including those related to hydrograph and water quality changes. 

As amounts of algae increased over time, it began to get caught in dipnets.  Water 

quality declined to the point that Karuk people could no longer drink the water 

and bathe in the River for ceremonies, mainly due to large amounts of algae.  One 

respondent noted that the 1955 flood was the last time the river was ―flushed out‖ 
(Salter, 2003). 

The amount of water in the river also declined dramatically overall, it became 

warmer, and fluctuated about every three days. Another respondent stated that 

around 1945 and 1950 was the last time there were adequate amounts of water in 

the River. Tribal members reported they recall a change in the Klamath River as 

ponds and similar backwater areas disappeared and the River in essence became a 

channel. Tribal members became afraid of processing such basketry materials as 

willow, grape [vines], and blackberry roots in the spring using their mouths as 

was traditionally done. Another respondent noted that since River water does not 

rise to the levels it once did, there are no forces to push out old willows and bring 

new growth so the quality is not the same (Salter, 2003). 

2.1.1.4.4 Traditional Diet 

Norgaard found that the loss of Spring Chinook, the most important run of fish 

for the Karuk people, accounts for the drastic decline in fish consumption for 

people in their early 30s; they recall seeing and eating a lot of Spring Chinook 

as children and now essentially no one catches and eats them (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 33). 
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Other accounts based on research of Karuk and Yurok fishermen described the 

ample supplies of lamprey around the same time period compared to those of 

today: 

―Just over 45 years ago, the lampreys were still so thick that crews were 

sent in to unclog the creeks because they had no flows.  Up and down the 

river, tales are told of a biomass so great that lampreys were poisoned in 

those creeks, as well as the dams where they were caught up in the 

turbines… The elders have no recollection of ever going eeling and not 

catching lampreys. ..The baskets were so heavy with lampreys that they 

had to position the boat and pull the basket up at an angle.‖ (Lewis, 

2009, p. 19). 

2.1.1.5	 Self Governance and Self Determination (1979 – 
Present) 

Federal Indian policy shifted towards self determination beginning in 1975 

with the Indian Self Determination Act, 25 U.S.C.A. 450), and the IRA of 1934 

enabled the Karuk Tribe to take steps that allowed it to be Federally recognized in 

1979, although it did not regain the vast majority of its aboriginal territory, fishing 

rights, hunting rights, or gathering rights.  The Karuk Constitution was approved 

on April 17, 1985. Since its inception, the Karuk Tribe has become a complex 

governmental organization serving about 3,474 geographically dispersed 

members with an annual operating budget of approximately $15 million in grants 

and contracts. Tribal government consists of an elected nine member tribal 

council with a chairperson, vice-chair, secretary, and treasurer (Tiller, 2005). The 

timber industry began slowing in the 1980s recession and the spotted owl issue 

came to a peak in 1991 (Most, 2006, p. 181). 

In 1984, the California Wilderness Act of 1984 designated most of a Karuk sacred 

area (away from the River) as wilderness, and there were other conflicts with the 

Forest Service about fire management and logging in old growth forests (Most, 

2006, pp. 168-172). 

Cultural revitalization initiated in the 1970s has continued over the past three 

decades and persists today, led predominantly by one Tribal member: 

―In the mid-1980s, Leaf Hillman was learning all that he could from 

Wilder.  ‗I want to learn so I can pass it on to my kids,‘ he told James 
Culp for the documentary People of the Klamath. Hillman also studied 

the Karuk language, benefiting from an Indian language program at 

Humboldt State University.  In turn, he taught Karuk to children in the 

school at Orleans,‘ [recently] his sons Ike at fifteen and Leaf Jr. at 
sixteen served as priests for pikiawish ceremonies just as Hillman 

himself had done…‖ (Most, pp. 162-163). 
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In the same spirit, in 1979 as a newly recognized Tribal government and in 

cooperation with the California Department of Fish and Game, the Tribe 

―…began salmon fisheries enhancement projects on the Klamath River, including 

stream clearing and restoration, water temperature monitoring, and fish rearing 

[and] protection of the salmon fisheries remains one of the Tribe‘s highest 

priorities.‖ (Hill, 2010). Another sign of cultural revitalization was the opening 

of a cultural interpretive center in 2002, the Karuk People‘s Center museum and 

gift shop that also has a basket weaving classroom, a library, a collections area 

and Karuk Language Program Office.(Karuk Tribe, April 2011). The cultural 

revitalization that began in the 1970s has continued, and has been important to the 

generation of children raised by parents who had attended boarding schools and 

had not been allowed to continue speaking Karuk or retain anything related to a 

traditional lifestyle.
7 

(Karuk Tribe, 2011). 

Despite Federal recognition and cultural revitalization, the Karuk continued to see 

fisheries declines, and in some of the species considered most resilient.  Pacific 

Lamprey are described by Karuk eelers as an incredibly resilient species; 

however, various Karuk fishermen noticed reduced runs and quantities of 

lamprey, in part because flow fluctuations strand ammocoetes: 

―You have a run coming in February and these are runs that you have 

now, not runs that we used to have.  There used to be a lot more lamprey 

runs…Now we have two identifiable runs.  [Flow fluctuations] strand 

and dry up completely areas where lamprey spawn.  The freefall collapse 

of the lamprey has been precipitous and obvious and coincides with Iron 

Gate Dam and the regulation of flows….Tribal community members 

remarked that the number of young lampreys they see when they go 

swimming now versus when they were children has declined 

dramatically.  More than 30 years ago, they could easily pull up hundreds 

of different-sized ammocoetes from the sand…Most people recognize 
that lampreys throughout the Klamath River basin are not as big as they 

used to be.‖  (Lewis, 2009, pp. 10, 17). 

Lewis (2009) found that all Karuk and Yurok fishermen he interviewed noticed 

that Pacific lamprey populations began to decline rapidly in the 1960s: 

―One…[tribal member] recalled that the last time he had seen a full 

smokehouse was more than 45 years ago.  Nowadays, most smokehouses 

are smaller and hold only about 100 lampreys, but even that size is 

difficult to fill in a whole season….Participants remember that in the 
1980s, an eeler was lucky to catch 50 - 100 lampreys, which was 

considered a lot.  By the 1990s, they were lucky to harvest any.‖ (Lewis, 

2009, p. 20). 

7 
Indian children were often forcibly removed, punished (often severely) for speaking their 

languages, required to wear uniforms, and otherwise forced to assimilate. 
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2.1.2 Present Conditions
 

Politically, Federal recognition and organization of a formal Karuk Tribal 

Government have been steps forward for the Karuk Tribe from an economic, 

social, and cultural standpoint.  Despite gains, the Tribe remains at a disadvantage 

primarily from losing ancestral territories and most of its fishing locations, the 

absence of Federal trust-protected fishing rights, ever-declining anadromous fish 

populations and runs, and worsening water quality that has contributed to declines 

in nearly all aquatic species used for subsistence and cultural purposes, including 

direct contact with River water. The remoteness of the Tribe‘s location is another 
socioeconomic challenge that compounds the Tribe‘s high unemployment 

and poverty rates, and low median incomes.  Although the Karuk Tribe has 

experienced a cultural revival and was able to reinvigorate most ceremonies, the 

Tribe has not been able to reinitiate the First Salmon Ceremony at the correct time 

of year because there is no spring-run Chinook salmon.  Furthermore, declining 

fisheries have contributed to high diabetes, heart disease, obesity, mortality, and 

disability rates. 

Karuk Tribal lands and services are spread out in a remote area with very limited 

basic services, including telecommunications and electricity. As an example of 

an injustice of the KHP, a sizeable portion of the Karuk Tribal members‘ 
households do not have electric utility service and instead rely on generators.  

However, since it is assumed that either leaving hydroelectric dams or removing 

them (No Action or Action Alternative) would not affect the current lack of 

adequate electric service, the issue was not analyzed in this report. 

Happy Camp is where the Tribal headquarters, Karuk Community Development 

Corporation, Community Computer Center, and Karuk People‘s Center are 
located. The Karuk Department of Natural Resources is located in Orleans.  

Elder, head start, health clinics, housing authorities, and social services programs 

are located in Orleans, Happy Camp, and Yreka (Hill, 2010). The Tribe has a 

Karuk language program, which is another expression of the desire of the Karuk 

people to retain Karuk culture to the extent possible.  In fact, the importance of 

salmon, eels, and fishing can be seen by the number of Karuk words for these 

activities: 

―There are at least 152 words associated with salmon, another 162 words 

connected to fishing, ten more related to eels…We have a unique 

language and a unique grammar and a unique vocabulary to describe 

perfectly all the things that are here…a lot of Karuk people…feel just as 

badly [as reduced salmon stocks] over not having it…‖ Quote from 

Susan Gehr, Karuk Language Program Director.  (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 70). 
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2.1.2.1 Subsistence Fishery 

―This year 2006 the tribal fishery produced less than 500 fish, last year 

Tribal fishermen caught less than 200…and the year before that less than 
100 fish were harvested.‖ (Karuk Tribe, December 1, 2006). 

The Karuk Tribe does not operate any recreation or tourist fisheries, primarily 

because of poor water quality, low fish populations, small amounts of land, and a 

lack of capital and/or funding to initiate a business.  The Tribe operates fisheries, 

watershed, and water quality programs.  The hydroelectric dams reduce fish 

populations directly by blocking migration.  The four dams cause poor water 

quality (including temperatures and hydrograph) that also contribute to low fish 

populations, and to human health water quality warnings (especially upstream at 

Iron Gate Reservoir), as well as being aesthetically unappealing (often described 

as ‗pea soup‘). 

The Tribal fishery is limited to one location, Ishi Pishi Falls, and fishing duration 

has been reduced to an average of about three to four weeks in the fall for the 

entire year.  It should be noted that Klamath Basin conditions contributing to low 

fish populations and Tribal social, cultural, and economic conditions and goals are 

acknowledged and summarized in the KBRA (attachment 3a). 

Significant impacts from the hydroelectric dams have included an over-growth of 

toxic algae that has contributed to higher fish disease rates and lower catch rates.  

The hydroelectric reservoirs contribute to an altered hydrograph that relatively 

rapidly raises and drops water levels that strand fry and ammocoetes, and reduce 

aquatic habitat along the River.  The reservoirs have increased temperatures that 

stress fish and lamprey which makes them more prone to disease and encourages 

fish to run at inappropriate or otherwise inopportune times resulting in an 

increased likelihood of fish kills (Tucker, September 2010; Karuk Tribe, 

December 1, 2006; DOI, June 2011a, 2011b; DOI, September 2011; Hamilton, 

et al., June 13, 2011; Close, et. al., January 14, 2011; Goodman, et. al., June 13, 

2011 and July 20, 2011; Dunne, et. al., April 25, 2011). 

2.1.2.1.1 Socioeconomic Conditions 

2.1.2.1.1.1 Fishing Methods, Locations, and Species 

The dip net or plunge net is still used today in the only authorized fishing location 

reserved for aboriginal Karuk fishing at Ishi Pishi Falls. The net is plunged into 

Klamath River pools from a shelf of boulders just below the falls where salmon 

rest prior to making their way up the falls (Salter, 2003, p. 19). There is some 

danger of losing the knowledge of making the dipnets since a lot of traditional 

knowledge is required and less fish equates to fewer fishermen over the years: 

25 



 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  

   

    

 

 

  

  

   

  

   

  

  

   

 

 

 

   

  

   

  

    

  

  

 

 
   

 

  

  

   

 

    

 

    

     

      

 

     

      

 

 

 

Karuk Tribe 
Sociocultural/Socioeconomics Effects Analysis Technical Report 

―There‘s only a few people skilled in making them…A net got lost in the 
river…Who‘s going to make the net?‖ Quote from Carrie Davis, Karuk 

Tribal member.   [Another Tribal member described the problem] ―In 

order to secure the food source, there‘s all other information that has to 
go into the materials or products or manufacturing techniques that go 

along with that.  That‘s an important element with the traditional 
knowledge.  If you‘re going to learn to make the dip net, you better know 
the right types of poles.  So you have to have a certain understanding of 

the forest structure and forest density to give you nice Douglas fir poles.  

You gotta know something about the hazel that‘s going to be your loop.  
Traditionally, it‘d been iris finger or doe bane for your net.  You‘d have 
to know where to get that.  So just in order to be a fisherman, you have to 

have a sense of geography of place with where all these other materials 

or resources are that you can acquire to be able to do that one job at that 

point in time.‖ Quote from Frank Lake, Karuk Descendant. (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 73). 

Family rights continue, to some extent, to determine who has access to the Tribal 

fishery at Ishi Pishi Falls and few can make the steep assent to the fishing site and 

haul fish that can be as heavy as 20 pounds per fish.  During the limited fishing 

season, each designated family fisherman takes an average of five to six salmon 

and since there is only one fishing station with a very limited season, fishermen 

must essentially wait in line for their turn, and a large portion of the catches are 

given to elders.  However, there are not enough fish to distribute and trade, so the 

Karuk people have to ask for fish from other area tribes for their ceremonies 

(Tucker, September 2010). As a traditional Karuk fisherman described the 

change from the past to the present: 

―Traditionally,‘ Reed said, ‗we‘ve had over 70 miles of river, and every 
back eddy, every creek, every tributary was a fishery.  And now we‘re 

obligated to fish out of one fishery for over 3,000 tribal members.  Last 

year we caught approximately 850 fish, so you see that the mathematics 

just doesn‘t add up.  There‘s a lot of people that are doing without.‖ 
(Most, 2006, p. 186). 

The Karuk Tribe relied, and to the extent possible, still relies primarily on the 

following species and would like all of them to be available in sufficient numbers 

for subsistence fishing in the future: Spring- and fall-run Chinook salmon, coho 

salmon, steelhead trout, bull trout, sturgeon, and Pacific lamprey eel. Salmon and 

steelhead were the most important species for sustaining the Karuk people from 

season to season.  The Karuk also fished for candlefish and collected, and still 

collect to the extent possible, several species of mussels or freshwater clams and 

crayfish for consumption and for other cultural uses (Norgaard, November 2005, 

p. 14; DOI, June 2011a). 
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2.1.2.1.1.2	 Quality of Subsistence Fisheries: Water Quality, Hydrograph, 

and Channel Habitat 

The Karuk Tribe directed comments, in the form of an analysis of water quality 

impacts from the dams, to the FERC concerning coverage of their issues the Tribe 

considered to be inadequate in the FERC draft environmental impact statement 

for hydropower relicensing (FERC Project No. 2082-027). In the Karuk Tribal 

comments, the Tribe described cause and effects for water quality impacts to 

fisheries and human health (attachment 4a). Effects to fisheries from the 

dams included the reservoirs‘ effects of increasing toxic blue green algae 
(cyanobacteria) that created microcystis aeruginosa toxins that continue to be a 

substantial threat to fish health that have social, economic, and health impacts 

described in various sections of the remainder of this document. The effects of 

the dams described by the Tribe and Tribal members in survey interviews and 

comments to FERC are supported by the expert panel reports and all related 

Klamath EIS/EIR sections and other supporting background technical documents, 

most of which are listed in the bibliography. 

Tribal members have described current conditions as they relate to historic 

conditions for water quality, fluctuations, and how the changes have affected 

River habitat--all changes that have adversely impacted fish populations: 

―Now you have stagnant water sitting there warming up with added 
nitrates and the algae is blooming and it is evaporating too…[Iron Gate 
Dam]…ramping…[caused] fishermen drowning.  In two hours time you 

would have a raise in the river of 13 feet.  And then boom, back 

down….Iron Gate Dam was built to regulate those wild fluctuations in 
flows and they…[didn‘t] mimic the natural system any longer.  [Iron 

Gate]…doesn‘t regulate…[flows] to mimic nature.  It doesn‘t regulate it 
to mimic our spring freshets; that role is lost.  The [dam] regulation 

doesn‘t serve the purpose served by our big flushing flows of the 
wintertime; it minimizes those and…it‘s shallowed and broadened the 

river…it has served to regulate and change the river morphology to 

where the river is shallower and wider…[about traditional village of 

Katamin] when did all of a sudden about half of Katamin disappear and 

go down the river?  The ‘55 flood took a chunk, ‘64 took a huge chunk 

and even little high waters now threaten to take more.  All the floods in 

the past 4,000 years didn‘t have that effect on it…The effect has only 
come about since those dams have been in operation changing the river 

morphology, changing the characteristics of the river.  [effects on] Red 

Cap Creek, Katamin, Amikiarum…All [these] village sites…have had 
catastrophic effects from floods, but only since the Sixties.  Prior to that 

‘55 got it started, but you‘ve had dams altering this river since before the 

Fifties.  None of those things are coincidences so directly the dams have 

caused a tremendous impact, but indirectly they‘ve caused a greater than 
tremendous impact…‖ Quotes from Hillman, Leaf, Vice Chairman, 
Karuk Tribe, age 42 at the time of the interview. (Salter, 2003). 
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Effects of hydroelectric operations, ‗ramping‘ cause what some Karuk people 

refer to as ‗invisible fish kills.‘  Karuk Tribal Fisheries crews have found large 
ammocoete kills when rescuing stranded fish from pools, as they described: 

―‘Current ramping practices are causing potentially irreparable damage 

to future lamprey [and other fish] populations by ramping water too fast 

from Iron Gate Dam.  When the water level is dropped unnaturally fast, 

the ammocoetes that occupy the fine sediments along the river margins 

end up stranded in dry sand bars,‘ (Karuk Tribe, 2004).‖ (Lewis, 2009, 

p. 25). 

A Karuk fisherman provided a similar explanation of adverse ramping effects on 

lamprey: 

―‘…and when they put that Iron Gate in…boom…they‘d be pumping out 

maybe twenty, twenty-two [hundred] cfs up, down.  Overnight they‘d 

shut it down to a thousand.  And it‘d leave all these, where their beds are, 
where they spawn, leave them high and dry.  And then they couldn‘t get 
back to the river fast enough before they died.  And then the [lamprey 

eight-year [life] cycles, it takes a long time before [the lamprey 

populations] can rebuild.‘ (Karuk eeler).‖ (Lewis, 2009, p. 25). 

Tribal member reports in Norgaard‘s research showed the same conclusions about 

insufficient quantities for subsistence with most Tribal members reporting that 

they caught none of the species listed during the 2004-2005 season: 

―Despite the fact that up to 50% of tribal members report that they fish 
for Fall Chinook, 40% fish for eel and Spring Chinook and over 20% for 

Coho and Sturgeon…most of those fishing in each household are not 
actually catching very many fish.  In the 2004-2005 season fishing for 

eels (Pacific Lamprey and other Lamprey species), Spring and Fall 

Chinook Salmon, Coho and Sturgeon all reached record lows.‖ 
(Norgaard, November 2005, p. 7). 

Similarly, Lewis‘ research found that beginning in the 1990s there were 
essentially no lamprey compared to conditions prior to around the 1960s, as a 

Tribal elders described: 

―Some years are good, while other years there are hardly any lamprey.  

Now anywhere from enough to eat to 30 lampreys is considered a good 

catch, and it can take all day or night….A good night is if you even catch 
a lamprey; for many, it is not even worth it anymore to spend the night.  

Eeling has become a form of recreation rather than a means of 

subsistence…‖ (Lewis, 2009, pp. 20-21). 

Much like the declines in other subsistence fishery species, Ron Reed described a 

decline in the mussel population: 
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―These mussels here, my mom tells me that they used to have little 

patches, all the families would have their own patches of these mussels.  

They used to harvest them and manage them just like they managed 

everything else -- only take a certain size and leave a certain amount to 

reproduce.  They had these patches and through the years they just kind 

of disappeared.‖ Ron Reed, Traditional Karuk Fisherman. (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 289). 

2.1.2.1.2. Sociocultural Conditions 

Sociocultural impacts of the KHP include direct effects of dams blocking passage 

as well as water quality impacts that have served to reduce or eliminate species 

critical for ceremonies. The Karuk Tribe, in comments on the FERC DEIS, 

described some species-specific, water quality-related cultural impacts 

(attachment 4a): 

―Water quality plays a very significant role in Karuk Tribal culture as 
culturally relevant aquatic species are profoundly affected by the KHP 

water quality impacts.  For example, the giant salamander (puuf puuf) is 

an important figure in Karuk legend (King, 2004). The crayfish is an 

integral ingredient in one of Pikiavish (World Renewal) Ceremony.‖ 
(Karuk Tribe, December 1, 2006, p. 4). 

As discussed in the history section, there are several critical annual ceremonies 

surrounding salmon that are still practiced today.  The First Salmon Ceremony 

marks the arrival of the spring-run Chinook which cannot be practiced 

traditionally since the spring-run Chinook Salmon has disappeared.  The timing 

of the First Salmon Ceremony has had to be modified (Tucker, June 16, 2011).  

The First Salmon Ceremony includes the Jump Dance which is also affected.  

Declining fish stocks, particularly the Spring Chinook run, has impacted the 

Tribes‘ ability to pass fishing on as a religious and cultural value to future 

generations: 

―Years ago, Karuk fishermen at Ishi Pishi netted spring salmon on their 
way to the Upper Basin to spawn.  They were the dominant run up the 

Klamath, and Karuks celebrated their First Salmon ceremony when they 

first appeared. Now these fish spawn primarily in the Salmon River and 

its tributaries.…Karuks no longer catch them, not even for ceremonial 
purposes.‖ (Most, p. 186). 

The Karuk are most well known for their annual ―Fix-the-World‖ or Pikiavish 

Ceremony, commonly referred to as the World Renewal Ceremonies. 

Historically, and up to the present, the Karuk share ceremonies with the 

downriver Yurok and Hoopa Tribes that began early in the year with the spring 

salmon ceremonies.  The timing of the Pikiavish ceremony now is determined by 

the fall-run salmon and at the time approaching the acorn season (Salter, 2003, 

p. 23). 
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The absence of and significant variations in fish run timing affects ceremonies.  

The dance cycle is determined each year by a ceremonial leader who also 

appoints the Fatawanun for that year--the appointment is a source of honor and a 

great labor, as the Fatawanun is required to undergo a lengthy ordeal including 

fasting, praying, and walking the Medicine Trails.  Other ceremonies, including 

the Brush Dance and Kick Dance, have the Klamath River and fish as critical 

elements, often requiring one or more Tribal members to bathe in the River. For 

example, the Karuk World Renewal ceremony is completed when the medicine 

man reached the Klamath River at the end of his long journey and drinks water 

from the river.  Currently, this does not occur very often because toxic algae 

blooms have led to health warnings along the river that have stated children and 

pets are at greatest risk.  However, children are still known to jump in the river 

and drink the water at the end of the ceremony with the adults.  Bathing in the 

river is an important part of most Klamath Basin Tribes‘ ceremonies.  For 
example, bathing in the Klamath River and its tributaries is a requirement for 

participants in the Brush Dance Ceremony.  Bathing is also associated with 

funeral services, subsistence practices, recreational swimming, courtship, and 

individual hygiene. Health concerns and health effects from contact with the 

water are discussed further in the health section of this document. 

Ceremonies remain vitally important to current generations as a way of coping 

with the disconnect between their traditional past and the present, as described by 

a Tribal member: 

―As I grew up I went to the ceremonies that existed and I was trained as a 

world renewal priest at Katamin when I was 14 and served until I was 

19 at that place.  And that was such an influencing factor in m life, just 

changed my perspective on the entire world, the way I approached life.  

Prior to that, I was just like…friends and relations here in town: very 
angry young men with no prospects for the future.‖ Quote from Leaf 

Hillman, Karuk Ceremonial Leader and Tribal Vice Chairman. 

(Norgaard, November 2005). 

Ceremonies and ceremonial leaders are adversely affected by the 

unfulfilled need to have ample supplies of salmon, which are a critical, 

central component of the ceremonies (Tucker, September 2010). A Tribal 

member described traditional sociocultural roles salmon has played and 

how those have been affected in the present as a result of lower salmon 

populations: 

―Cultural practices such as feeding any visitor to one‘s home and the 
associated insult (that requires payment to fix) that results from the 

visitor‘s refusal to partake of food are still prevalent today among many 

Karuk families….and also permeate traditional and contemporary Karuk 
gatherings of all types.  It is a high order obligation and responsibility of 

every Karuk ceremonial leader/dance owner to provide food for 
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everyone in attendance, at every meal or whenever they arrive in camp, 

throughout the duration of the ceremony.  These cultural norms are also 

illustrated by the contemporary practice of the Karuk Tribal Council to 

feed anyone who is in attendance at every Council meeting.  These 

practices reflect the continuing important role that food plays in Karuk 

culture and identity.  Unfortunately, denied and/or limited access to 

nearly all traditional Karuk foods means that other non-traditional foods 

are substituted. Therefore, these cultural practices…contribute to many 
of the health problems experienced within our population and are 

detrimental to the overall well being of Karuk people.‖ Quote from 
Leaf Hillman, 2004.  (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 74). 

Low or non-existent fisheries limit the transfer of cultural, traditional knowledge 

from generation to generation: 

―Providing for your elders is a demonstration of respect and a primary 
responsibility for a Yurok or Karuk person; yet the older people say that 

they hardly receive lampreys anymore because no one has any to bring 

them.  One elder only received six lampreys last year while another had 

not had any in the past 15 years [a Karuk elder].‖ (Lewis, 2009, 

pp. 20-21). 

In terms of cultural retention, there are numerous examples.  The Karuk Voices 

project presents oral histories filmed by youth of elders about their lives on the 

River (Karuk Tribe, Spring/Summer 2010, p. 10). Annual Basket weaver 

gatherings in spring and fall are another manifestation of traditional cultural 

practices. 

2.1.2.1.3 Social Conditions 

Low fish stocks are taking a toll on the Karuk traditional lifestyle which has social 

and cultural impacts, and they have occurred primarily within the lifetime of most 

Karuk adults: 

―I think people come down to the Falls because they know there‘s 

something to come down to, and this year was awful quiet at the Falls 

because they…knew there wasn‘t anything to come down to, because 
they‘re [the salmon] never here.‖ Quote from Ron Reed, Traditional 

Karuk Fisherman.  (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 78). 

Another Tribal member explained that poor subsistence fishing conditions have 

led to less participation of families that has had social effects: 

―There‘s a lot less people now on the river.  Before you had a whole 

family.  You had your brothers and sisters.  You had your kids.  You had 

your grandparents and the fishermen who catch….who pack it back and 

clean them, pack them up the hill, and take it back to the family, and the 
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wife would can them…You‘d smoke them and can them…It‘s so few 

people now being able to have a job and be able to live on the river.  It‘s 
really getting hard to process fish.  It‘s a lot of work.‖ Quote from 

Scott Quinn, Karuk Tribal Member.  (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 77). 

―Traditional food is at the very heart of culture continuity…[and its 
absence] leads to further social disruption.  When elders die young they 

are not available to pass information…on to the youngest generations.  

Denied access to traditional foods must be understood in the broader 

context of cultural genocide.‖ (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 68). 

The Tribes have experienced a diminished ability to practice a traditional lifestyle, 

particularly fishing for subsistence as a result of the hydroelectric dams and other 

development, resulting in a loss of cultural identity (but not of cultural values), 

social trauma, and ‗cultural genocide‘ (a term used by Norgaard and others).  The 

Karuk Tribe believes that the solution is restoration of the river, fisheries, and 

water quality that would strengthen their traditions and social fabric and social 

conditions. 

The significance of the loss of Tribal identity associated with resources no longer 

available and resulting social conditions from the loss were described further in 

the DOI background report that also cited Norgaard: 

―When a people‘s identity and cultural practices are closely associated 
with a species that no longer thrives, a sense of connection and belonging 

is lost [Norgaard, Chapter 5, 2005]. Young people feel this loss of 

belonging especially intensely...When tribal celebrations require that the 

tribe and visitors feast on salmon and no salmon is to be found… it is 
disheartening to have to make a trip into town to purchase imported fish 

from a grocery chain store.  The results can be depression, alienation, 

and withdrawal…creating a malaise that lingers among the people 
subject to these conditions.‖ (DOI, June 2011a, pp. 1-7). 

Grief resulting from the loss of most of their aboriginal territory and fishing 

rights, along with associated cultural disruption has often led to symptoms of 

social trauma that has left a legacy over generations that most Indians and Tribes 

across the nation continue to struggle with today.  This syndrome has been 

described by social workers Brave Heart and DeBruyn as an ‗Indian holocaust‘ 
and has resulted in symptoms of social dysfunction: 

―[most] American Indians and Alaska Natives are plagued by high rates 
of suicide, homicide, accidental deaths, domestic violence…and 

alcoholism as well as other social problems…We suggest that these 
social ills are primarily the product of a legacy of chronic trauma and 

unresolved grief across generations, (Brave Heart and DeBruyn 1998, 

p. 60).‖ (Norgaard, 2005, p. 65). 
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As Norgaard described, there has been a loss of social and cultural relationships 

between generations as a result of the loss of salmon, which has caused feelings 

of sadness and depression.  A Karuk Tribal member described feelings of loss 

caused by the absence of salmon: 

―I think it‘s remarkably sad that in my teenage years I ate a tremendous 

amount of salmon or deer meat, and now its hardly ever eaten….there is 
just a TERRIBLE shortage in salmon now that when my little Indian 

daughters eat it they think it‘s a treat.  Every time I hear of someone 

getting salmon I try to get some….either from other fishers, fishers from 
gatherings, [Karuk Tribal Department of Natural Resources] DNR, or 

Yuroks.  This way I can freeze it and have it for my family or family 

gatherings…In the past 2 years I was only able to get 1 salmon…When I 
was growing up…men would pull up and unload tons of salmon…and 

after all the Indian families received enough for their families or 

ceremonies the remaining was given to families in need…Now, Indians 
have to go to Indians to see if they may have salmon for their ceremonies 

or traditions.  I don‘t know what has happened in the last ten to fifteen 

years for there to be this drastic change, but it saddens me to have my 

children not enjoy the same simple happy memories of eating salmon 

with all the old Indians and hearing stories of catching them, dipping 

them, and packing them out.‖ Quote from an anonymous respondent in a 

May 2005 survey. (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 84). 

A Karuk Tribal survey found evidence of social and cultural trauma: 

―The emotional despair and social devastation of our communities is 
apparent in survey evidence that alcohol and substance abuse, family 

violence, and child neglect threaten the health and safety of Tribal 

communities in our region.‖ (Hill, 2010). 

Direct and indirect mortality rates caused by social and cultural disruption (and 

more recently also the lack of healthy foods) compound cultural challenges by 

taking elders (the Tribes‘ ‗intellectual capital‘), away too soon as they are the 

primary means through which social and cultural lifestyles and values are 

transmitted to following generations. A Tribal member expressed the disruption 

that comes from losing elders too soon: 

―We are a people who are not allowed to have fish anymore because 

there‘s not enough fish to have.  It has been three generations for my 
people not to be living mainly on fish.  And to have the different type of 

environment now for the children, for the elderly people.  It has a 

profound affect on the quality of life. By tradition our elders teach our 

babies the ways of life while the parents are out making a living.  Now 

we don‘t have that opportunity because of the mismanagement of the 
resources.  Our people aren‘t living to a ripe old age and when they do 
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they aren‘t living the high quality of life.  So we need fish in our diet.  
That is very evident.‖ Quote from Ron Reed, Tribal member and 

traditional fisherman.  (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 79). 

In terms of holding on to cultural traditions, the Karuk people have had to risk 

violations and imprisonment to fish and continue forms of a traditional lifestyle in 

their aboriginal territory (Stercho, October 2005). In addition, the Tribe has a 

Karuk language program and some area schools now offer Karuk language 

classes (Tucker, September 2010). 

Concerning the ancient and contemporary regional barter system, salmon has 

remained an important socioeconomic factor for Tribal members. Often Karuk 

Tribal members have to try to obtain salmon from the Yurok or Hoopa Valley 

Tribes for ceremonies which can be difficult if there is little else of such a high 

value to trade. In addition, providing nearby Quartz Valley Tribal members with 

salmon has been an important role the Karuk Tribe has struggled to continue to 

play since the Quartz Valley Indian Community is comprised largely of Karuk 

people. 

2.1.2.1.4 Subsistence Fisheries and Traditional Diet 

Declines in all subsistence fisheries species (not only salmon and steelhead), 

including lamprey, mussels, crayfish, and others have had a negative effect on 

Karuk health.  Water quality has had an indirect effect of limiting consumption 

of traditional foods as many Karuk people are afraid of consuming freshwater 

mussels, crayfish, and other aquatic species because of bioaccumulation concerns. 

Norgaard found that in 2003, fish consumption was estimated at less than 

5 pounds per person per year, down drastically from historic levels estimated at 

1.5 pounds per person per day.  In 2004, fish consumption dropped again to 

0.5 pound per person per year: 

―By 2003 the Karuk diet contained only 1.1% the amount of salmon 

consumed in ―pre-contact‖ times.  In 2004 this dropped tenfold again to 

0.1% of the salmon consumed traditionally.‖ (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 15).
 

Another Tribal member described the inadequate supplies for modern-day 

subsistence fishing conditions for the number of Karuk Tribal members: 

―There are 3,000 members in our tribe.  Last year we caught 1,000 fish.  

There‘s not enough to go around.  We eat fish, so…we are obligated to 

get fish to our people, especially our elders, as many as they want.  But
 
they don‘t always get [as many as]…they want.‖ Quote from Harold 

‗Littleman‘ Trip, Traditional Karuk Fisherman. (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 58).
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The importance of other traditional foods, mussels as one example, should not be 

overlooked: 

―The anthropological literature of the early 20
th 

century describes how 

mussels were gathered late in the season when the river flows were low.  

The time of year that they would be contributing to ceremonies is the 

exact time of year when they are highest in microcystin [toxic algae 

mainly from the reservoirs]…there are also people who are still using 
freshwater mussels as a food source, but again there is less and less of 

this food source. There has not been as much attention paid to mussels 

as there has been to the spring salmon.‖ (Karuk Tribe, 2011, p. 23). 

2.1.2.2 Economic Conditions 

The absence of salmon in the Karuk socioeconomic structure and demographic 

scheme was described by a Tribal member: 

―I know that there‘s a lot of families…their…main food is salmon.  We 
have a lot of families come down from Fort Jones area, Etna, there‘s a lot 
of tribal members that live out there, came down to the Falls, last year, 

hoping to get salmon.  And it was so sad because there just wasn‘t any.  
And well, we got one salmon that my son brought home.  So I told him, 

whatever you get now we‘ll have to freeze for our Tribal Reunion. So 
we had eleven salmon and…we had a lot of people this year, a lot of 

people.  So, a lot of them got salmon and a lot of them didn‘t.  But there 
was just nothing I could do about it.  We did the best that we could.‖  
Quote from Blanche Moore, Karuk Tribal member. (Norgaard, 

November 2005).
 

With so few salmon and severe water quality problems, there are limited 

opportunities for Tribal recreation/tourism and bartering—all factors that have 

contributed to high unemployment and poverty rates, and low incomes. The Tribe 

plans to develop a replica of a Karuk fishing village, with planned commercial 

and recreational uses about 70 miles southwest of Yreka (Tiller, 2005, p. 429). 

Stercho (and Norgaard) found that local fishing-related recreation employment 

opportunities have declined for Tribal members as a result of declining fish stocks 

and fish kills (Stercho, October 2005, pp 89-93).  Similarly, the recreation section 

3.20 in the Klamath EIS/EIR (DOI, September 2011), p. 3.20-25 discussed how 

angling in the lower Klamath River has declined due to lower fish populations 

which has prompted stricter limits and adversely affected  guide, resort, and sport 

fishery businesses, and health warnings related to toxic algae in the River has 

been found to have reduced recreation visitation (DOI, September 2011). 

Although the Karuk Tribe has worked towards greater autonomy, devastating 

historical events have kept the Tribe in extreme poverty, essentially landless, and 

with extremely limited access to traditional fisheries.  About 42 percent of the 
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3,474 enrolled Tribal members live on or near the roughly 600 acres of trust land 

recognized by the BIA as the Karuk Tribal service area (Hill, 2000). Despite 

challenging socioeconomic conditions, the Karuk Tribe employs about 170 people 

and is the second largest employer in Siskiyou County after the U.S. Forest 

Service. (Tucker, September 2010 meeting). ―The Karuk Tribe‘s mission is to 

establish a stable economy that will enhance its ability to exercise its rights as a 

self-governing nation.‖ (Tiller, 2005). 

Following the gold rush, the economy of the mid-Klamath River region continued 

to be dominated by mining, and soon also by the timber industry that peaked in 

the mid-1900s, declined in the 1970s and 1980s and essentially ceased in the early 

1990s. Since the closure of Happy Camp‘s last remaining sawmill in 1994, the 

Karuk Tribe continued trying to retrain displaced timber workers and has 

conducted a survey about socioeconomic conditions: 

―…The Karuk Tribe has worked tirelessly to retrain displaced timber 

workers…Findings from a recent community survey indicate there is a 

pervasive belief that our children have to leave this area to find 

employment because there is no future here.  Respondents also identified 

financial, geographic [remote area], and class scheduling as the principal 

barriers to further education.‖ (Hillman, May 4, 2000). 

Once the Karuk Tribe lost most of its aboriginal territory, many members relied 

on employment in the timber industry, particularly since the Tribe was not 

federally recognized at the time, and there was no support for health care, 

economic development, and other social services.  Under the Clinton 

Administrations‘ Pacific Northwest Economic Adjustment Initiative, Happy 
Camp and neighboring communities in the mid-Klamath River regions were 

found to be 80 percent timber-dependent. In terms of economic development, the 

Karuk Community Development Corporation directs such projects as a building-

materials business, hardware employment through U.S. Forest Service contracts, 

and some other various development projects. 

The Karuk Tribe is a self governance Tribe.
8 

As a result of Federal funding 

mainly under the initiative, the Karuk Tribe received grants to establish the Karuk 

Community Development Corporation which, along with other funding, launched 

what was essentially a Karuk Tribal civil works effort that improved basic 

community infrastructure and provided some employment opportunities. One of 

the work programs included a Department of Natural Resources multi-year road 

decommissioning project to reduce soil erosion and stream sedimentation caused 

by degradation of logging roads no longer in use.  Another activity included a 

salmon rearing project.  The Happy Camp Community Computer Center was 

8 
Pursuant to the mandates of self-governance legislation, the Karuk Tribe is currently 

developing its housing stock, medical facilities, economic base and protection of its natural 

resources (Karuk Tribe, accessed April 2011). 
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established for residents to acquire basic computer skills to improve educational 

achievement and employability. The Karuk Community Development 

Corporation improved on other workforce and small business programs focused 

on mitigating impacts of the loss of the timber industry. However, there was a 

5-year timeframe on most of the Federal funding for programs operated by the 

Karuk Community Development Corporation, and as result, ―unemployment and 

poverty rates remain extremely high; and symptoms of the community‘s growing 
despair include depression, anxiety, alcohol/substance abuse, family violence, and 

child neglect.‖ (Hill, 2010). 

In terms of other economic activity, the Tribe hires members for home-

improvement and housing construction. The Tribe opened a furniture production 

company (using native designs), with assistance of a grant awarded in 1996 and 

another one in 1998 to continue the business.  The rustic furniture is constructed 

from timber harvested from tribal forests in a sustainable manner. In the services 

and retail sector, Tribal members run a building materials business. Social 

services administered by the Tribe for Tribal members include, among others, a 

childcare program, two headstart programs, youth education services, higher 

education and adult vocational training programs, and housing programs (Tiller, 

2005). 

Over the past decade, the Karuk Tribe has been limited in what it can do to 

improve socioeconomic conditions since its relatively minimal income is 

obligated for meeting non-Federal matching requirements for grants and to 

support governance activities.  Over the past decade the Tribe has worked futilely 

towards resolving legal and political obstacles to building a casino on its lands in 

the only viable area, the town of Yreka. 

2.1.2.2.1 Unemployment, Income, and Poverty Rates 

The Karuk Tribal Government employs about 170 people and is the second 

largest employer after the U.S. Forest Service. Hill found that about 47 percent 

of Karuk area Indians were employed and between 77 and 89 percent were in 

poverty based on U.S. Health and Human Services poverty guidelines (Hill, 

2010). 

A 2001 BIA Labor Force Report showed 3,165 enrolled Karuk Tribal members.  

The Karuk Reservation area (BIA service area) had 14 percent unemployed with 

29 percent employed, but below poverty guidelines in 2001.  The 2005 BIA 

Labor Force Report showed 3,427 enrolled Karuk Tribal members and an 

unemployment rate of 63 percent; about 75 percent of employed Karuk 

Reservation area Indian people were below the poverty level. 
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A Karuk Tribal Demographic Summary (2004) found that about 80 to 85 percent 

of Karuk households were below the poverty line, and the percentages were from 

88 to 92 for Tribal members throughout Siskiyou County.
9 

Median household 

incomes were low at $13,000 compared with Siskiyou County‘s $28,178. 

Norgaard‘s demographic analysis of Census 2000 data showed percentages of 
Indian population by community with corresponding poverty rates and per capita 

incomes, shown in table 2.1-1 (table adapted from Norgaard, November 2005, 

p. 62, table 9). 

Table 2.1-1.—Indian population, poverty, and income by community 

Community % Indian % in poverty 
Per capita income 

(1999 dollars) 

Happy Camp 24 22.9 9,683 

Orleans 29 20 11,113 

Somes Bar 25.9 32.9 6,215 

Hoopa 81.7 36 9,221 

Yreka 6.0 21.2 6,405 

Siskiyou County 3.9 18.6 8,305 

Humboldt County 5.7 19.5 11,532 

California 1.0 14.2 15,226 

Source: Norgaard, 2005, p. 62, table 9. 

Census 2000 data for the Karuk Reservation showed a high (relative to other 

Census area percentages) unemployment rate of 12.6 percent, a low median 

household income and per capita income, especially for the Indian population, 

with over half the population in poverty, shown in tables 2.1-1 and 2.1-2.  Some 

of the Census geographic areas are depicted in attachment 5a. All families with a 

female householder, no husband present with children were below the poverty 

level on the Reservation, which was also that case for Indian families in the Yreka 

area, and Indian families throughout Siskiyou County also had high levels at 

80 percent (table 2.1-2).
10 

On the Karuk Reservation, unemployment was about three times higher for the 

Indian population than for the total population in Siskiyou and Humboldt 

Counties, and the State of California. More than half the population was in 

poverty in 2000, and the 2009 estimate has increased to about 60 percent.  The 

9 
The poverty line for the Karuk Tribal Demographic Summary was $18,850 for a family of 

four in 2004. 
10 
―One race alone‖ Census category; not ―combination of one or more races‖ category. An 

explanation of what is included in the poverty thresholds and the dollar amounts according to 

family size for the 2000 Census is included in attachment 5c. 
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Table 2.1-2.—Census 2000 unemployment, income, and poverty 

Geographic 
areas 

Census 
unemploy-

ment 
(%) 

BIA 
unemploy-

ment 
(%) 

Median 
household 

income 
(1999 

dollars) 

Per 
capita 

income 
(1999 

dollars) 

Poverty 
status 

(%) 

Poverty – 
families, 
female 

householder, 
no husband, 

children 
under 5 

(%) 

Poverty – 
families, 
female 

householder, 
no husband, 

children 
under 18 

(%) 

Karuk 
Reservation 
& Off-Res. 
Trust Lands 

12.6 — 18,000 8,744 51.4 100 97.3 

Indian 8.9 63 18,125 4,938 53.9 100 96.7 

Siskiyou 
County 

5.2 — 29,530 17,570 18.6 66.2 47.7 

Indian 11.6 20,641 8,305 31.7 84.1 76.9 

Happy 
Camp CCD 

8.5 — 22,679 14,731 23.7 58.1 62.3 

Indian 7.0 — 19,667 8,976 26.6 61.5 55.6 

Etna CCD 4.8 — 31,971 20,696 13.6 43.8 37.8 

Indian 11.4 — 35,833 9,025 25.1 — 77.8 

Yreka CCD 4.3 — 30,994 18,674 19.7 69.0 52.7 

Indian 11.6 — 18,068 6,865 49 100 100 

Yreka City 4.4 27,398 16,664 21.1 77.2 57.5 

Indian 14.9 — 14,875 4,967 52.2 100 100 

Humboldt 
County 

5.26 — 31,226 17,203 19.5 61.0 44.6 

Indian 12.0 — 25,281 11,532 31.0 64.0 54.5 

Trinity-
Klamath 
CCD 

9.4 — 24,297 12,979 27.8 59.4 59.1 

Indian 14.8 — 21,360 9,407 36.9 64.8 60.1 

California 4.3 — 47,493 22,711 14.2 44.0 32.5 

Indian 6.8 — 36,547 15,226 21.9 52.6 42.9 

Sources: Census Bureau DP-3 Profile of Selected Economic Characteristics and 2005 BIA Labor Force Report. 
Notes: American Indian and Alaska Native Census data is ―Indian alone‖ as opposed to Indians alone or in 

combination with other races since that is the only option for Census sample data. BIA figure is for 2005, and for further 
information, including definitions, see attachment 5d. 

Census 2009 estimates for Reservation unemployment indicated rates that may
 
have increased to about three to five times higher than surrounding area general 

population rates (attachment 5b).  Taken together with results of the Karuk Tribal 

Demographic Summary, poverty rates for Tribal members in the area range from 

about 51 to 80 percent. The 2010 economic data sampling appears to have
 
increased this propensity for missing data for areas with low population, which is 

one of the reasons numbers were not updated to 2010.  Another reason 2010
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Table 2.1-3.—Census 2000 percentages of workforce by occupation 

Geographic areas Management Services 

Sales 
and 
office… 

Farming, 
fishing, 

and 
forestry 

Construction, 
extraction… 

Production, 
transportation… 

Karuk Reservation 
and off reservation 

12.4 33.7 14.6 13.5 16.9 9.0 

Indian 11.6 65.1 4.7 7.0 11.6 0.0 

Siskiyou County 30.8 19.5 24.3 4.6 9.1 11.7 

Indian 24.2 26.7 19.1 11.8 9.9 8.3 

Happy Camp CCD 28.0 24.3 24.6 3.6 11.2 8.2 

Indian 25.0 19.4 23.1 2.8 22.2 7.4 

Etna CCD 35.8 13.1 22.6 7.7 9.5 11.3 

Indian 25.0 23.5 29.4 14.7 2.9 4.4 

Yreka CCD 31.3 20.8 26.6 2.7 7.4 11.2 

Indian 29.5 41.8 8.2 15.6 2.5 2.5 

Yreka City 32.1 22.4 28.9 1.4 5.5 9.7 

Indian 32.6 53.7 8.4 3.2 2.1 0.0 

Humboldt County 31.5 19.6 24.9 2.6 8.8 12.6 

Indian 26.1 22.6 21.8 6.4 9.0 14.1 

Trinity-Klamath 
CCD 

35.0 20.1 19.6 4.3 12.1 8.9 

Indian 32.8 19.3 22.3 7.0 11.2 7.5 

California 36.0 14.8 26.8 1.3 8.4 12.7 

Indian 25.0 19.8 25.9 1.9 11.6 15.9 

Notes:	 Full category titles: Management, professional, and related occupations; service occupations; sales and office 
occupations; farming, fishing, and forestry occupations; construction, extraction, and maintenance occupations; 
production, transportation, and material moving occupations. For more information, including definitions, see 
attachment 5c. 

data were not used is that evaluations of the data are not necessarily directly 

comparable between censuses for the sample economic data since some 

methodologies during the decade have changed and Indian-only data was not 

available for the 2005 to 2009 timeframe. 

A recent Karuk survey asked about barriers to employment, and about 86 percent 

believed it was because there are no employment opportunities in the area, 

and 66 percent believed that a lack of childcare was the biggest barrier to 

employment. Extremely high poverty rates translate into poor conditions related 

to social dysfunction and particularly for children, according to conclusions 

drawn from the Tribal survey and Children Now, California County Data Book 

(2003) (Hill, 2010). 
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The Karuk Tribal survey found that there had been an out-migration of displaced 

timber workers and other youth that has been partially offset by an in-migration of 

low income families attracted by inexpensive housing options. 

Concerning high poverty and unemployment rates, the subsistence fishing-income 

connection was analyzed by Norgaard and Stercho and found to have a high 

value: 

―Cost replacement analysis conducted in the Spring of 2005 puts the cost 
of purchasing salmon at over $4,000 per tribal member per year (Stercho, 

2005, p. 160).  In the communities within the ancestral territory this 

amount would represent over half the average per capita annual income.‖ 
(Norgaard, 2005, p. 59). 

2.1.2.2.2 Employment by Occupation 

On Karuk Reservation lands, most occupations were in services at about 

34 percent, but that number was nearly double for the Indian population, in part 

due to Tribal government employment that included many administrative 

services.  Tribal employment also accounts for a portion of the high service Sector 

percentages in the Yreka and surrounding areas.  Construction, extraction, and 

maintenance was the next highest category at 16.9 percent for the general 

Reservation population, and 11.6 percent for the Indian population.  Occupations 

in farming, fishing, and forestry was high for the Reservation at 13.5 percent 

when compared with other areas, except when the Indian-only population is 

considered; it was 11.8 percent in Siskiyou County, 14.7 percent in the Etna area, 

and 15.6 percent in the Yreka area.  A sharp contrast exists between the Karuk 

Reservation‘s roughly 12 percent in the higher salary management category and 
the rest of the areas‘ 30 to 35 percent (25 to 30 percent for the Indian population); 

the largest Indian-general population disparity was in the Etna area. 

2.1.2.2.3 Demographics 

Around 1770, it was estimated that there were about 1,500 Karuk people and was 

estimated at about 2,700 in 1848, which declined to between about 500 and 

800 Karuk by 1910 as a result of EuroAmerican conflicts, diseases, and related 

factors. (Kroeber, 1976 (1925), pp. 101, 883). 

The 1990 Karuk Reservation population was 400, with only 12 identified as 

American Indian (table 2.1-4).  Part of the reason the number of Indians was low 

may be that many were missed in the earlier census count since there was a 

concerted effort to improve Indian counts beginning with the 2000 census. 

Another likely reason is that roughly 125 acres were added between 1990 and 

2000, and with it any residents. In 2000, the Census counted 333 people living on 
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the small scattered Karuk Reservation parcels. The 2010 Census counted 

506 Karuk Reservation residents, and for the past 20 years the Indian population 

has comprised about 75 percent of the Reservation population.
11 

Although the amount of Karuk land has grown, it is still relatively limited which 

means that a significant proportion of the Karuk population also lives around and 

near the Karuk Reservation lands in the geographic areas shown in the tables in 

this section.  For this reason, BIA Labor Force Report figures are important when 

considering estimates of local Karuk population.  There were 3,427 enrolled 

Karuk Tribal members in 2005 with about 1,222 Indians eligible to receive 

local BIA services, according to the 2005 BIA Labor Force Report.
12 

Karuk 

Tribal Government 2004 estimates showed about 42 percent of Karuk Tribal 

members resided in and around the Karuk Reservation which is assumed to have 

remained about the same, particularly in light of year 2010 census data shown in 

table 2.1-4. 

2.1.2.2.3.1 Race and Ethnicity 

In the year 2000 and 2010 Censuses, the Karuk Reservation Indian population, 

presumably mostly Karuk Tribal members and their families, comprised 

about 75 percent of the Reservation, shown in table 2.1-5. Most notable is the 

fact that all areas surrounding the small, scattered Karuk Reservation parcels are 

predominantly White at about 90 percent.  The next largest proportion of Indian 

population was in the Trinity-Klamath CCD at about 55 percent; however, most 

of it is comprised of Hoopa Tribal members. Happy Camp CCD, a central Tribal 

location, had the next largest American Indian population at about 23 percent.  

Isolated pockets of Karuk populations, especially in Yreka where assimilation 

pressure is higher, (and also when Karuk members must interact with others, such 

as when their children attend schools with non-Indian children and similar 

circumstances), are socially, culturally, and racially stressful. 

The loss of fish runs has been another stressor as it presents difficulties in meeting 

basic needs and for cultural identity: 

Difficulty in meeting basic needs can result in overwhelming physical 

and psychological stress.  Traditionally, fishing is done by Karuk men. 

With the loss of the salmon comes a loss of a man‘s sense of pride in 
being able to provide food for his family and tribe.  For a tribe that has 

called itself The People of the Fish, there is an indisputable loss of 

identity when there are no fish. For a people whose belief system tells 

them they have a specific role on earth, that they have a predefined 

relationship with nature that needs to be honored, there is an emptiness 

11 
Based on the ―American Indian Alone or in Combination with Other Races‖ category. 

12 
The 2003 service area figure was 5,250, indicating that there may be some question 

concerning reporting accuracy for the ―total eligible for services‖ figure. 
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Table 2.1-4.—1990, 2000, and 2010 Census population 

Geographic areas 1990 2000 

1990 - 2000 
change 

(%) 2010 

2000 - 2010 
change 

(%) 

Karuk Reservation 
& Off-Res. Trust 
Lands 

400 333 -20.1 506 34.2 

Indian 12 226 94.7 319 29.2 

Percent 3.0 67.9 – 63.0 – 

American Indian 
Alone or in 
Combination with 
Other Races 

na 248 na 387 35.9 

Percent na 74.5 – 76.5 – 

Siskiyou County 43,531 44,301 1.7 44,900 1.3 

Indian 1,797 1,726 -4.1 1,814 4.9 

Percent 4.1 3.9 – 4.0 – 

Happy Camp CCD 2,876 2,182 -31.8 2,142 -1.9 

Indian 488 384 -27.1 395 2.8 

Percent 17.0 17.6 – 18.4 – 

Happy Camp CDP na na na 1,190 Na 

Indian na na na 277 Na 

Percent na na – 23.3 – 

Etna CCD 3,496 3,380 -3.4 3,412 0.9 

Indian 249 221 -12.7 224 1.3 

Percent 7.1 6.5 – 6.6 – 

Yreka CCD 10,766 11,142 3.4 11,523 3.3 

Indian 439 562 21.9 611 8.0 

Percent 4.1 5.0 5.3 

Yreka City 6,948 7,290 4.7 7,765 6.1 

Indian 330 440 25.0 491 10.4 

Percent 4.7 6.0 – 6.3 

Humboldt County 119,118 126,518 5.8 134,623 6.0 

Indian 6,568 7,241 9.3 7,726 6.3 

Percent 5.5 5.7 – 5.7 

Trinity-Klamath 
CCD 

4,885 5,437 10.2 na na 

Indian 2,314 2,835 18.4 na na 

Percent 47.4 52.1 – na 

California 29,760,021 33,871,648 12.1 37,253,956 9.1 

Indian 242,164 333,346 27.4 362,801 8.1 

Percent 0.8 1.0 – 1.0 
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Table 2.1-5.—Census 2000 and 2010 race and ethnicity percentages 

Geographic 
Areas 

Non-Hispanic Hispanic 

Total 
population White 

(%) 

African 
American 

(%) 

American 
Indian 

(%) 

Asian 
and 

Pacific 
Isl. 
(%) 

Other 
races 
(%) 

Hispanic 
or Latino 

(%) 
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Karuk Reservation & Off-Res. trust 

2010 506 29.8 4.0 76.5 2.2 3.2 12.5 

2000 333 27.3 0.3 74.5 0.6 4.2 7.2 

Siskiyou County 

2010 44,900 89.6 2.0 7.6 2.5 4.1 10.3 

2000 44,301 90.5 1.6 6.2 1.9 3.7 7.6 

Happy Camp CCD 

2010 na na na na na na Na 

2000 2,182 80.6 0.6 24.1 1.1 1.0 4.2 

Happy Camp CDP
13 

2010 1,190 74.0 0.6 28.2 1.7 1.7 8.0 

Etna CCD 

2010 na na na na na na na 

2000 3,380 91.2 0.2 9.2 1.5 2.1 4.4 

Yreka CCD 

2010 na na na na na na na 

2000 11,142 91.2 1.0 7.3 2.1 2.1 4.9 

Yreka City 

2010 7,765 89.1 1.6 10.5 2.7 2.7 9.7 

2000 7,290 89.6 0.9 8.2 2.6 2.4 5.4 

Trinity-Klamath CCD 

2010 na na na na na na na 

2000 5,437 45.5 0.7 55.3 1.5 1.7 4.7 

Humboldt County 

2010 134,623 86.6 2.0 8.9 3.9 4.5 9.8 

2000 126,518 88.8 1.4 8.3 2.7 3.5 6.5 

California 

2010 37,253,956 61.6 7.2 1.9 15.7 18.9 37.6 

2000 33,871,648 63.4 7.4 1.9 13.0 19.4 32.4 

Source: Census tables QT-P5 and QT-P10. Each race category includes that race alone or in combination with other races, 
and for more information and definitions, see attachment 5c. 

13 
Data became available for Happy Camp CDP, census designated place starting with the 2010 

Census. 
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when they are unable to fulfill that role. For a tribe whose interactions 

with other tribes were based on barter and trade of fish, and for families, 

in which children and elders provided food to each other and outsiders, 

emptiness and disconnection arise.  Living in a changed world where 

wildlife is becoming scarce and the rivers polluted, it is sometimes 

hard for young people to understand the ways of their parents and 

grandparents. They wonder why the Tribe focuses on ceremonies that 

revolve around periodic fish runs and ritual eating of salmon when the 

availability of fish is so erratic. Never having seen it themselves, they 

don‘t understand that in the past there could be eight yearly runs of 
salmon in the Klamath when all they see is one-half of a fall run. 

Without tradition as an anchor, young people are sometimes drawn to 

gangs to establish a feeling of belonging, and they are drawn to the cities 

where they find an abundance of diversion and riches.(DOI, June 2011a, 

pp. 3-50). 

One particularly distressing example that also highlights stress and depression 

caused by diminishing opportunities for Tribal members to live a traditional 

Karuk lifestyle and the identity it potentially affords, was described by a Tribal 

member in one example: 

―The one that‘s not so easy to quantify is why does a 13 year old boy 
shoot himself in the head. For what?  Why?  Well if I had to live in 

the…Yreka ghetto, well I guess, that seemed like the best option.  That 
guy never knew the river and the ceremonies.  So, really how does that 

relate?  It relates because that boy knew he [was] Karuk and he hears 

about these things and he knows about these things, but he doesn‘t 
understand them.  He knows that he‘s Indian because he lives in the 
Tribal housing project and he‘s surrounded by Indians.  But whenever he 
steps out of that project and goes down town, it‘s all he knows, but 
never-the-less he doesn‘t fit there, doesn‘t belong there, and he may not 
know or understand why, but he knows that he doesn‘t belong there.  

And he knows that people don‘t want him there.  He knows there must 
be something wrong with him, because he knows he‘s Karuk, he may be 

proud of that, but on the other hand, he knows there is something wrong 

with that.  That‘s the most difficult thing to quantify, in terms of effect.‖ 
Quote from Leaf Hillman, Karuk Ceremonial Leader and Tribal Vice 

Chairman. (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 81). 

2.1.2.2.3.2 Median Age 

As shown in table 2.1-6, the Reservation median age in the 2000 Census was 

around 21 years of age, which was the same as or younger than the surrounding 

areas‘ Indian populations and about half that of the general population. The 

difference is likely due to a moderately high birth rate since it appears that in- and 

out-migration are about the same.  The number of young and middle-aged adults 
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Table 2.1-6.—Census 2000 median age 

Geographic areas 

Total population median age Indian population median age 

Total Male Female Total Male Female 

Karuk Reservation 
and Off-Res. Trust 
Lands 

21.6 21.1 22.4 20.0 19.1 22.1 

Siskiyou County 43.0 42.2 43.8 30.3 29.3 31.1 

Happy Camp CCD 44.8 45.1 44.4 33.5 34.8 30.8 

Etna CCD 44.8 44.5 45.0 29.5 29.0 29.8 

Yreka CCD 42.1 40.6 43.4 23.0 21.9 24.6 

Yreka City 40.6 38.4 42.4 21.6 20.8 22.5 

Humboldt County 36.3 35.0 37.6 26.5 25.0 28.0 

Trinity-Klamath 
CCD 

35.5 35.8 35.3 24.7 22.9 26.1 

California 33.3 32.2 34.4 29.3 28.5 30.1 

who may leave for education and job opportunities are expected to be mostly or 

partially offset by Tribal members about the same age entering or re-entering the 

area for affordable housing, health care, and other Tribal services as research by 

the Tribe seems to indicate. However, low median ages can also signify high 

mortality rates, and Norgaard‘s research indicated that Karuk mortality and 

disability rates were high due to high rates of diabetes and heart disease. Census 

2010 data shows generally that the entire area‘s median age has increased during 
the past decade--an overall trend seen in the entire region, counties, and to a lesser 

extent, the State. 

2.1.2.2.4 Barter System 

Karuk people have bartered salmon and other goods for centuries with regional 

tribes, and over time, salmon has increased in value as supplies continue to 

decline: 

―Some [Karuk] people in the community catch the fish and others 

trade for them…[and]…a tribe [and tribal individuals] that has fish, 
particularly the desirable salmon, to trade is well positioned to acquire a 

wide range of goods from outside their own territory.‖  (DOI, June 

2011a, pp. 3-39). 
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Norgaard described how the barter system and subsistence fishing elevated the 

Karuk people economically: 

―Although salmon was not bought and sold as part of a cash economy, 

the presence of this food meant that people didn‘t need to spend money 
buying other foods at the grocery store or be forced to rely on 

government commodities, as is now the case.‖ (Norgaard, 

November 2005, p. 60).
 

2.1.2.2.5 Redistribution 

Redistribution of wealth, in this case, of fish to Tribal members and families, 

particularly dependent portions of the population remains an important 

socioeconomic activity that is an expression of cultural values; however, low 

fish populations and access problems limit the ability of Tribal members to 

continue this practice. As several Tribal members reflected and commented: 

―I had an uncle that fished all the time…And he‘d give ‗em away.  He 
always caught more than we could ever eat.‖ Quote from Harold 

‗Littleman‘ Tripp, Traditional Karuk Fisherman. (Norgaard, November 
2005, p. 76). ―I send eels up to folks up the Salmon River.  And to 

different people who want eels, like most of the time I end up givin‘ to 
people but I always try to end up getting enough to can too.‖ Quote from 

Bill Tripp, Traditional Karuk Fisherman.  (Norgaard, November 2005, 

p. 76). 

2.1.2.2.6 Land Base and Uses 

The Karuk traditional boundary was the middle Klamath River watershed. In 

1851, the Tribe signed treaties that were never ratified.  Around 1864, the 

Federal Government attempted to move Karuk people to the Hoopa Valley 

Reservation, but most Karuk people soon returned to their nearby aboriginal area.  

Around 1887, the General Allottment Act made all unallotted lands public for 

homesteading and most Karuk people could not file necessary paperwork and 

those that did mostly were denied.  Essentially all of their land was declared 

public at that time, forcing the Karuk people away from the River. Around 1900, 

much of their aboriginal territory was converted to National Forest. Two years 

after Federal recognition in 1979, a small group of elders purchased a 6.6-acre 

parcel and placed it into trust.  Currently, the Yreka area has the best 

infrastructure for development and the Tribe has attempted, unsuccessfully to 

date, to place land in trust there in order to potentially build a casino or a business 

that would help with high unemployment and poverty rates (Tiller, 2005; Tucker, 

2010). 

The Tribe‘s service area includes all of Siskiyou County and eastern Humboldt 

County.  Today, three primary Karuk Tribal communities lie along 120 miles of 
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the Klamath River from Orleans in the south, through Happy Camp, and on to 

Yreka. An estimated 42 percent of the roughly 3,474 enrolled Tribal members 

live on or around the 851 acres of widely dispersed Reservation lands. The 

relatively small Karuk land base has been a limiting factor for economic growth 

and development. 

The primary land use in the region is national forest administered by the USFS, 

and in 1994 the Tribe entered into a partnership, (and received funding) for the 

protection and restoration of forest lands within the Tribe‘s ancestral lands.  The 
Tribe developed a comprehensive watershed restoration training and improvement 

program and Tribal restoration division. Although agricultural lands are minimal 

in the tribal territory, it raises about 40 acres of alfalfa and some individual Tribal 

members raise livestock. The Karuk Tribal Design Works produced furniture 

from timber harvested sustainably from Tribal forests.  Some individual allottees 

own RV parks and mobile home parks (Tiller, 2005). 

2.1.2.3 Health 

Health effects include impacts of the dams on water quality, which in turn causes 

potential direct and indirect human health effects, and has caused a drop in 

consumption of traditional aquatic foods that has contributed to higher diabetes, 

heart disease, obesity, and mortality rates. The Karuk Tribal Health Program, 

governed by the Tribe‘s health board, operates three clinics under a compact with 

Indian Health Services.
14 

The Karuk Tribe has experienced an increase in obesity, diabetes and heart 

disease rates that coincided with the declining availability of traditional foods, 

particularly salmon, and that has contributed to a higher mortality rate, as 

documented in a November 2005 report by Norgaard in Effects of Altered 

Diet on the Health of the Karuk People. The Tribe is also presently concerned 

with trying to curb childhood obesity by stressing the benefits of a traditional 

lifestyle and diet.  The Tribe recently submitted a grant proposal to conduct four 

seasonal eco-cultural camps with an emphasis on reducing childhood obesity 

(Karuk Tribe, Spring/Summer, p. 7). 

The extreme poverty and remoteness of Karuk lands are conditions that have 

created the need for Tribal members to rely heavily on USDA commodity goods.  

These diseases raise health care-related costs of the Karuk Tribal government; for 

example, 40 percent of the Happy Camp population included disabled persons— 
twice that of Siskiyou County, California, and the nation. 

14 
(An example of implementation of the Self Determination Act); One of the medical clinics is 

located in Orleans, a medical and dental clinic is located in Happy Camp, and a medical and dental 

clinic is located in Yreka (Tiller, 2005). 
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Health concerns and impacts have resulted from poor Klamath River water 

quality, and include basketry-material gathering and use or processing of 

materials that occur in or near the Klamath River that may include:  pine roots, 

willow, Bear Grass, blue willow, and Woodwardia, and other ferns. Some of the 

materials require processing by mouth which raises health concerns (Salter, 2003, 

p. 23).  A critical part of Karuk Tribal ceremonies require bathing in the Klamath 

River which poses important health concerns as some have had rashes after being 

in contact with the water.  There have been health advisory warnings upstream at 

Iron Gate Dam and Copco Reservoirs concerning contact with the water and 

consuming aquatic life from the River (attachment 4b), discussed at the end of 

this 2.1.2.3 Health section. 

2.1.2.3.1 Traditional Diet and Health 

Norgaard and the Northwest Portland Area Indian Health Board documented and 

described a tremendous shift in the Indian diet for the Karuk Tribe and in the 

Portland area from one of traditional foods (hunting, fishing, and gathering) to an 

increased reliance on purchased food and Federal food program commodities 

which have been notorious for providing limited choices of foods with a large 

amount of bad fats and long shelf-lives (i.e., white flour, cheese, canned high 

fat meats, etc.) (Northwest Portland Area Indian Health Board, accessed 

August 2010). 

The decline in the availability of Karuk traditional foods, primarily salmon, other 

fish, eels, other traditional foods, and extreme poverty shifted the Karuk diet 

beginning as early as the 1940s and 1950s, and accelerated in the 1970s with 

construction of IGD, contributing to higher obesity, diabetes, and heart disease 

rates. Norgaard also found that as traditional food consumption has declined, the 

time and energy spent finding, securing, processing, and physically transporting 

traditional foods has resulted in a more sedentary lifestyle that contributes to 

diabetes, heart disease, and obesity (Norgaard, November 2005). 

2.1.2.3.2 Trust Responsibility and Health Care 

In terms of trust responsibility, the Federal Government is required to provide 

health services to Federally recognized Tribes by the trust doctrine (Cherokee 

Nation v. Georgia, 30 U.S.1, 1831) and the Indian Health Care Improvement Act, 

(P.L. 94-437), as reauthorized March 2010, to ensure health care parity and a 

standard of living for Indians comparable to non-Indian society (attachments 6a 

and 6b). 

2.1.2.3.3 Mortality Rates 

Mortality rates have increased from the diseases which permeates Karuk social 

structure and culture: 
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―Last year, we was going to have the Brush Dance here in Happy Camp 

for the first time in a lot of years.  And there was just too many deaths 

you know in our Tribe.  So we just couldn‘t do it.  I know I‘ve had 
several of my relatives…passed away here.  They wasn‘t very old.  And 
it was diabetes.  And so, that‘s what really scares me.  Diabetes.  And 

then another family just told me here not too long ago that he has high 

blood pressure.  Now that‘s another one here too that‘s pretty bad.  And 

he‘s only like in his thirties.  He‘s thirty-seven.‖ Blanche Moore, Karuk 

Tribal member.  (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 84). 

American Indians are twice as likely as Caucasian adults to have diabetes.  If 

current trends continue, one in three Americans will develop diabetes in their 

lifetime and will lose, on average, 10 to 15 years of life.  Diabetes was the sixth 

leading cause of death nationally in 2006 and overall, the risk of death among 

people with diabetes is about twice that of non-diabetics (CDC, accessed 

September 2010). 

In terms of prevention and treatment, recent studies show that lifestyle changes 

can prevent or delay the onset of type II diabetes among people at high risk.  For 

example, prediabetics can reduce the rate of onset type II diabetes by 58 percent 

by losing 5-7 percent of their weight and exercising at least about 2 hours per 

week (CDC, accessed September 2010). 

Several Tribal members described their perceptions of the high mortality rate: 

―I‘ve been to way too many funerals the last couple of years…seems to 
me that they‘re just getting younger and younger.‖ Quote from Ron 

Reed, Traditional Karuk Fisherman.  Another member stated: ―I think 
people are dying younger too.  I think it‘s the food.  Because my 
husband‘s father was 91 when he died.  Diabetes is what killed him and 

that‘s …when we were doing research on the family a lot of the death 
certificates are from the diabetes.  Most of them, almost all of them.‖ 
Quote from Selma George, wife of Karuk Tribal member. (Norgaard, 

November 2005, pp. 42-43). 

2.1.2.3.4 Heart Disease 

Heart disease is the leading cause of death and morbidity for American Indians, as 

well as the general population.  Several medical conditions and lifestyle choices 

put people at a higher risk for heart disease, including: high cholesterol (high 

‗bad‘ fats and low ‗good‘ fats, like omega 3 fatty acids found in salmon), high 
blood pressure, diabetes, overweight/obesity, poor diet, and three other factors.  

Five of the eight factors either are diet-related or are closely tied to diet. 

According to an analysis of Karuk Tribal medical records, heart disease rates 

are about 40 percent (about three times the national average) for the Karuk Tribe 

(Norgaard, 2005, p. 40). 

50 



 
 

 

 

 
 
 

  

  

   

 

 

  

 
 

 

   

 

 

    

 

 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

  

  

 

  

 

  

 

 
  

 

  

 

  

    

 

 

 

Karuk Tribe 
Sociocultural/Socioeconomics Effects Analysis Technical Report 

The American Heart Association (AHA) recommends eating fish at least twice a 

week (every day for those with heart disease), particularly fatty fish like salmon 

which are high in two kinds of omega-3 fatty acids: eicosapentaenoic acid (EPA) 

and docosahexaenoic acid (DHA), which have demonstrated benefits for reducing 

heart disease.  Omega 3 fatty acids have been found to help with other such 

diseases as diabetes (Norgaard, 2005) (American Heart Association, accessed 

September 2010).  Spring Chinook salmon were particularly important: 

―Of the many fish species…the Spring Chinook salmon have historically 
been the most important…Spring Chinook had the highest volume of 
fish, a reliable run, higher fat content, was in the best physical condition, 

tasted better, and came in the Spring, a critical time for food…The 
particular importance of Spring Chinook salmon for tribes in the region 

is noted by early anthropologists (e.g., Gunther 1926; Rostland 1959).‖ 
(Norgaard, November 2005, p. 32). 

2.1.2.3.5 Diabetes 

Diabetes is a major contributor to morbidity and is the fourth leading cause of 

death among all American Indians.  According to an analysis of Karuk Tribal 

medical records, diabetes rates are about 21 percent (nearly four times the 

national average) for the Karuk Tribe, and 70 percent of Tribal members over age 

60 reported having diabetes (Norgaard, 2005, pp. 39-40). 

In terms of prevention and treatment, recent studies show that lifestyle changes 

can prevent or delay the onset of type II diabetes among people at high risk.  For 

example, prediabetics can reduce the rate of onset type II diabetes by 58 percent 

by losing 5-7 percent of their weight and exercising at least about 2 hours per 

week, (CDC, accessed September 2010).  The Karuk Tribal focus on diabetes 

awareness, management, and prevention occurs in part through ‗diabetic 
luncheons,‘ and articles in the Tribal newspaper (Karuk Tribe, Winter, 2010). 

From a socioeconomic standpoint, Norgaard found that diabetes is costly in 

several respects: 

―Diabetes is a costly disease not only in terms of medical care costs but 
also in terms of human costs.  Of patients with Type II diabetes, 

20 percent develop kidney disease, 45 percent develop cardiovascular 

related diseases and 50 percent suffer from hypertension.  And the rates 

for these conditions are even higher for American Indian people (Joe and 

Young, 1993, p. 3).‖ (Norgaard, 2005, p. 39). 

The Norgaard report also noted that nerve damage resulting from high blood 

glucose levels often leads to amputations and/or infections, and that the CDC 
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reported additional such complications as blindness, disability, decreased quality 

of life and premature death that affect Indians disproportionately (Norgaard, 2005, 

pp. 39, 47). 

2.1.2.3.6 Obesity 

Obesity is strongly related to altered diet and is frequently a cause of the increase 

in the incidence of diabetes (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 44).  Nutrition is an 

important factor in obesity, and being overweight is a leading contributor to heart 

disease and the most prevalent form of diabetes, type II.  Relatively small weight 

losses are associated with large decreases in risks associated with developing 

and managing heart disease and diabetes (American Heart Association, 

September 2010). 

A study of California childhood obesity found that some racial groups had 

declining rates of obesity, but for American Indian girls, obesity rates increased 

while rates for their male counterparts saw no change to a modest decline.  

Because of the serious health consequences and increasing rates of obesity, 

childhood weight data will be collected by IHS for 2010 reports on Indian 

Country health.  Traditional foods require physical activity and are low calorie 

and more specifically, a daily portion of fish is recommended by the American 

Heart Association for people with heart disease, and at least two to three times per 

week as a preventative measure. 

Obesity is the leading contributor to the onset of type II diabetes, and rates for 

children have been increasing.  In ―Disparities in Peaks, Plateaus, and Declines in 

Prevalence of High BMI Among Adolescents,‖ it was found that there was a 
decline in obesity prevalence for California‘s Caucasian and Asian youth since 

2005, but a continuation of increases for American Indian girls and remained 

about the same for American Indian boys (only the top percentile group had a 

decline).  Data was analyzed from 2001 to 2008 (Madsen, K.A., et. al., August 16, 

2010).  The trends may indicate greater disparities over time, particularly for the 

severely obese. 

2.1.2.3.7 Diet and Nutrition 

The Subsistence Fishery part of the Present Conditions section of this document 

discussed the estimated quantities of salmon historically consumed (about 

1.5 pounds per person per day) by Tribal members and the almost non-existent 

amounts of today.  This section discusses details of the nutritional value of fish, 

especially salmon, the link with diseases, and the USDA Commodity Food 

Program. 
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2.1.2.3.7.1 Omega-3 Fatty Acids and Fish 

A daily portion of fish is recommended by the American Heart Association 

(AHA) for people with heart disease, and at least two to three times per week as a 

preventative measure, primarily for the omega 3 fatty acids which are highest in 

wild salmon, (AHA Web site accessed November 2010).  Norgaard researched 

and described some of the omega 3 benefits: 

―Omega-3 fatty acids have been linked with a number of significant 

health benefits including reduced risk of heart attacks, strokes and 

Alzheimer, prevention of osteoporosis, a diabetic treatment, improved 

mental health and improved brain development in infants…A number of 
studies indicate beneficial effects of omega-3 fatty acids on various 

forms of depression…(Bruinsma, 2000; Hibbeln, 1998).‖ (Norgaard, 

2005, pp. 50-51). 

2.1.2.3.7.2 Shift from Traditional to Western Diet and Disease 

Norgaard‘s report included an analysis of Karuk Tribal survey results in which 

members stated that overweight, diabetes, and heart disease were relatively new 

and coincided with the shift from a traditional to a Western diet.  For example, 

66 percent of Karuk members surveyed reported that diabetes appeared in their 

families for the first time around the 1970s, which is when salmon runs declined 

significantly in the middle Klamath River reach.  More specifically, Norgaard 

found that the correlation was strongest with the disappearance of Spring Chinook 

salmon: 

―Spring Chinook was the most important source of salmon in the Karuk 

diet in terms of both volume and nutritional quality…self-reported 

information about when consumption of Spring Chinook salmon stopped 

or became an insignificant food sources and when diabetes first appeared 

in Karuk families shows almost a perfect match, with the rise in diabetes 

following the loss of Spring Chinook in the diet.‖ (Norgaard, 2005, 

pp. 39-53). 

Norgaard listed numerous studies in which a Western diet was introduced to 

American Indian Tribes and other native groups and within a month or so, they 

began to experience diabetes, and in some cases, heart disease as well (Norgaard, 

2005, pp. 51-53), and a primary example has been the USDA commodity food 

program. 

2.1.2.3.7.3 USDA Commodity Food Program 

The commodity food program distributes food to Indian reservations, and has 

been comprised mainly of high sugar/simple carbohydrates, low fiber, highly 

processed foods that are often high in ‗bad‘ fats.  Commodity food programs 
appear to be linked to obesity among Indians: 
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―Significant concern has been expressed about commodity foods 

distributed to Indian people as a cause of obesity (USDA Food and 

Nutrition Service 1991) since the use of this program is high among 

Indian populations.  Other studies have discussed the poor availability of 

high fiber, low fat foods in commodity food programs and called for 

change in these programs (Burhansstipanov and Dresser, 1994).‖ 

(Norgaard, 2005, p. 46). 

2.1.2.3.8	 Social Conditions:  Food Insecurity, Poverty, Stress, and 
Health Implications 

In addition to the high degree of trauma and stress from losing much of their 

culture, land, fish, barter economy, in addition to experiencing high disease and 

mortality rates, and many important associated factors, Karuk Tribal members 

have the added stress of meeting basic needs.  Previous sections of this document 

discussed high poverty rates that indicate many families are food insecure 

and/or have difficulty in meeting other basic needs.  Norgaard‘s research and 

observations for the Karuk Tribe revealed social and psychological stress when 

she stated that: ―Difficulty in meeting basic needs results in overwhelming 
physical and psychological stress,‖ which can directly and indirectly compound 

existing health conditions (Norgaard, 2005, p. 57). 

2.1.2.3.9 Health Care Costs 

This section discusses higher health care costs nationwide resulting from heart 

disease, diabetes, and obesity. 

2.1.2.3.9.1 Heart Disease Costs 

In 2010, heart disease will cost the United States $316.4 billion, and includes the 

cost of health care services, medications, and lost productivity.  Since 1998, the 

CDC has funded state health departments' efforts to reduce the number of people 

with heart disease and stroke.  Health departments in 41 states and the District of 

Columbia currently receive funding.  The program stresses policy and education 

to promote heart-healthy and stroke-free living and working conditions (CDC, 

accessed September 2010). 

Large amounts of Federal funding are allocated for direct services to Tribes for 

diabetes and heart disease, and for research and education programs specific to 

American Indians designed to reduce the high rates of heart disease and diabetes.  

Direct costs of the top diseases and causes of death have been monetized for the 

general population and are included in this section.  In terms of indirect costs, 

there are numerous Federal programs that are researching these problems and 

educational programs that stress the benefits of eating foods that happen to be part 

of a traditional diet such as that of the Karuk Tribe.  For example, the CDC‘s 
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Native Diabetes Wellness Program (NDWP) has recognized the need and 

importance of trying to influence diet choices to curb the diabetes epidemic by 

using culturally sensitive information and education of Indian children. 

2.1.2.3.9.2 Diabetes Costs 

The prevalence of diabetes has continued to grow with the total reaching 

17.5 million by 2007.  Medical costs for people diagnosed with diabetes are about 

2.3 times higher than the rest of the population.  Total costs (direct and indirect) 

of diabetes was estimated to be $174 billion, with direct medical costs at about 

$116 billion and indirect costs (disability, work loss, premature death) at 

$58 billion nationwide (2007 dollars).  Hospital inpatient care was the largest 

percentage of costs at about half, medication and supplies were about 12 percent, 

prescriptions 11 percent, and physician office visits about 9 percent.  In terms 

of direct medical costs, annual excess expenditures for the diabetic population 

was found to be $3,808 for people under 45 years old, $5,094 for people ages 

45-64, and $9,713 for people over age 65.  The report noted that ―the actual 

national burden of diabetes is likely to exceed the $174 billion estimate because it 

omits the social cost of intangibles such as pain and suffering, care provided by 

nonpaid caregivers, excess medical costs for health care expenditure categories 

such as health care system administrative costs, over-the-counter medications, 

clinician training programs, and research and infrastructure development.‖ (ADA 

and CDC, accessed October 2010). 

2.1.2.3.9.3 Obesity Costs 

Recent national estimates of the cost of obesity totaled about $147 billion (2008 

dollars) (Finkelstein, E.A., et al., 2009).  Researchers investigated the average 

annual increase in medical spending associated with obesity, and found it to be 

37.4 percent, or about $732 more per patient (2002 dollars) (Finkelstein, 

Fiebelkorn, and Wang, 2003).  Research results were similar in a 2002 study 

that found obese adults annually incur about $395, or 36 percent higher 

medical expenditures than normal-weight adults under age 65 (Sturm, 

March/April 2002). 

2.1.2.3.10 Water Quality Concerns 

There have been health warnings about water quality problems in Iron Gate and 

Copco reservoirs which concern and affect Tribal members for fishing, 

ceremonies, swimming, gathering basketry materials, and other uses of the 

Klamath River by tribal members.  Often after contact with the water, members 

have described rash symptoms (attachment 4a) (Tucker, 2010). 
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Water quality concerns affect or potentially affect Karuk health in several ways: 

Direct contact with the River water for ceremonies, fishing, swimming, or 

similar activities. 

Concerns about consumption of potentially contaminated fish species. 

Avoidance or reduced reliance on traditional foods as a result of concerns 

about contaminated fisheries. Impacts of not having access to (or in this 

case, avoiding) sufficient amounts of fish, lamprey, and shellfish were 

discussed in the first part of this Health section. 

2.1.2.3.10.1 Direct Klamath River Water Contact/Consumption 

Ceremonies and ceremonial leaders are adversely affected by the need to 

commune directly with the Klamath River water, a problem described by the 

Karuk Tribe in comments on the FERC DEIS in the FERC record: 

―Water quality also affects the ability of Fatawana, or World Renewal 
Priests, to conduct ceremonies. Pikiavish starts with the Spring Salmon 

Ceremony [which used to be in early spring] and continues throughout 

late summer into early fall.  Key ceremonial participants bath multiple 

times a day in the Klamath River for ten days straight.  This is the time 

that the KHP has its most egregious impacts on water quality and KHP 

induced algae blooms are at their zenith.‖ (Karuk Tribe, December 1, 

2006, p. 4). 

The Karuk World Renewal ceremony is completed when the medicine man 

reaches the Klamath River at the end of his long journey and drinks water from 

the river.  Currently, this does not occur very often because toxic algae blooms 

have led to health warnings along the river that have stated children and pets are 

at greatest risk (attachment 4b).  However, children are still known to jump in the 

river and drink the water at the end of the ceremony with the adults.  Bathing in 

the Klamath River and its tributaries is a requirement for participants in the Brush 

Dance Ceremony and may be associated with funeral services, subsistence 

practices, recreational swimming, courtship, and individual hygiene. 

The Karuk Tribe specified the criteria necessary, in its view and for its uses, for 

safe contact with the water: ―Water conditions must be safe for what is usually 
termed ‗recreational contact‘ as well as human consumption (Salter, 2006),‖ (Ibid. 

p. 5). 

Historically, Tribal members described swimming as a common activity until the 

toxic algae began to flourish in more recent times: ―Swimming in the Klamath 
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will infect any open sores you might have,‖ Scott Quinn, Tribal member (Salter, 

2003). Similarly, the Karuk Tribe expressed concern about possible effects to 

fishermen by the presence of toxic algae: 

―To date, no study has evaluated the impact of algal toxins on these 

fishermen who come into contact with water as well as breath water 

vapors from the river.  Both contact and inhalation of vapors are 

considered microcystin exposure pathways by the World Health 

Organization [WHO].‖ (Karuk Tribe, December 1, 2006, p. 7). 

In addition, concerning River water quality, the Tribe had requested that FERC 

evaluate and consider: ―…modest human consumption during ceremonies.‖ 

(Karuk Tribe, December 1, 2006, p. 7). 

The Karuk Tribe described water quality impacts of the hydroelectric dams in its 

comments on the FERC DEIS.  The Tribe‘s analysis found that Iron Gate and 

Copco Reservoirs are ―directly responsible for the high levels of cyanobacteria, 

which produce microcystin toxins (blue-green algae, or Microcystis Aeruginosa), 

leading to ―massive blooms‖ (Kann, 2006).‖ The Tribal analysis showed that 

the blue green algae and toxins supplied by the reservoirs ―…persisted and 

occasionally re-grew down river, and was detected in the Klamath River estuary 

(Kann 2006).‖ Furthermore, the Tribe stated that the hydroelectric dams and 

reservoirs create ―…taste and odor compounds in the Klamath River [that] impact 

both recreational and subsistence fisheries.‖ In addition, the reservoirs flooded 
formerly free-flowing river reaches that ―…removed taste and odor compounds 

through aeration,‖ and that organic matter produced by algal blooms ―…creates 

taste and odor compounds as it decays.‖  Taste and odor issues have impacted 

recreation/tourism, aesthetics, health advisories, and ceremonial uses for the 

Karuk reaches of the River (DOI, September 2011, including Appendix C, 

p. C-59). 

Recreation analyses for the Klamath EIS/EIR and SDOR described present 

conditions as they relate to recreation and human health, and additional 

information includes a copy of the health advisory notice that was posted at the 

reservoirs (attachment 4b): 

―In response to the [PacifiCorp recreation visitor] survey question ‗Has 
water quality ever affected your visit to the Klamath River area?‘ 
approximately two-thirds of recreational users of the subject reservoirs 

had negative perceptions of water quality, commenting on its color, 

turbidity, and odor.  The source of visitor concerns was primarily the 

brown, foamy water in free-flowing reaches and regular, extensive algae 

blooms that occur throughout the reservoirs.  Visitors reported that the 

algae produces bad odors, fouls fishing lines, and reduces the area 

available for fishing, swimming, and wading (FERC 2007).‖ (DOI, 

September 2011 p. 3.20-21). 
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In another section of the analysis, public health effects were described that extend 

to the lower Klamath River: 

―As discussed in Section 3.2, Water Quality, concentrations of 

chlorophyll-a and Microcystis aeruginosa have exceeded World Health 

Organization guidelines for protection from adverse effects in recent 

years, in both Copco 2 and Iron Gate reservoirs, as well as reaches of the 

Klamath River downstream of Iron Gate Dam. In 2005 and 2008, the 

NCRWQCB, Karuk Tribe, USEPA and other local, state, and federal 

agencies issued a warning to residents and recreational users of the river 

to use caution when near these algal blooms due to possible health 

effects of exposure to Microcystis aeruginosa and its microcystin toxin.  

Effects range from mild, non-life threatening skin conditions to 

permanent organ impairment and death, depending upon exposure time 

and intensity (FERC 2007). As identified in comments received during 

the scoping period for this EIS/EIR, these water quality issues and public 

health warnings have resulted in reduced recreational activity in affected 

river segments in recent years.‖ (Ibid p. 3.20-24). 

The River below Iron Gate Dam is a popular whitewater boating area and the 

analysis showed that health warnings have reduced the amount of white water 

boating in the middle Klamath River reach where Karuk Tribal areas are 

interspersed with USFS and BLM lands: 

―Data collected by the USFS and BLM indicate that substantially more 

whitewater boating occurs on the Klamath River below Iron Gate Dam 

than in the Klamath River upstream of J.C. Boyle Dam.  From 2001 

through 2009, the average annual person-trip-days were 10,722 per year.  

However, whitewater boating in this portion of the Klamath River has 

decreased somewhat in recent years.‖ (DOI, September 2011, p. 3.20-24 

to 3.20-25). 

2.1.2.3.10.2 Aquatic Plant, Fish/Shellfish Species, and Water Consumption 

The Karuk Tribe has concerns about the safety of consuming fish and other 

species from and along the Klamath River: 

―KHP impacts on traditional food sources other than fish, such as 
watercress, Indian rubarb, fresh water mussels, and crayfish, should be 

evaluated and considered.‖ (Karuk Tribe, December 1, 2006, p. 7). 

Water quality problems, in the view of Tribal members, have reduced the 

consumption of traditional foods which compound existing high diabetes, heart, 

obesity, and related disease rates discussed in the first part of this section of this 

document: 
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―We used to eat kaaf (Indian Rhubarb), and watercress.  Now I‘d be 

scared to eat watercress because you don‘t know where the water is 

coming from…There were lots of crayfish.  Now you don‘t see them any 
more.  We used to eat freshwater clams too.‖ Vera Davis (Salter, 2003, 

pp. 32-33). 

Basketry materials, such as willow, has been a concern in terms of water quality 

for processing, and in terms of river channel effects and quantities. 

Norgaard found concern about water quality and freshwater mussel consumption: 

―Freshwater clams are relatively abundant (although less so than in the 

past), but no longer consumed in quantity due to concerns over
 
bioaccumulation of materials in body tissues.‖ (Norgaard, 

November 2005).
 

Fish tissue advisories and shellfish consumption health advisories for toxins in 

aquatic life due to high blue-green algae blooms toxin levels emanating from the 

reservoirs were issued for areas in the hydroelectric reach and downstream, 

including Iron Gate Dam, each summer from 2007 to 2010: 

―In 2007, a M. aeruginosa bloom prompted a Yurok Tribe health 

advisory along multiple affected reaches in the Klamath River (Kann 

during July through September 2007 in the Klamath River, including 

Iron Gate and Copco 1 Reservoirs, exhibited microcystin 

bioaccumulation (Kann 2008). Results indicated that all of the 

WHO total daily intake guideline values were exceeded, including 

several observations of values exceeding acute total daily intake 

thresholds (Kann 2008). In a retrospective letter to PacifiCorp 

(August 6, 2008), the California OEHHA stated that they ―would 

have recommended against consuming mussels from the affected 

section of the Klamath River, and yellow perch from Iron Gate and 

Copco Reservoirs, because their average concentrations exceeded 

26 nanograms per gram (ng/g),‖ which is the OEHHA upper bound 

of advisory tissue levels fish or shellfish consumption (for a single 

serving per week based on 8 ounces uncooked fish). Data from 2007 

also indicate microcystin bioaccumulation in juvenile salmonids 

reared in Iron Gate hatchery (Kann 2008; see Section 3.3.3.3 Habitat 

Attributes Expected to be Affected by the Project - Water Quality -

Algal Toxins for a discussion of algal toxins as related to fish health). 

Additional public health advisories were issued in 2009 and 2010 in 

Copco 1 and Iron Gate Reservoirs, as well as downstream locations in 

the Klamath River (including locations on the Yurok Reservation), for 
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microcystin levels in ambient and/or freshwater mussel tissue (Kann 

et al. 2010a, Kann et al. 2010b, Fetcho 2010).‖(Klamath EIS/EIR 

Appendix C, p. 58). 

[And] 

―Although concentrations of both M. aeruginosa and microcystin toxin in 
the Klamath River downstream of the Hydroelectric Reach are lower 

relative to the reservoirs (Figure C-32), WHO guidelines for exposure to 

microcystin (i.e., < 4 μg/L) have been exceeded downstream of Iron Gate 

Dam on numerous occasions (Kann 2004, Kann and Corum 2009, Kann 

et al. 2010a, Fetcho 2010), including late-summer/early-fall M. 

aeruginosa blooms in September 2007, 2009, and 2010 from Iron Gate 

Dam (RM 190.1) to the mouth of the Klamath River (RM 0.0). Health 

Advisories were posted along this reach of the Klamath River (Iron Gate 

Dam to Shasta River in 2009 and 2010, due to elevated microcystis cell 

counts and/or microcystin concentrations in river water. Available data 

indicate that algal blooms in Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs have been 

responsible for the public health exceedances in the lower river (Kann 

and Corum 2009). Additionally, data from 2007 indicate microcystin 

bioaccumulation in juvenile salmonids reared in Iron Gate hatchery 

(Kann 2008) and, in 2010, algal toxins were found in salmonid tissues 

collected near Happy Camp (Kann et al. 2011) (see Section 3.3.3.3 

Habitat Attributes Expected to be Affected by the Project - Water 

Quality - Algal Toxins for a discussion of algal toxins as related to fish 

health).‖ (Ibid, p. C-60 to C-61). 

3.1 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

This section compares the No Action Alternative, or existing conditions projected 

into the future (dams in) and Action Alternative that includes implementation of 

the KHSA and KBRA.
15 

A comparison of impacts between the two alternatives is 

summarized in table 3-1.1. 

15 
The two agreements have language specifying their interdependence as a condition of 

execution. 
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Table 3.1-1.—The Karuk Tribe impacts summary table 

Indicators No Action Dam removal 

KHSA 1.  Introduction, 1.2, Purpose of the Settlement, Dam (―Facilities‖) Removal and Section 3, Affirmative Determination 

Note: It is assumed that the KHSA and KBRA would both be implemented; however, for analysis purposes only, the most 
significant and relevant portions of the KBRA were examined individually. 

Fisheries Continuation of declining anadromous fish populations available 
for subsistence. Increasingly limited opportunities to continue 
practicing a traditional lifestyle and ceremonies that center on a 
salmon culture and require a healthy river.  Continuation of 
insufficient numbers of salmon for barter.  Continued weakening 
of tribal identity and other social and cultural conditions.  
Continuation of unnatural hydrograph and reservoir retention that 
contributes to algae toxins, higher summer water temperatures, 
and other water quality conditions that adversely affect fisheries, 
health of the river, and traditional uses. 

Additional quantities of anadromous fish available for 
subsistence beginning around 2020 to 2060.  Greater 
opportunities to continue practicing a traditional lifestyle 
and ceremonies that center on a salmon culture and 
require a healthy river. Possibility of sufficient salmon 
numbers for barter.  Strengthened tribal identity and other 
social and cultural conditions. More natural hydrograph 
would improve algae toxins, improve summer water 
temperatures and other water quality conditions that 
adversely affect fisheries, health of the river, and 
traditional uses. 

Employment Limited opportunities to improve high poverty rates and low Opportunity for tribal members to improve high poverty 
and income income conditions with subsistence fishing and barter. 

Continuation of high unemployment and low income levels, and 
limited potential for improved social conditions related to poverty.  
Water quality problems would likely continue to be preclude any 
potential recreation or tourism opportunities. 

and low income conditions with additional subsistence 
fishing, and possibly barter beginning around 2020 to 
2060.  Potential to improve high unemployment levels 
directly or indirectly from dam deconstruction around 2020. 
Potential for improved social conditions related to poverty. 
Water quality improvements would likely provide the 
potential to develop recreation or tourism opportunities. 
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Table 3.1-1.—The Karuk Tribe impacts summary table 

Indicators No Action Dam removal 

Health Limited opportunity to alleviate high diabetes, heart disease, and 
obesity rate trends and associated high costs, disability, and 
mortality rates through increased fish consumption. Continued 
relative heavy reliance on commodity and processed foods. 
Some degree of poor water quality conditions are expected to 
continue, and are likely to include possible quality-related health 
concerns or effects from fishing, ceremonial bathing, drinking and 
other uses, gathering and processing basketry plants, and 
gathering and ingesting plants for medicinal and traditional food 
purposes. 

From about 2020 to 2060, opportunity for improvement in 
diabetes, heart disease, and obesity rate trends and 
associated high costs, disability rates, and mortality rates 
with greater fish availability, especially for elders. 
Reduced reliance on commodity and other processed 
foods. Improved Klamath River water quality could reduce 
or eliminate adverse health effects from fishing, 
ceremonial bathing, drinking and other uses, gathering 
and processing basketry plants, and gathering and 
ingesting plants for medicinal and traditional food 
purposes. 

KBRA Part VII. Tribal Program, 32. Tribal Participation in Fisheries and Other Programs 

Fisheries Limited opportunities for participation in cooperative resource 
management. 

Program funds for fishery management and conservation 
roles would occur between about 2012 and 2021, 
enhancing tribal participation, fisheries, identity, social 
conditions, and self determination. 

Employment Limited opportunities for additional tribal income and employment Program funds for fishery management and conservation 
and income and economic development support that could improve 

unemployment, poverty rates, and income levels. 
roles would occur between about 2012 and 2021, which 
could improve high unemployment and poverty rates, 
including funds for an economic development study that 
could strengthen the Tribal economy. 

Health Limited opportunity to change high diabetes, heart disease, and 
obesity rate trends and associated high costs, disability, and 
mortality rates.  Continued heavy reliance on 
commodity/processed foods. 

Fishery management and conservation support would 
enhance tribal participation, State-recognized fisheries, 
cultural identity, and social conditions, encouraging more 
fish consumption and less reliance on commodity food. 
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In terms of the action alternative, execution of the KHSA would remove Iron 

Gate, J.C. Boyle, Copco 1 and Copco 2 hydroelectric dams that prevent coho 

salmon, Chinook salmon, steelhead, and Pacific lamprey anadromous species 

from migrating above Iron Gate Dam to Upper Klamath Basin habitat. 

The goals of the KBRA are to restore and maintain ecological functionality and 

connectivity of historic fish habitats and re-establish and maintain naturally 

sustainable fish populations, including harvest opportunities.  The KBRA 

Fisheries Program will, among other actions, provide for reintroduction of 

anadromous species above the current site of Iron Gate Dam, including tributaries 

to Upper Klamath Lake.  It would emphasize strategies and actions to restore and 

maintain a properly functioning Upper Klamath Lake and River processes and 

conditions, while also striving to maintain or enhance economic stability of 

adjacent landowners.  In addition, it would prioritize habitat restoration and 

monitoring actions to ensure the greatest return on expenditures.  Both agreements 

include measures that would improve water quality, particularly the KHSA dam 

removal which would reduce toxic algae accumulation in the four reservoirs, 

especially Iron Gate and the Copco dams.  Under implementation, an increase in 

the amount and availability of fish is expected to restore much of the cultural, 

social, economic, and health deterioration of the past and would enhance the trust 

responsibility for Karuk economic, social, and health support. 

3.1.1	 No Action: Potential Impacts without the KHSA 
and KBRA 

Expert panel, biological subgroup draft Synthesis report, draft EIS/EIR, and DOI 

report information (June 2011a and b) were used for drawing conclusions about 

potential impacts to species.
16 

3.1.1.1	 Subsistence Fishery 

―Since time immemorial Karuk people have relied directly on the land 

and rivers for food.  Salmon, eel, sturgeon, steelhead trout….and game 
were plentiful and healthy sources of food for generations.  The dramatic 

decline in eel and salmonid populations that once supplied over half the 

Karuk diet has occurred within the lifetime of most adults alive today.  

With the loss of the most important food source, Spring Chinook salmon 

in the 1970s, the Karuk people hold the dubious honor of experiencing 

one of the most recent and dramatic diet shifts of any Native tribe in the 

United States.  A high percentage of Karuk people continue to fish and 

16 
Hamilton, et al., November 23, 2010, Synthesis of the effects to fish species of two 

management scenarios for the Secretarial Determination on removal of the lower four dams on the 

Klamath River, Final Draft 
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hunt traditional foods, however over 80 % report that they are unable to 

harvest enough to meet their family needs.‖ (Norgaard, November 2005, 

pp. 1-2). 

―Last year we caught an all-time low, less than a hundred fish at Ishi 

Pishi Falls with extended effort…What about lamprey?  What about 
sturgeon?  What about the spring salmon?  What about the fall run?  

We‘re talking about a total collapse in our fishery.‖ Ron Reed, 
Traditional Karuk Fisherman. (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 13). 

According to the biological subgroup report the Klamath Basin was once the 

third-largest producer of salmon in the United States (Institute for Fisheries 

Resources 2006) that produced large runs of steelhead, Chinook salmon, coho 

salmon, green sturgeon, euchelon, coastal cutthroat trout, and Pacific lamprey 

(Hamilton, et al., June 13, 2011). 

Historically, most species were used for subsistence, as early observers and elder 

Tribal members have recounted, and the Tribe depends on these species presently 

if they are available, and if not available, the Tribe would like them to become 

available again: Spring- and fall-run Chinook Salmon, coho salmon, steelhead, 

Pacific lamprey, trout, and sturgeon (green and white).  Spring- and fall-run 

Chinook are central components of the most important ceremony, Pikiavish 

(World Renewal) Ceremony in which the First Salmon Ceremony is a vital 

component.  Lamprey is ―…a much esteemed food source…‖ and has important 

nutrients, particularly for the elders (Karuk Tribe, 2011, p. 9). Another traditional 

food and culturally important species is the fresh water clam or mussel (DOI, June 

2011a, pp. 3-31). Crayfish are another subsistence food and an integral element 

in the Pikiavish (World Renewal) Ceremony. Some riparian vegetation is also 

used for medicinal purposes and as subsistence foods, such as watercress and 

rhubarb (Karuk Tribe, December 1, 2006, p. 4). 

Table 3.1-2 summarizes projected current conditions (no action) without KHSA 

and KBRA actions. The variety and plentitude of fish species in the middle 

Klamath River was a large part of the Tribe‘s seasonal round, food security, and 

culture that has gradually declined over passing decades beginning with Copco I 

Dam, but especially since IGD was constructed around 1962. Karuk Tribal 

members described the changes they have experienced in subsistence fishing with 

the dams, particularly Iron Gate Dam, over several generations: 

[pre IGD] Harold (age 54)[father]: ―I started when I was 16, first time I 
dipped I caught 87 fish.  But there was a lot of fish then….that would 
have been in ‘66.  The river was a lot bigger and there was a lot more 

fish.‖ 
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Table 3.1-2.—Summary of No Action Alternative conditions by species 

Coho salmon 
(threatened) 

Significant impact on essential fish habitat and continuation 
of downward trend. 

Spring Chinook salmon Significant impact on essential fish habitat and continuation 
of low levels, possibly become extinct. 

Fall Chinook salmon Significant impact on essential fish habitat and continuation 
of downward trend. 

Pacific lamprey Trends range from little change in current low levels to a 
decline. 

Steelhead trout Some uncertainty. 

Green Sturgeon 
(threatened) 

Some uncertainty. 

Trout - Redband/Rainbow Redband/rainbow below IGD would likely decline. 

Crayfish No change. 

Mussels or Freshwater 
Clams 

No change. 

Riparian vegetation used 
for food, ceremonial, and 
subsistence purposes 

No change—poor hydrograph (affecting quantity and 
quality of plants) and water quality/bioaccumulation 
concerns would persist. 

Sources: See attachment 7. 

[post IGD] Bill (age 31)[son]: ―First time I dipped…It was the first day 
of Pikiavish, I asked Dad if I could fish before him.  There wasn‘t any 
fish yet that year, they usually come in two months earlier, but they just 

weren‘t there.  I threw it in there and I got one.  I got the first fish of the 
year, the only one caught that day.‖ (Norgaard, November 2005, p. 23). 

Under No Action, or conditions without the KHSA and KBRA, one the most 

important species to the Tribe, spring run Chinook would continue to be 

unavailable and others are in danger of going below harvest levels or would 

continue to be unavailable or potentially unsafe due to water quality problems— 
all of which have significant economic, social, cultural, and trust responsibility 

impacts.
17 

Spring run Chinook salmon would continue to be essentially absent and could 

become extinct, and fall-run Chinook salmon populations would continue to 

decline. Spring Chinook are particularly important because they come relatively 

17 
The Federal Government has a trust responsibility to support the health, economic, and social 

welfare of federally recognized tribes. For additional trust information, see the trust section of the 

Klamath Facilities Removal EIS/EIR and DOI, June 2011a, June 2011b. 
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early in the seasonal round and are highest in fat content, similar to Pacific 

Lamprey, and salmon traditionally comprised up to about half of the Karuk diet. 

(Norgaard, 2003). 

Fall run Chinook, and possibly Pacific Lamprey and steelhead, would continue a 

downward trend and Tribal members have documented the fact that these primary 

remaining sources of high quality subsistence foods do not meet the needs of the 

current population and level of demand. 

In addition to adverse Chinook salmon impacts, coho salmon is expected to 

remain threatened and continue declining.  Various species of lamprey are 

important to Karuk Tribal members, as discussed in the Historic and Present 

Conditions Sections, and projected trends range from essentially no change from 

current low levels to declines.  Steelhead trout were, and remain another 

important fishery that is likely to decline under No Action.  Green sturgeon, 

another traditional subsistence species, is expected to remain at low levels.  Trout 

below IGD is at reduced levels, but stable which would continue through the 

project period.  The Karuk Tribe did not prefer suckers, but relied on them when 

necessary for subsistence, and the Klamath Smallscale Sucker is fairly abundant 

and conditions are expected to remain unchanged.  Klamath Largescale Sucker 

projections range from no change to possible ESA listing.  Karuk Tribal members 

have been particularly concerned about impacts to crayfish and mussels in terms 

of water quality impacts, health, and consumption (discussed in more detail in the 

Health section and attachment 4a).  The Klamath EIS/EIR stated that there would 

be a less than significant impact on species such as crayfish and mussels. 

Overall economic, social, cultural, and health resource impacts of having 

insufficient fish runs and stocks available for traditional uses would continue past 

trends.  The Karuk Tribe had a subsistence lifestyle that was sharply affected 

beginning in the late 1960s and 1970s when IGD exacerbated hydrograph and 

water quality problems along the River.  The hydrograph became increasingly 

unnatural, stranding fry and changing the River channel that compromised fish 

and vegetation habitat along the River banks.  Water temperatures have risen, 

contributing to fish runs shifting later into the season that resulted in more fish 

disease and mortality.  Additionally, the proliferation of blue algae toxins cultured 

by the hydroelectric reservoirs has contributed to declining fish populations and 

drapes fishing nets which lowers fishing success.  Existing water quality trends 

would be expected to continue to some extent (DOI, September and expert panel 

reports). 

During the same time period, the Karuk Tribe experienced a cultural revitalization 

that has gained momentum up to the present.  Declining (or potentially 

disappearing) spring and fall run Chinook could, at some point in the project 

period, make practicing the Karuk religious ceremonies related to Pikiavish 
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essentially impossible. The Tribe‘s modest social, cultural and economic gains 

would be expected to slow, stall, and possibly decline as remaining key fish 

species continue to decline or are lost forever. 

As an example, a Tribal member commented on the economic, social, and cultural 

need to be able to practice the First Salmon Ceremony (which requires spring-run 

Chinook salmon) as it was historically held: 

―With every species that we lose, that we no longer have access to, that 

doesn‘t help to sustain us, is another link that‘s broken.  So it‘s vitally 
important to us….over the years, in my lifetime all of our ceremonies 
that our folks once did, every last one of them [ceremonies] has returned 

with one exception [the First Salmon Ceremony].  And how do you 

perform the Spring Salmon Ceremony…when the physical act of going 
out and harvesting that first fish won‘t happen?  You could be out there 
for a very long time to try to find that first fish and maybe you won‘t at 
all…So, will that ceremony ever come back?  Well, I don‘t know.  But, 

once again, it‘s a link that‘s broken.  And restoring that link is vital.  It is 
a missing component.  It‘s a resource that is missing from our people, it 
is missing from our culture, our religion. Leaf Hillman, 2004.― 
(Norgaard, November 2005, p. 35). 

Although the Karuk Tribe does not currently have reserved, Federally protected 

trust fishing rights, the overall trust responsibility of the U.S. Government to 

provide for the health, social, economic, and overall welfare of the Karuk Tribe 

would continue to be weak under the No Action Alternative: 

―…the lack of fish in the local economy has effects on general tribal 
health and cultural well-being.  The Karuk Tribe, when asked whether 

such trust resources were affected by the current dam operations, 

emphatically responded ‗Yes.‘ Those [Tribal members] representing the 

Tribe at the [DOI government-to-government] meeting went on to relate 

that water quality and fish returns have diminished, and, being a tribe 

that lives alongside the river, their aesthetic quality of life has also 

diminished.  They rarely bathe in the river [as was historically the case], 

and in an area with fewer available fish, tribal members are likely to 

consume less of the traditional food base and pay less attention to the 

culturally inherited management traditions of a ‗Salmon People.‘ This 
has led to related impacts to tribal health such as higher rates of obesity, 

diabetes, heart disease, and stroke and mental diseases such as 

depression.‖ (DOI, June 2011a, p. 3-43). 

No action would mean a continuation of an impaired sense of Tribal identity and 

social trauma that began about 150 years ago with loss of their traditional territory 

and again about 40 years ago when fish runs began a dramatic decline, 

particularly spring-run Chinook, and diabetes, heart disease, and associated 

disability and mortality rates rose dramatically. Water quality began declining 
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and water fluctuations were often frequent and dramatic which served to diminish 

other River-based traditional uses. With only one fishing location, reduced fish 

populations, an unnatural hydrograph, and related factors that threaten tribal 

cultures, Norgaard and others describe the consequence as ‗cultural genocide.‘ 

Social values and methods for achieving economic well-being have been 

transmitted to successive generations by teaching and practicing concepts 

of redistribution of wealth (fish) to extended family and dependent populations 

within the community, which would continue to be adversely impacted, 

particularly for the children, because what is largely unavailable cannot be used 

or distributed (and an unnatural hydrograph interferes with ceremonies as well): 

―When a people‘s identity and cultural practices are closely associated 

with a species that no longer thrives, a sense of connection and belonging 

is lost [Norgaard, Chapter 5, 2005].  Young people feel this loss of 

belonging especially intensely…When tribal celebrations require that the 

tribe and visitors feast on salmon and no salmon is to be found… it is 
disheartening to have to make a trip into town to purchase imported fish 

from a grocery chain store [or consider substituting other species].  The 

results can be depression, alienation, and withdrawal… creating a 

malaise that lingers among the people subject to these conditions.‖ 
(DOI, June 2011a, pp. 1-7). 

Adverse cultural and social impacts would include problems stemming from the 

continuation of impaired Tribal and cultural identity.  The Karuk have many 

ceremonies in common with the Yurok and Hoopa, such as the Jump Ceremony, 

White Deerskin or World Renewal Ceremony (which includes the Boat Dance 

Ceremony); ritual bathing in the River is a necessary component for them all.  

The critically important Pikiavish (‗fix the world‘) Ceremony, with the First 

Salmon Ceremony as a crucial initial component, would not have the potential of 

being reinstated in the Spring with the first salmon run as had traditionally been 

done for centuries.  In addition to its cultural and religious significance, the First 

Salmon Ceremony served an important resource management role. 

The Karuk Vice Chairman explained cultural impacts of drastically reduced 

salmon availability: 

There is no part of our culture that is not adversely touched [by impacts 

of the dams] clear down to religion and the practice of religion.  The 

practice of ceremonial, ritualistic practices like the boat dance.  Where 

are we going to do a boat dance because we can‘t do it any longer at the 

original site because the river channel has been so drastically altered that 

it is impossible to do it there any longer.  Probably no mitigation short of 

removing the dams will make a difference.  I say that based on 

experience and practicality.‖ Leaf Hillman, Vice Chairman of the Karuk 

Tribe. (Salter, 2003). 
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The regional barter system that was a thriving economy prior to European contact 

would continue to be adversely affected as Karuk Tribal members would continue 

to have insufficient salmon supplies to trade. 

3.1.1.2 Employment and Income 

The trend of declining varieties and populations of fish for subsistence fishing to 

supplement low incomes, improve poverty conditions, and for barter would 

remain unchanged for a growing Tribal population.  Fishing has been considered 

an essential component of a family‗s security which would continue to be 

threatened under no action and has considerable social and health implications: 

―There is a loss of a sense of pride in being able to be a food provider as 

salmon fishermen, and this pertains to other species as well.  There is a 

sense of pride in having an identity and a role and doing what you were 

put here to do by the Creator, versus what happens to people‘s 
[psychological] and emotional and mental health when they are unable to 

fulfill that role. There is a huge mental health component to being able 

to provide, versus when you are not able to provide.  There is a shame of 

not having a space to fit into, especially for young people.  This relates to 

the dams, because the dams are responsible for a lack of spawning 

habitat and are changing the river systems in many ways.  They are 

changing water quality, water temperature, flow regimes-all the 

traditional pieces in the system are having an impact on what is 

happening in the river below.‖ (Karuk Tribe, 2011, pp. 23-24). 

The Karuk Reservation and surrounding areas where many Tribal members live 

are projected to continue to have high unemployment and poverty rates and low 

incomes compared with surrounding non-Indian populations and the counties and 

the State.  Karuk Reservation unemployment was about two to three times that of 

most surrounding areas, the counties, and the State. The Census 2009 estimates 

for Reservation unemployment indicate rates that could have increased to about 

three to five times higher than surrounding area general population rates. Based 

on BIA data, the unemployment rate was 63% in 2005.  The Karuk Reservation 

had the lowest per capita income of all surrounding areas at half or less than for 

other areas, particularly for the Indian population.  More than half the population 

was in poverty in the 2000 Census, and the 2009 Census estimate showed an 

increased to about 60 percent, and previous Tribal surveys have placed it as high 

as 80 percent. All families with a female head of household, no husband present, 

with children under 18 years of age were in poverty. The Tribe has noted that the 

social, cultural, and economic disparities created by the KHP are disproportionate 

impacts, and therefore are also considered environmental justice issues. 

Potential opportunities are limited for improving high unemployment and low 

income levels since the area is quite remote, the main industry in the region has 
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been timber-based which remains weak, recreation in the area has declined, and 

Tribal members tend to be at a disadvantage in terms of education, training, and 

discrimination for other relatively few area jobs. The potential for improved 

social conditions related to poverty is limited.  For these reasons, the development 

and growth of Tribal education, job training, and employment programs has been 

important.  However, Tribal economic development would continue to be 

constrained by the lack of abundant resources (i.e., timber, fish, clean water, etc.), 

and limited amounts of land owned by the Tribe, including a lack of sufficient 

funds for business development. Poor water quality conditions would likely 

continue to make investments in local recreation/tourism highly unlikely since 

River-based recreation has been declining in large part because of health 

advisories (one example includes attachment 4b, but there have been newspaper 

articles and other advisories, and other sources cited in Section 2.1.2.3.10). 

3.1.1.3 Health 

A no action scenario would be continuing high rates of diabetes, heart disease, 

and related diseases with high mortality rates.  Reliance on commodity foods 

would likely continue.  Higher disease rates are correlated with higher costs to the 

Tribe and Federal Government and are inconsistent with the intent of the Federal 

trust responsibility to Federally recognized tribes in providing social, economic, 

and health well being. Poor water quality creates health concerns and problems, 

and contributes to traditional food-avoidance. 

Trends, documented by Norgaard, began with a shift from a traditional diet 

resulting largely from declining salmon populations that accelerated during the 

during the 1970s when the spring run Chinook essentially disappeared.  Changes 

were described as dramatic and correlated with the appearance of diabetes and 

other diseases (Norgaard, 2005).  The decline in traditional food available in the 

Tribal diet has had adverse health effects as it was largely replaced by USDA 

commodity foods which are highly processed, high sugar and fat foods that many 

tribes have had to rely on to help feed their people given high unemployment and 

poverty rates.  Norgaard found that omega-3 fatty acids, abundant in salmon 

(especially spring Chinook), have been linked with a number of significant health 

benefits, including: 
18 

―…reduced risk of heart attacks, strokes and Alzheimer, prevention of 
osteoporosis, a diabetic treatment, improved mental health and improved 

brain development in infants…[and] beneficial effects …on various 

forms of depression…(Bruinsma 2000; Hibbeln 1998).‖ (Norgaard, 

2005, pp. 50-51). 

18 
The American Heart Association recommends consuming fish, especially salmon, at least 

two to three times a week as a preventative measure for heart disease and obesity. 
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The diet shift resulted in high heart disease, diabetes, and obesity rates with 

associated high direct and indirect social and monetary costs and higher mortality 

rates.  Tribal health problems are compounded by food insecurity and other 

poverty-related stress.  Diabetes in particular tends to have a higher rate of 

complications that result in disability.  High disease rates and associated social 

and cultural costs would include a continuation of high rates of premature 

disabilities and death in older age groups that limit ‗intellectual capital;‘ the 
ability of elders to pass along Tribal culture and social structure to younger 

generations.  Economic costs estimated for the national population are about 

$316 billion annually in 2010 dollars for heart disease, $174 billion annually in 

2007 dollars for diabetes, and about 36 percent more health care expenses for 

obese people.  Health costs associated with diabetes and obesity would likely 

continue with a no action scenario. 

A lack of sufficient fish supplies has profound health effects.  All Karuk religious 

and world-views, including ceremonies, are adversely affected by non-existent 

and diminishing fish runs, poor water quality, and an unnatural hydrograph. Over 

the past 50 years various Tribal members have attested to the fact (including the 

Karuk Tribal Department of Natural Resources) that the large, rapid fluctuations 

in water flows often strand large numbers of fry and ammocoetes. 

Although existing efforts are expected to improve water quality (full implementation 

of Oregon and California TMDLs) eventually (decades), the extent is not clear, and 

algal blooms would likely still be present, especially Iron Gate Dam: 

―Continued impoundment of water at the Four Facilities would continue 

to support growth conditions for toxin-producing nuisance algal species 

such as MSAE, resulting in high seasonal concentrations of cyanotoxins 

(e.g., microcystin) and chlorophyll-a transported into the lower Klamath 

River downstream of Iron Gate Dam….‖ (DOI, August 2011 [April 11, 

2011, pp. 3.2-109]). 

Recreation water contact health advisories are likely to continue during mid to 

late summer months for microcystis aeruginosa, or blue-green algae toxins. 

Water quality would continue to be a health concern in the River for Tribal 

members‘ contact with the water for ceremonial bathing, traditional fishing, 
medicinal, edible, and other plant gathering/processing uses as well as direct and 

indirect ingestion.  Karuk Tribal members (including children) would likely 

continue to risk adverse health consequences from direct River contact for such 

ceremonial uses as bathing in the River for 10 days (traditionally included 

drinking the water), fishing, and gathering plants as traditional foods, other 

ceremonial and regalia purposes, and basketry materials.
19 

19 
The Brush Dance is a community gathering to support an ailing child, and is still held in 

many of the traditional village sites along the River, and requires a pristine River for the setting 

and resources. Often people still arrive/depart by boat on the River. (DOI, June 2011a, 

p. 3-6). 
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―Bathing in the river is an important part of most ceremonies and cultural 
activities throughout the year, including the Spring Salmon Ceremony, 

the Brush Dance Ceremony, funeral services, subsistence practices, 

recreational swimming, courtship, and individual hygiene.  The Karuks 

historically bathed in the Klamath River; however, in more recent years 

degraded water quality conditions during the summer have forced them 

to take precautionary steps and avoid contract with the water.‖ (DOI, 

June 2011a, p. 3-45). 

Additionally, water quality concerns could continue to affect gathering and 

consumption of such edible plants as watercress and Indian rhubarb, shellfish 

(mussels and crayfish), and fish.  Processing basketry, fish, and other traditional 

foods and cultural materials would continue to be a human health concern. Algae 

would continue to interfere with fishing success as it accumulates quickly on 

fishing nets.  Fear of water quality-related warnings and poor aesthetics of the 

River water has compounded diminishment of a traditional diet that contributes 

heavily to high disease rates (DOI, June, 2011a; June 2011b). 

3.1.2	 Action Alternative: Potential Impacts of the 
KHSA and KBRA 

In order to more thoroughly evaluate impacts related to each of the most 

significant and relevant components of the KHSA and KBRA to the Karuk Tribe, 

this section is divided into the most significant components even though the 

KHSA and all KBRA parts would be implemented as a comprehensive action: 

KHSA, 1.2 Purpose of the settlement, dam (facilities) removal 

KBRA Part VII.  Tribal Program 32.  Tribal participation in fisheries and 

other programs 

Although other sections of the KBRA are not specifically analyzed, it is assumed 

that all KBRA actions would contribute to improved fish habitat, water quality, 

and fish populations.
20 

Overall, if the KHSA and KBRA were implemented, conditions measured by 

the indicators; subsistence fisheries, employment and income, and health are 

projected to improve, as described in the following sections and summarized in 

table 3.1-1. 

20 
One of the most significant is described in section 18.2 Restore Upper Klamath Lake Water 

Storage and reconnect historic lake bed, 18.2.1 Williamson River Delta, 18.2.2 Agency Lake 

Ranch and Barnes Ranch, 18.2.3, Wood River Wetland Restoration Project. 
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Impacts would be positive for all species in the long run (after 2021 and possibly 

not fully for all species until about 2025), which is a significant improvement 

since the Tribe places a high value on the return of conditions closer to the 

historic, healthy, diverse ecosystem the middle Klamath River once was. For this 

reason, any resurgence in the spring run Chinook in the middle Klamath River 

reach that has not occurred since the 1930s is perceived as a significant benefit 

regardless of whether all fisheries would be at harvestable levels. Clearly the 

Karuk Tribe still views its people as a fishing culture, as described by a Tribal 

member: 

―‘…it‘s the responsibility of the Karuk people to fish.  We have fish, we 

do fish medicine and it‘s our responsibility if we want to make it to the 

other side to take care of fish.  They are a spiritual food for our 

people….according to our old stories the spirit people that we come from 

made that river….taking the dams out will make the river healthy 

again….‘‖(Karuk Tribe, 2011, pp. 13-14). 

Therefore, it is assumed that more fishing opportunities would lead to the practice 

of a traditional lifestyle on a greater scale than is currently taking place which 

would strengthen social ties and economic stability. Many Karuk people 

expressed their need and desire to live in a more traditional manner (see 

Karuk quotes throughout the Existing Conditions section of this document. 

Additionally, it is important to note that although this analysis focuses mainly on 

subsistence fisheries, the fact that the Action Alternative would mean preservation 

of some species that are projected to possibly become extinct under No Action is 

critical. 

The variety and plentitude of fish species in the Basin was a large part of the 

Tribes‘ seasonal round and food security that has gradually declined over passing 
decades, beginning with construction of Copco 1and 2, and particularly IGD in 

1962. Historically, most native middle Klamath River species were used for 

subsistence, however the Karuk Tribe depended heavily on spring and fall run 

Chinook, steelhead, and lamprey.  Table 3.1-3 summarizes impacts by species and 

additional detail is in attachment 7. 

3.1.2.1	 KHSA, 1.2 Purpose of the Settlement, Dam (Facilities) 
Removal 

Dam removal would benefit Karuk Tribal subsistence fisheries, ceremonies, 

socioeconomic conditions, and health status. 
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Table 3.1-3.—Summary of Action Alternative conditions by species 

Coho salmon 
(threatened) 

Below IGD, significant negative short term impacts and long 
term effect range from marginal to beneficial.  UB, uncertain 
whether they would reoccupy the area. 

Spring Chinook salmon Below IGD, negative short run impacts (about 2020) due to dam 
removal sediment, positive long run effects (roughly 2021-2060).  
UB, Spring Chinook could reoccupy, but not to historic levels. 

Fall Chinook salmon Negative short run impacts (around 2020) due to dam removal 
sediment, especially in the lower Klamath.  Positive long run 
effects (about 2021-2060).  Fall Chinook would reoccupy the 
UB, possibly substantial increase, particularly helpful in years 
when production is low. 

Pacific lamprey Below IGD, around 2020-2025/30 decline due to dam removal 
sediment.  Long run (about 2025/30 -2060), population would 
increase up to 10%.  Potential to occupy UB, but uncertain. 

Steelhead trout Below IGD, short term, adverse sediment impacts 
(approximately 2020-2026), long term increased numbers, 
possibly substantial. UB, re-establish and increase, possibly 
substantial.  

Green Sturgeon 
(ESA-listed) 

Negative short term effects, beneficial in the long term. 

Trout May experience some short term adverse dam removal 
sediment impacts, long term major benefits. 

Crayfish Short term minimal adverse effects and long term benefits. 

Mussels or freshwater 
clams 

Short- to mid-term significant adverse impacts with long term 
benefits. 

Riparian vegetation used 
for food, ceremonial, and 
subsistence purposes 

Expected to increase in the long run. 

Sources: See attachment 7. 

3.1.2.1.1 Subsistence Fisheries 

―It‘s been told to me by elders that there used to be eight runs of fish, 

eight specific runs of fish that used to go up at Ishi Pishi Falls.  That was 

before the dams.  We would be done fishing by Labor Day….Now the 
fish don‘t even get there until Labor Day…What are the social and 
mental impacts of that?  We used to have four months of optimal 

fishing….Now two weeks.‖  Ron Reed at DOI September 30, 2010, 

government-to-government meeting.  (DOI, June 2011a, p. 3-33). 

―Everything about our ceremonies here on the river is about fish,‖ 
V. Grant Hillman, age 74 at the time of the interview. (Salter, 2003). 
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Ron Reed stated that the sacred Ishi Pishi Falls fishery is in close proximity to the 

Pikiavish Ceremony location because fish are crucial to the ceremonies: 

―‘a sacred fishery…the center of the world for us...the center of our 
spiritual universe.‘ The proximity of the falls to the world renewal site is 

significant, he noted, since ‗all of our ceremonies evolved around the fish 
run.‘  Fish caught at Ishi Pishi are carried up the trail to serve the dancers 
and others attending the ceremonies.‖ (Most, 2006, p. 185). 

Dam removal would begin in 2020, and there would be adverse short term 

impacts to Klamath River species below Iron Gate Dam resulting from the release 

of sediment that has accumulated for decades in the four reservoirs that would 

impair water quality downstream. However, within about five years or less of 

dam removal, populations of spring- and fall-run Chinook, steelhead, lamprey, 

sturgeon, trout, and two species of suckers are expected to improve, in large part 

because of additional habitat and improved water quality. 

Spring- and fall-run Chinook and steelhead would increase, possibly substantially, 

in the long run which would provide more subsistence opportunities.  Spring 

Chinook was one of the most important species for the Karuk Tribe, sustaining 

the people from season to season and was an important element in the traditional 

diet. The prospect of the Tribe to be able to reinstate the First Salmon Ceremony 

at the proper time of the year with the actual spring-run would be a significant 

positive consequence that would enhance such related ceremonies and cultural 

practices, including the Pikiavish or World Renewal Ceremony overall. 

Positive subsistence fishing impacts of dam removal would include: 

Culturally, the First Salmon Ceremony (and dam construction) would have 

the potential of being reinstated at the proper time of year with the first run 

of salmon, spring Chinook, would again become available in sufficient 

numbers to hold the Ceremony, and possibly eventual harvest.  The Jump 

Dance, Boat Dance, White Deerskin Dance and Brush Dance Ceremonies 

and associated cultural values and social interactions (i.e., community 

celebrations) that revolve around salmon and community gatherings would 

be possible, or continue to be possible. 

Potential social and economic gains and cultural revitalization would be 

supported through potentially harvestable levels of spring-run Chinook 

and improved harvest levels of fall-run Chinook, steelhead, lamprey, and 

most other fish species traditionally used. 
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The regional barter system could be revitalized for the Karuk Tribe since 

Tribal members would likely have sufficient salmon supplies for 

trade/barter for game or other food and goods with other tribes. 

A traditional lifestyle, social values, and methods for achieving economic 

well-being could continue to be transmitted to successive generations by 

teaching and practicing concepts of survival through fishing. 

Additional opportunities for elders to teach youth how to catch salmon, 

lamprey, steelhead, sturgeon, and other species, and be socially 

responsible by giving away a portion of their catch, usually to elders. 

Youth could continue to learn to catch salmon, steelhead, lamprey, and 

other species for elders and others.  Tribal identity would improve and 

there would likely be a greater sense of what it means to be Karuk for 

youth and other Tribal members that would lead to some degree of 

improvement in social trauma and overall social conditions (depression, 

substance abuse, and others). 

Water quality would improve more rapidly than under no action which 

would benefit aquatic species. 

Water quality would improve, particularly toxic algae levels, MSAE, which 

would minimize the incidence of fish disease and mortality, contributing to an 

increased harvestable stock, easing concerns related to human health fish 

consumption and contact with water, and no longer interfering with fishing 

success when algae accumulates on dip nets. 

A more natural hydrograph would decrease or eliminate the stranding of fry and 

ammocoetes, improve the timing of runs so that they align more closely to 

traditional seasons and natural timing for Tribal ceremonies, and fish runs would 

be expected to last longer, resulting in greater subsistence fishing opportunities. 

3.1.2.1.2 Employment and Income 

Beginning around 2021, dam deconstruction could directly and/or indirectly 

improve employment and incomes.  Increases in fishery populations, particularly 

salmon and steelhead have the potential to: 

Improve income, poverty, and food insecurity problems since there would 

be salmon for subsistence and barter. 

Enhance the functioning of the existing Tribal redistribution of wealth 

(fish) to extended family and dependent populations, primarily elders, 

within the community to better support dependent Tribal members. 
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Water quality improvements, together with improved fish populations, 

have the potential to increase recreation and tourism opportunities 

(i.e., tribal fishing guides, rafting guides, indirect effects, etc.) and related 

individual and/or tribal endeavors which could increase employment and 

income. 

3.1.2.1.3 Health 

There would be an increase in salmon, particularly spring-run Chinook, which is 

considered one of the best foods for preventing heart disease (spring-run is higher 

in healthy fat), and ranks high in the same regard for obesity and likely diabetes as 

well. Pacific Lamprey populations are expected to increase, and is considered to 

be particularly nutritious for elders (DOI, June 2011a; Lewis, 2009). In sum, all 

species are projected to remain stable or increase in the long run. 

In Norgaard‘s report (2005), Karuk Tribal members stated that diabetes and heart 

disease were relatively new and coincided with the shift from a traditional to a 

Western diet.  For example, 66 percent of Karuk members surveyed reported that 

diabetes appeared in their families for the first time around 1970, which is about 

the time when salmon runs declined significantly in the middle Klamath River 

reach.  More specifically, Norgaard found that the correlation was strongest with 

the disappearance of Spring Chinook salmon: 

―Spring Chinook was the most important source of salmon in the Karuk 

diet in terms of both volume and nutritional quality…self-reported 

information about when consumption of Spring Chinook salmon stopped 

or became an insignificant food source and when diabetes first appeared 

in Karuk families shows almost a perfect match, with the rise in diabetes 

following the loss of Spring Chinook in the diet.‖ (Norgaard, 2005, 

pp. 39-53). 

Karuk Tribal members continue to suffer disproportionately high rates of 

diabetes, and positive effects of increased salmon, other fish species, and 

lamprey populations available for consumption would be reduced rates of some 

of the highest incidences of disease. Potential improvements would likely be 

greatest for the elderly population since, proportionately, they tend to be more 

consistently supplied with salmon and lamprey when available and have higher 

rates of disease compare to the rest of the Tribal population.  Anticipated health 

improvements would include the potential for: 

Less reliance on USDA commodity foods and other processed foods. 

Lower diabetes rates and associated costs. 

Reduced heart disease rates and associated costs. 
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Lower disability rates especially associated with diabetes, but also those 

that arise from heart disease and all associated costs. 

Less interrelated compounding effects between these diseases and 

associated costs. 

Reduced mortality rates, particularly for elders and associated social and 

cultural costs and a lower likelihood for premature disabilities and death to 

limit the process of elders passing along Tribal culture and social structure 

to younger generations. 

Reduced occurrence of other illnesses, including depression, Alzheimer‘s, 

and osteoporosis (Norgaard, 2005, pp. 50-51). 

Improved health conditions, reinforcing ―…the federal trust responsibility 
to uphold treaty responsibilities for health care to Indians…‖ (IHS Fact 

Sheets, accessed September, 2010). 

Fewer health problems that result from food-insecurity and associated 

poverty-related stress. 

Reduced levels of toxic algae (microcystis aeruginosa) would minimize human 

health concerns about skin contact with the water, particularly for children and 

pets which are at a greater risk (attachment 4b): 

―Dam removal is expected to result in long-term improvements in water 

quality, notably decreased prevalence of microcystin (see Section 3.2, 

Water Quality).  As discussed in Section 3.2, Water Quality and 3.20.3.2 

above, microcystin has been associated with public health risks for 

recreational bathing waters and health warnings issued in 2005 and 2008 

by the USEPA and other agencies warned recreation visitors to use 

caution due to potential health effects.  In addition, about two-thirds of 

recreation visitors to the subject reservoirs had negative perceptions of 

water quality, stating concerns of bad odors and algae blooms, which 

restrict areas available for fishing, swimming and wading.  These adverse 

effects related to water quality negatively influenced the quality of the 

recreational experience for visitors and also resulted in safety risks to the 

recreational visitors.  Because existing conditions for water-contact-

based recreational activities are considered adverse due to water quality, 

improved water quality conditions would result in long-term beneficial 

effects.‖ (DOI, September 2011, p 3.20-40). 

A recreation analysis found that riparian vegetation would benefit which, overall, 

would be expected to benefit Tribal use and consumption of traditional plant 

foods: 
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―Dam removal could result in changes to riparian vegetation compared 
with conditions present when the California Klamath River component 

was designated as National WSRs. Removal of the Four Facilities would 

result in a more natural riparian vegetative community immediately 

downstream of Iron Gate Dam due to sediment deposition and scour and 

gravel transport. Improved riparian vegetation would increase the 

presence and scenic variety of the vegetation within the WSR. This 

would likely increase overall scenic riparian vegetation aspects of scenic 

quality over conditions present at the California WSR‘s 1981 date of 

designation and result in long-term beneficial effects.‖ (DOI, 

September 2011,p. 3.20-50). 

3.1.2.2	 KBRA Part VII.  Tribal Program 32.  Tribal Participation 
in Fisheries and Other Programs 

3.1.2.2.1	 Subsistence Fisheries 

Program funds for fishery management and conservation roles would occur 

between about 2012 and 2021, enhancing tribal participation, fisheries, identity, 

social conditions, and self determination.  Through funded Tribal participation, 

Tribal fisheries would improve and contribute to the benefits described under the 

subsistence fisheries portion of the KHSA of this Action Alternative section.  

Tribal participation and ownership would be important.  Funding and 

participation provided by the KBRA Tribal Program would strengthen the Tribes‘ 
existing fish management efforts and support the overall goals of Tribal self-

determination.
21 

3.1.2.2.2	 Employment and Income 

The KBRA Program funds for fishery management and conservation roles and 

economic development would occur soon after 2012.  Tribal funding and 

participation would directly and possibly indirectly improve Tribal employment 

and incomes, and habitat improvements would increase anadromous and non-

anadromous fish (and mussel) populations; together these would: 

President Nixon adopted a policy of ‗tribal self-determination,‘ followed by Congress‘ 
enactment of the Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act of 1975 which enabled 

tribes to assume administration of Federal programs for the benefit of their members through 

contracts. The Tribal Self-Governance Act of 1994 extended the concept to many other Federal 

programs with the option of autonomous program operations, and the Karuk Tribe is a Self 

Governance Tribe, operating a number of programs, including its health clinics. 
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Potentially improve income, poverty, and food insecurity problems since 

there would likely be more direct Tribal fisheries/natural resources 

employment that would result in more anadromous and resident fish for 

subsistence in the middle Klamath River for what appears to be a growing 

population. 

Support Karuk Tribal economic development by providing funding for an 

economic development study/plan that would contribute to a strengthened 

tribal economy that may improve employment, income, and poverty levels. 

Improve the functioning of the existing Tribal redistribution of wealth 

(fish) system to extended family and dependent populations within the 

community to better support dependent Tribal members. 

Increase the potential for recreation and tourism opportunities (i.e., tribal 

fishing guides) and related individual and/or tribal endeavors that may 

increase employment and income. 

3.1.2.2.3 Health 

Participation in fisheries management and conservation activities would enhance 

Tribal involvement for its State-recognized fisheries, fisheries production, and 

subsistence fishing, cultural identity, and social conditions that could encourage 

more fish consumption and less reliance on commodity food.  Health benefits 

could include those described under the KHSA in this Action Alternative section. 
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Attachment 1 The Karuk Tribe Historical Timeline
 

Era or Event Year Description 

Pre-European 
Contact 

Elaborate economies with barter and extensive trade networks among 
regional tribes and ceremonies that centered on the Klamath River and all 
that depended on it as central. The Karuk Tribe depended heavily on 
salmon and the eight runs of various anadromous species and resident 
trout year round. 

Missionaries 1500s-1846 
Spanish missionaries explore area on and off and later used Indian slave 
labor to build missions and begin claiming lands. 

Reservations 
Established 

1812-1870 
Treaties between Indians and England were over when England lost the 
war of 1812 and treaties were made between the U.S. and tribes, 
increasingly used to accommodate rapid settlement. 

Trust Relationship 
Established 

1831 
Cherokee Nation v. Georgia case established the guardian-ward, or trust 
relationship between the U.S. and Indian tribes, or “domestic dependent 
nations.” 

Gold Rush 1849 Miners and prospectors began arriving in search of gold. 

Treaties 
1851 

California Treaties Q and R signed by some Karuk members and the 
treaties were never ratified which has been a contributing factor to the 
absence of Federal trust fishing rights. 

Reservation 
Period 

1855 
Klamath River Reservation created by executive order, intended for area 
tribes. 

1864 
Hoopa Valley Reservation created by executive order, intended for 
Hoopa, Karuk, and some other area tribes, but of the Karuks moved, most 
returned to their homelands. 

Missionaries 1865 
Reservation schools were established under Christian organizations in 
1865. 

Reservation 
Period 

1876 Executive order makes Hoopa Valley Reservation borders official. 

Assimilation 
Boarding Schools 

1878 
Off-reservation boarding schools were established to assimilate and 
educate Indian children away from their homelands and families. 

1883 
The Code of Indian Offenses, which the courts implemented, outlawed 
many traditional Indian ceremonies and practices. 

Allotments & 
Assimilation 

1887-1934 

Dawes Act (25 U.S.C. 31) et seq. divided reservations into parcels to 
encourage individual Indians to become farmers, and leftover land was 
given to non-Indians. All Indian-held lands declined from 138 million 
acres to 48 million. 

Settlers and Land 
Loss 

1889 
Squatters were appearing along the Klamath River in large numbers. 
By this time, essentially all land from the mouth of the River inland for 
20 miles had been taken by non-Indians. 

Cannery 1890s 
Four Klamath allotments were used for a cannery established by A. 
Bomhoff near Requa.  In exchange for the land, Bomhoff agreed to hire 
only Indian fishermen and workers in the cannery. 

Reservation 
Period 

1891 

Executive order connects Klamath Reservation and Hoopa Valley 
Reservation to create a larger Hoopa Valley Reservation. 

Assimilation 1900s 
Forced boarding school attendance ended and day schools on 
reservations begin. 
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Era or Event Year Description 

Development, 
Copco 1 

1910 
Copco 1 construction began, blocking salmon and other 
anadromous species’ migration to the Upper Klamath Basin. 

Disease 1912 Flu epidemic. 

Development, 
Copco 2 

1925 
Copco 2 Dam constructed without fish ladders for salmon passage up the 
Klamath River to Klamath Tribal areas. 

Disease 1920s-30s TB epidemic. 

Self Governance 
Period 

1934-1953 

Indian Reorganization Act (IRA) ended allotments and encouraged 

tribal self government through tribal constitutions and protected/expanded 
some tribal land bases. 

Assimilation 1940s–50s 
BIA relocation programs meant a sudden loss of some tribal members to 
cities. 

WWII 1940s 
Relatively large proportion of men away at war made continuing 
ceremonies difficult during this time period. 

Cash Settlement-
Trust 
Responsibility 

1940s-1970s 

From 1946 to 1978, Congress moved to resolve remaining 102 docket 
cases transferred to the U.S. Claims Court: Indian claims for 
compensation for lands ceded under treaties. The Karuk Tribe was given 
funds for 1851 ceded lands in the ungratified (ineffective) treaties. 

Termination and 
Relocation 
Programs 

1954-1966 

Congress passed statutes terminating the Federal relationship with 
109 Indian tribes and over 11,400 individuals lost “recognized” Indian 
status.  About 1.5 million acres of Indian land were taken out of trust. At 
about the same time, relocation programs encouraged Indians to leave 
reservations for cities. 

Development, 
J.C. Boyle 

1958 
JC Boyle hydroelectric dam constructed, blocking salmon passage up the 
Klamath River to Klamath Tribal areas. 

Development, Iron 
Gate Dam 

1962 
Iron Gate Dam constructed without fish ladders for salmon passage up 
the Klamath River to Klamath Tribal areas. 

Trust 
Responsibility: 
Health Care 

1976 

The Indian Health Care Improvement Act, 25 U.S.C. 1601, was passed 
“reflecting the Federal Government’s trust responsibility to provide 
economic and social services necessary to ensure a standard of living for 
Indians comparable to non-Indian society.” 

Indian Self 
Determination Act 

1975 
The Act enabled tribes to operate federally run tribal programs.  Overall, 
widespread implementation was relatively slow, with most activity 
beginning in the 1990s. 

Cultural 
Revitalization 

1970s Karuk medicine men revitalize ceremonies and traditional lifestyle. 

Federal 
Recognition 

1979 The Karuk Tribal becomes a Federally recognized tribe. 

1985 Karuk Constitution approved. 

Development, Fish 
Kill 

2002 

Over 60,000 migrating adult salmon died in September on their way up 
the Klamath River to spawn.  Diseases caused by low flows and high 
temperatures were responsible which cause unprecedented devastation 
to the Yurok fishery. 

Development 2009 
Tribe sought to stop suction dredge mining, Hillman et al. v. California 
Department of Fish and Game on February 5, 2009. 

Self Governance 
and Self 
Determination 

2010 Tribe signs KHSA and KBRA. 

Beyond 2010 

The Karuk Tribe believes that the KHSA and KBRA would improve the 
health of the Klamath River, especially fish availability and water quality 
that would in turn help improve the social, cultural, economic, and 
physical health of Karuk people.  Tribal emphasis has been on improving 
social and economic conditions, in part through the continued 
strengthening of Karuk cultural practices, and on managing and 
preventing diabetes. 
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Karuk Treaties (unratified) and Executive Orders.  Klamath River 
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PART IV .-'I'REATY WTTB TBE I'OIII,IK OR LOWER KLAMATH , ETC . . l 8S l . 1117 

In tQstimony whereof, the parties ht•Ve hercuuto t<igned Lhoir narues t~nd affixed 
their settls thi~ eighteenth dny of ScptombQJ·, in th~ y~ar of our Lord ouc thousand 
eight buu<h·uJ liUU fifty-<>ne. 

0. 1-·L WOZ&NO!~AJ<Vl' 

For !Uld lll '•e.hnlf of the On-Ju: 

~·or and in behalf of the Y as-si: 

For ..nd in behalf of the Loc-lum-no: 

For a.od m bcball o( tbe Wo-pum-nCl! ; 

Ulli1t·d St<llc& Indian ,\g<Jnt. 

I-ll-ON -QUJSH. bin mark. [s&AL.) 

SAN-TI!:A-CO. his x mnrlc (s£AL.j 

POL-Tt:CK, his x mark. 

lll.:-1-COY-E, his x mork. 
M A'l'-T AS1 his x ma o-1<. 
HOL-LOH, h is x mnrk. 
130Y-ER, hi.s x mnrk. 

{li~AL.) 

[8EAL. j 
[st:u.J 
[$}}AL.j 
I•E.U..) 

Signed, a<~aled nnd delivered, nf·,er being fully explained , in prci!Cllee of
. Ft.\\' .:1. BELCHER . 

. ) . B. MCKlN-"1"-
WrLLl.Ul Rno.u.. 

TREATY WITH THE POHLIK OR LOWER KLAMATH, FTC. , 1851. 

T n>:ATV MAuo; AN'O Uo:<cLooEo AT CAMr KLAMAT!I, AT TRE JuNC1'10l't or KLAMATH 

AN IJ 1'nrN11'1' Rl\'lms, S·rA1' E or CA~lFOJIXJ.\, O <."''OIII·:It 6, 18511 B£TWEEN 

R" rn c K McKJ>N, IN ot,.N AGENT ON ·rn» PAll't o~· T H8 UNrT&D S''ATE~, AN D 

TJ<~ C HJJ!ll-'8, CA J'TAoNs AND f-hAu l\·hN oF 1'HE PoaLJK Ol< t..ow~tn KLAMATH , 

&c., 'l'ltiiJ J·:S 01' biDlANS. 

A tr,aty of peaco and fri~.ndship made and concluded aL Camp Klamath, at 
.,.._._""' Lho junction of Lhe Klnuou.th and Trinity ri,•et'll, Letwew Redick 
tr.;;;;u;;;r- •'-l cK ee, one of t.hc l ndian llgcllt.s specia!ly appoint('() 1.0 mako ta-eatie~ 

with tho ' '•rioW!lndi= tribes in Catifomia, on the part or the United Sc.a~s, and the 
chiefs, Cllptains, IUld bead men or tho tribes or bands of Indians now in council at this 
camp, rorrcsenting the Poh-lik or lowor Klamath, the Peh-tsick or upper Kl•.n•ath, 
1111d tho loo·pllh or Trinity river Lndians ; COf!IAoining •lso stiruh>ticms pr~limin,ary lo 
futuro mollsures to be rocommendcd for ndoptoon, on the part ol tloo Uno ted States. 

AR1'JCJ.o·: I. Tho &tid tr ibes or bands admowlodg<J !-hcmSillvos,jointly tutd severully 
under J.hc liX~;IuNivo jm·isdiction, nu thority o.nd protection of th~ Uuitcd S tn.tes; ~tnd 
h~chy bind themselves t.0 r efrain low-onfwr (rom t,he commission <)f nll nds of hostil
ity or aggrcssi<m towards tho government, or cili z.ens thercof1 

ami to li ve on terms of 
peace nnd friendship among thems~lvc•, uJ1CI with all other Jnajan tril>es which are now 
or muy hereKfWr come under tho P~"ll.oolion of the United Stol-es. 

ART. 2. Le~t the peac;c and friendship c.slahlished be:w,'cn the Unit.ed Staw.s 
and 'he Sftid tribe• should be inte:-nrpted by tho .miscouduc~ of individuo~ld, it is 
e.'<prCl!Siy ngreed Ulat, for injuries reooived on either side, no pri,·ate ronmge or 
retaliation shall tt\ko plnce or he attempted ; but instMd theroor, complaints shall 
be made by tho party aggrieved to the other, througll ' he ludian Ul(~lll or tiLe United 
Stntes in their di•triet, whose dutJ it sh11U b~ t.o investig .. te1 •Uld, if pr~cticabln, 
adjust the difficulty; or, itt caS<" or nets()( violence being comm1tt~d upon the person 
or property of 11 cit izen <lf the United Stt~tea by lUI Indian or I nd io us l)(•lout-(ing to or 
horborod by oi thor of sn.id t o·ibos or bnnds. tho purty Qr I""' tillS c:hur\:<!<1'. with the 
co•runi~siou o,f t.he crime shnll ~e p•·~mpt.Jy ~louvered. up when don!and~<1, to tb.e ci,•il 
JU~thorlto i~S ol ,tl!n St~tc ?~ o .. tifomoa for ~··• nl i, nnd Ill ellS() the cro lno hus been COlli• 
nu t ted by n rotiY.M or Ci tllt'llS of the lJmted ::lt~>tr-'l upou the person or prOf.>erty ol 
lllJ f ndian or llldilllls of wther of said t rit.~s. the agent shall t.like all l>rop~r measure! 
t.0 bring lobe offender or offeoden to trill~ in ~be SlUDe way. 
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1118 PAJCT tV .-TREATY WITH TIU: I'QRLIK OR LOWER KLAMATI:L. ETC., 1851. 

ART. 3. T be said tribPs or hnnds h~rPby jointly and severally rolinquiah, cede 
and fote\'or quit c ln.im to tbc Uniuod St~t.es, aU their righ t, title, claim or interest o/ 
auy kind which they ur i,jthcr of t.hcm h~vo t-o lands or soil ill C• lifornia. 

AnT. { . To promote tho sntUomM~ ond imj>n.•v••ment of suin tribi>s or· hnnds, 
i~ is hPJ"chv stipulnt.ed nnd >'·~r~t•d, on tho r•n•·t oft \e United Stat<Jsi tbn ~ tho f<lllowil\g 
trn.ct or district of lfuul •hnll l1t> nppror>rintod nnd oot apart as nn ndiaJr re~rvation, 
ond th~ uso s.nd JlO$SAS$ion l·lr<.W<lof for:ovor gu nrnntocd t.o tba •>~id t ril)(>d, thei r· $\IC· 
CCS.<OJ'S, and to such other t r·ilwo n~ t.ho Unirod Stutes mo.y beroalt~~r t•nnuwn fr'O m 
nthor po rt~ of the Yalleys of t~1n ' l'r·irrity.or J\lnmnth rivers, or tho couut.rv adj110<111t, 
nntl settle Lht>r<•utl<•n, to wit: ~Qmnwncmg at t he mouth or n streo.m c.il lod John's 
crouk, t•mptying in to Trinity l'iv~r on the north ;ido ~hereof, about. fourteen mila~ 
800\'o tbi• cnmp; t hence running up tho middle of the so.me ,.;u. its windin(tR, to " 
distnnM of lin• miles; thcnc~ nortb to tlw !!ttmmit. or the d.ividin~t ridge botwccn tho 
wntcr:; ol the T rinitv and KllliMth ri,·on;; thence northwestwtt.rdly in a 8trni~tbt. lino 
to • point on said Klamath river opfl"•ite tho lower end of what is now known as 
"Rt•d Cap',.O' bar; thence duo "'""t t.o the •ummit of the first ridge l:vin~t be~·ond the 
Klnmnth riv~r ; then~ suu~h"'C'!twnrdly along the SUllUllit of said ridgo l.<l n point 
duo north of the month of Pine Cl'l'rk; thence south Lo tho moutl1 of Sand crook ; thence 
up ?iM cr<'t'k with it s windin~. ton point due south of tho plae~ of beginning; ll!td 
tht•ne~ north 1.(1 sa id pi nco c>f ht>gi >tnin~. Thn ijrud rosen-alion iucluding, by r~timntion, 
n tr.u·t tw~nt\' miles in loujlt.h IH" tw~lvo mif,,s in ";d t.h, ond ron tnini~ iu all •ix <>r 
"<'"!''"' sqttare ·lllilPs of fnrmu~ l•iul. IL is, howe>:M1 undor!<tood and .ogre~d rhttt the 
l'ntrod Stnt..s reserves the r1ght of W!ty twer s1ud lands, and of usJJ\~ fur fttruung 
1 urpo~e~ on,· quttnt ity t.horcof uo t oX<'<l<'d.i ng one thousond tu·rcs; oil!(> tho t·ight to 
•·-•t.nbljsh ~u~h m.ililory po~ts, ••rort ~ll t'h buildings, nnd moko ~n rh irnr.rov<:ntl·nl ~ fM 
tho At'Mmmodat•on of tht•tr llj!ont ftlo<i o th~ ·· nllicms or sm·nutts 11s t lw Pt'I'SldAnt mAy 
n ir~ct; also thnt said Lri hc~ o r bttncls shull no,•c r IICll or alir•nut.o their ri~tht ot· d nim to 
uny part tJwrcof, o•.x<:<>pt l<l th., United Stntr•s, Jl()t sh1rll thoy _ever losso to !)1' 11crrnit 
whit.o men !o f'<•tile, work or trndo upo 11 81'\Y part thrreol wtthout t.hc wr•twn per
mission of tlw United Stnt.es lndit1n ,,g,•n t for t,he disttict. 

ART. 5. Lt is furlh•·r sliltOJ inl~<i and agt(';)d that t he said tribes or bttnd• eboll, 
within thrro vcan; froJU the< Ll~ hel'fof, or 1'floner, ilth~reto requirod hy rho United 
Stato3, remove to and settle upon said rescrv8tion; and that whenever said romO\'AI 
and ~~>lll~mrnt -.hall ho orrlcr~n hy tho Unit.od States or malic by 3aid tribi>~. l!ttch 
farm~r.<, mechanics, IUld school· tMrh<>rs t.o inslntd lhem in th~ lan~ruagc, Art~, ant! 
agricultu"' of the whites as ll:o President may drcm e:q>cdicnt and pro~r, ohall ho 
""'"-'ij!ned, provi.d~d for, ann l't'!tlc•d AIIIOI\1: them, 50 a!! to place the lndtans Oil said 
J'l'll(>rvntion in n situation M fAvor11hl~ for their improYemcnt (being in likn manner 
suppliod "~th facilities for f&rmiug1 ~lo~k-raiJlin{!, &c.,) ._, hy the treaty of l..u-pi ·Y1•·m8 
<>n t-he 20th day qf An!-'U>t, 18o l , ·~ supu lntcd t.o be assi~:nod to and )lrovid~d for t,he 
Clear l ,al·e /nrHaM. I~ i~ u ndcrstnorl, howover, tba~ i.f upon cxnmina(jon by tho 
Indian ~~gnnL it is found 1-hn~, anv of tho articles or· '>Upplies provided in ~aiel Lroltty 
for t he CleaT Lake Indians shall hnunnoc.ossnry fo1· u r u nsuit.()d to t.hc1 lnd ions Oil tho 
1'r·ini t.y and Klam11th, ~he Pt·MidmH m~y in b.is discrQtio n ";thhold tht> Mmo, und 
inv(l'Jt Lhe n tluo Lhoreof in ot.it(·r rmcl moro su itniJIQ goods. And it i~ lu J'I,hor llXJ) toJ;Siy 
agreed and understood th!iL if ri thrr ol ~nin tr·ibes or· bands, o r oUter lndin n~ hnrh<Jred 
by thorn shill be gu ll tr of theft, rohbrt',\' or murMr, eit.horupon t ho per'SOns f\Jicl prop
erty o r lndi:ms or wbr te~, tho United States mny exclude such tribe or bttnd from nil 
the bonn fits of this treaty. 

AnT. 6. As early M convfnien~ ftft('r tbo ratification of tb.is trcMy by tho ?re•i
d~nt and Senate, the United Stat~~ will drlil"er to tha aaid Klamath and Trinity 
lnnians, through their agent., during rarh of tho )'eRn< 1852 and 1853, vi1.: Jh·e hundred 
pail'l! two and a half poiut Mackinaw blanketa, five hundred pairs strong rott.on 
JUmtaloons, Ike b.undred cotton {hickory) !'birt.s, five hundred red flannel shirts, 
fi ' 'e hundred strong cotton or linJ<Oy gowns, throo thousand yards of calico, three 
thouSAnd ytt.rds of four-fourtlu brown sheetings, thirty pounds Soot.cb throod , five 
thousa.nd needle.~, six dozen ,P•irt- S('iSI!01'11, two gross tbimhlns, l.<ln pounds pine, ron 
dozen nine-inch flat filrs, tbtrty-five dor ... n l•rge si?.e butehr.r knivos, t.{ln mattocks, 
one bundl'f.d garden or corn hoeK two hu ndl'od chopping axes, handlrrl , common 
•iM1 t.wQ hundmd chopping axes. luutdlcd, ;;mall sii.o; ono hundred 6hee tiron camp 
keWo•, largo si1.o; ouo hundred $hoot-iron camp kettles, second si.rr. 
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Lt. is understood, however, t hat the agon t, ~>ball u se a 1>0und discl'otion ns to t.bo 

timo when, and tho trib<)s or parsons to whom the said goods shall oo clislributed, 

having rufereneo to their peacdul disposition and good conduct. 
ART. 7. 1n consideration of the premises, the United S~aLOS, in addition to the 

numorous present$ of beef, bread, sugar, blankets, shirt.-., &c., &c., msdo to ~aid ~ribes 
at tbi.s camp, \\ill, within si.xty days from the duto heroor, fun1isb them fN'o of ~barge 
at. tho forty of 0. W. Durkee, u\ Kl!unnth river, to enable thorn to re build the houses 

re.ccntly d11~royed hy tbe whltos, with four clo.on chopping axes, hfllldlrd, len sacks 

of hard bread, and four bullock!, sixteen pairs honvy blankets, w bG distributed among 
them by said Durkee, accordiug to their 1'6!!1leclive losses. 

AnT. 8. Those articles to oo binding upon the oontrflCting p&rtiM when ratified 

by tho l>ro.sidcnt and Senate or the United Statoa. 
J.n tosLimouy whoreof tho f)M~ies have h~rcu uto aignod l.hoir names nnd affixed 

their souls this slx~h day of O<:Lober, _a~mo Domini 1851. 

(SilAL.) REDlCK McKBE, 
IJnittd State3 Jrulinn Agtnt for California. 

For and in behalf o( the W~tch-peck tribe, living at mouth o( Trinity: 

WUCK-UG-ORA, his x mArk. S>:A.L.( 

WA-l'J<-:.-SHA W, hls x mark. S8H.) 

SA-SA-lvHCH, bis x marie. S8AL. ] 

EN-QOA or M IOS, his x msrk. h EAL.( 

For and in b<)half of Wub-si tribe, living three miles below moutb of Trinity river: 

MO-RU-KUS, his x mark. (~I:AL.( 

Fo r and in oobalf of tho Cap-pcl t1·ibu: 
MAH-ON, his x mark. 

For 11.11d in behalf of llle Mor-ri-ahs: 
MAH-ON, hi~ x mo.rk. 
WlJS-Sl.J"R, his x mark. 
IJP-l'ER-GASTI, bis x mark. 

For and in behalf of the Sor-a-goines: 
UP-LA-GO-PL'S, his " m&rk. 
MOO-ROO-KUS, his x mark. 
SA-ET-MA-GE£LL, his" mark. 

For nnd in beh.nlf of the P11k-wao tribe: 

(SEAL.f 

(GVAL.} 
(SEAL.) 
(SEAL.( 

(SEAL. I 
(6t:AL.) 
(SEA L.) 

CAP-PEI~LA-WAR, his x m11rk. (SEAL. ( 

For and in behalf of tho Ut-cba-pah tribe, living ncor the mouth of Bluff creek: 

E-NE-1\UCK, his" mark. ~~.:,.. .. ) 
MOW-WEIGIIT, his x outrk, St::AL.) 

For and in bobalf o( the Up-pa-goines, living near" Red Cup's" bnr, on Kln.math 

river: 
KEE-CHAP, hi~ x murk. lso:.u..l 
RE:D CAPor:IIIK-KU-REE hisx mark. i&t:AL.] 

For and in behalf o( llle Sa•von-ra tribe: 
SA-VON-RA, his .~ mark. 
UP-PA-GRAII, his x mnrk. 
EX-FIN-E-P Af.l , his ll mark. 

For and in behalf o( Cbrun-ma-ko-nee tribe: 
KA-'rOP-KO-RISR, bis " mark. 

For and in bcholl of the Coc-ko-man tribe: 

ISEAL.} 
S&AL.] 
S f>AL.] 

(sEAL. I 

PA-NA-MO-NEg, his:. mark. (sut..] 

For ond in behalf of the Cbee-nah lrib~:, living ten miles below mouth of S•lmon 
river: 

AK-KA-REE-TA, his x mark. (SEA.L.j 
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For nnd in heh:.Jf of the floo-pnhs or Trinity nver lndisns, reSJdin~ m t.wrl~e 
rnncberias or villag~s: 

l'riucip~>l chief, All-HOOK-£<0~ his ~. mark. (S JW,.1 
TE-NAS-TJ•:-1\h or JOliN, bis ~ muk. l•EAL.I 
l'vi ET-POOKA-'l'A-}.1Afi, bi6 x mark. I6>:AL.I 
NlC-A-\\'A-~;);.NA, bisx mark. (SEAL.} 
W ASH-TF.N. his x mark. (SEAL.! 

Signed, sen lod nod dclivrr<'d, nfter lwin~: duly cxpLllucd, m presence oi
.Jonl" :>.lcK.tm, Strrftar!t· 
C. W. Du~li<.EFJ,I /nltt·J~reler.'. OI;;ORC I~ (riHH$,1 ~ 
u. W. WESSELLS, nrcvot Major, ll. s. A., COUllllBIIdin:;r escort w Al.'l't:R VAN 0l' KE, } 
G.:o. W. ELtswoRTH. 1 ~lonnts S. Tuo"~S<'X, ntuprtlt:r&. 
\V AI.Tr.ll :Vf cDO.<ALII, 

Tbc undrr'li~nrd chiefs, o•nptnin• ••n•l h~Ad men ol the Si-"'llh. OP·P"·O, He-ko
neck 'md lu·nN·k tribe~ or bnnd• of lndi•n•, rr-iding nt 10nd ncar to the mouth of tbe 
Cor-a-teru or i:illimon riYrr, hn,·inl! b"d the tcnng onol stipulntions of th~ forel:Ding 
tr~utv, c.onrlude.J nt· Durkro's f<•rr)' on t.hr Oth instAnt, fully explained to them by Redick McKee. lnclbn n~entof the Unit,•d Stul.r•, ho\'in!! •xpre.,<c!u an eoJ'ttr~l. dc<ire 
to ber.ome ()1\r~i r.• to ~he"s;.id trM ty in nil its a rticles nn!l ~llfHJI IL IAons, it i~ tlle'mfo nl 
ngrr.r.d l:>y ,.nd l><' Lweml tho •r.icl ngcnl and the snid ehlofs, &~ .• Lhat tl1e ,nid l),mds 
be and bcrrbl' 1H'C ndmitt<•,l •• t>:lrties to the some, and to the advanln):•·• tho•rco(, 
nod b<'eorne fx>und by the ~t pulation• thprrin N>nt,inod "" Cully in ~LI '""Poet.. "" if they bad beo•n partie• I bcroto ori((in..Uy. 

In te•timony 1vbemof thG partie~ h"ve hereunto si~:ncd t heir DllOlC' nnd alli~ed 
their :;eals ••t Cnm p Cor-n·l<>m, near mout-h of Salmon river. this twelfth dfty of 
October, o.non Domini. 1851. 

[SEAL.! REDICK MoTmE, 

For and in bebatr of tho Si-wah band: 
United States lr.dian Agn.t 

F.S.Sl~-PISTI-1-A, his x nuuk. 
H~;s.s()W, his" mnrk . 
cugJ<:-'FE'E-CHA, his X nliU'k 
Pl-RA-Tl~I<;M, his x 111urk. 

For llnd in b~half of t.ho Op-p~-0 band: 
CA-PO!t-U-PUCK. tu~ .~ mark 
PEEI.(.:I/EETS. hiu tnark. 

For and in behalf of the Ue-ko-ueck bond: 
YAU·FgE-PAR, his x mArk. 
HON-A-PUCK-11~-MA. his ~mark 

For a nd in bob.n.lf of tbe In-neck b~u,l · 
SISIT-K.\FT, his x .. mrk 

(SEA I,.J 

IStc,\\,,1 

l~t:AL. 
SEAt • .! 

Signed, SCAlfid and dolh·crcd aft<-.r the forc~:oing trca~y of 6th in,;uuJt, bOd this 
addenda bftd bt'<'n iully cxpl:unoo in preoeoec of

Jon" ~lcKf:E, Surttnry. 
C. W. DonK.EE, lnlerprder 
G J·:onc E G ums. 
Il. W. W~.ssEt.LS, lJnt>el .MaJor U. 1$. A., c&mmandtng -.cort 
JonN s. GntFPIN' il"-•istanl Surgtl>n a. S. ~-w AVr£u l\lcDOI<ALD. 
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TREATY WITH THE UPPER KLAlllATH. SHASTA AND SCOT'r'S RIVER, 1851. 

TRt:ATY }.[AI>E AND CONCLUDED .\1' CAloiP, I N ScoTT'S v .• ~I.&Y, SHASTA CouNTY, 

STAT£ OF e .• Ltl-'1lRS1A, NovE,.BER 4 , I f,J. BETW&EN R t:lliCK M'KEE, 0-"E 01" 

TilL CoM.ltl;)~to"' t:ns oro: TtrE PA..."t1' OP Tuc UstTt.o STATJ"~, AND Til£ Can;PS, 

CAPTAt-",; a ND Ur."" MEN OP TLI< UPP£R KL~MATII, Sn,, STA . AND ScoTT'S R rvr.n 
'f'K IUES OP (~Ol.-\N"S. 

A t reaty o l .r.~ncr un<l ll'imldship mn<lr a.nd concluded u~ CAmp, in Scott's vo.l lcy, 
:Sh a.<111 r.<~u tlly, Coliforui11, bNw~on Redick Mt·Ke~. ou~ of t-h~ I ndiBn 

NC>t'i•n)IJ I • tll<"•• • "II . I l . • I I . T .. .....,;==.;..;..=- ngcnls ~i>O<'Ifl y appomh)1. to ma '-e t:ro~tJE'!t w1 t t t \6 vanous nouu~ 

u ...... ,.. t.ribes in Cnli fornia, on the p..-t of the Gnit.-d Swtl'S, nnd thr uuclcr-
&ijmE>CI rhtefs, c~plftins and head mm now in council st tlli< camp, rrprcsenti11g the 
Upper KJama1h, Sha:;t.a. K.Ull Scot. .. ·!l th cr lndin.ns, rcsi1iiug t(,·rrt4lly in twenty .. 
four. niMteen, And seven rnnchr.ri!IS or villngl'S. and known ,.. th~ 0-de-i:tah u·if1<l 
or hnnd, 1-shack chiclt !rom the Upper Klnmnth ri,·er; 1-ka-ruck t.ribe or bnnd, 
T$o-hor-git-sko chief; J{o-se-tah tribe m· bnnd, Ada-war-hnw-ik duef; 1-cla-kar
i-wnku-ha tl'ihe or bnnd, 1-dn-k•r-i-wnka·hu •·hir.l, from Shnstn. vall ey; Wat-s n-hc
wo\ u·ibe or b1t11cl, A•··n•ts-ll·<ho-i..,n chief; B-ch tribe o•· b11ud , An-na-nik· n-hok 
chiGf, from S.:otl1s vt~lley. 

AnTrctr> L The s uid tribes or bands ncknowledJle them<elves jointl y and 
1<everally under the r~··lu•in.l jurisdicliort, authority and protrc-tion o! the Unite<! 
StAtes, and hereby bincl thrmselves to refrJUn hereafter from t!le commission of all 
ncr! of hostility or o~re;;sion towtrds the government. or citir.\'ns thr.reof, to love 
on tN'IM of pea•·• Bnd friends hip among themsch-e;; and with all other Indian tribes 
which are now or 1no1y hcrrafter rmne un olot· the protection of t.IH• United Stutes. 

ArtT. 2. T o preserve Lio c peace o1nd friendship ber.cby M l nblislHld oetwco,n I he 
Untted Stales ltnd the s uid tribes or bnnd~. i~ is undC)l's lood nud tlgrc{'d Lhat for 
inj olfi~s t'ccei,,ed on either side, oo f)rivnt.c n•vengc or rc·to lintion shall I-nk" place 
orb~ llttempt«<; buL iusteod tbo.reof contpln ints shalf bG mode h~· th~ party •::gl'icvccl 
to the otb;:<. t.brough the 1ndian agent or sub-ag~nt of the United States for their 
di,tricL, who shall invcstigste, and, if procticable, adj ust the difficulty; and in co•c 
or arts of viohmco hcin~ comruitt.-d upon tho ~rson or prop~rt~· of a citi1.en or cit
izens of the United Stl\l"" by an Indian or ludians belonging Lo or harborrd by 
<•i th or of sa id tribes or bonds, the p11ny or parties ehnrgoJ wi t·h the commis•ion of 
t.hc cl'ime s hall bo l"'(>llll>tly <lel ive'cd up when d emanded of tlto chiefs by tho ~11id 
u~ent ttr n duly !tuthor·izod offict'r <•f the county , to be tr-ied for the nllcgod olfonc,• 
by ~e civil authori~i11s or t.b., S tole of Califomiu; and in cfl>le the rsimc hos lw~n 

I'OmmJUed by a citi>.rn or citizens t•f tho U 11itcd Stntes up<>n the per!'On or p.-opcrtv 
of au lndian or lodi11•,. of either of •&id t rihes or bands, th& ~tgcut shall tnke nl l 
proprr mensurcs to bring the offend.!r or ofTtnder.s t.o lrinl in the suUJe way. 

AnT. 3. The said tribes or bauds for a nd in consideration of the premises, wd 
of the stipulation~ and promises hereinafter contained, hereby jointly and sevc:r!\lly 
sell , cede. relinqui•h, and forever quit elnim to tbe Un itod States, nJJ their ri~;ht, 
title, claim or in tocest or a uy kind whie.h they or ei~er of th<rn ha,•e to the l•nds 
they ll(ow occupy. and \O nil otlie:r l ~nd~ or Moil in Cnli(orn ir.. 

AnT. 4. 1 0 pr·orn<IIA• the pormonont ~etll~mcnt u.nd improvemen t or said lt'ihes 
or honds, it is hereby s tipulated and agreed thu.t the followin~: d~•cribed trn('t q r 

di~t ri~t of country sha ll bo •ppropr·iut(.;J nnd set apart II.< on Jntlit>n re;ervotion, 
and tbe use and po!!SCS•ion tbereo: fore••cr guarantied to the said :ribcs or hnnds 
""'' th~ir suec;t"'•ors, egnolly with sud• other Indian trilx-s or bonds snd rh~ir ~uc
CI'l'..'<l-11', II$ the Unit<'CI Stotes may t.ercaflcr romovc from the woters of the Klenu•lh 
or Trinity rivrrs or ~l.<cwhcre in n•)rthem Co.lifumia, and settle thcre\tpon, to wit.: 
commencing nt 11 point on the e.._<terly side of Scot~'s vall <•y, obout ~ix ruiles al>ove 
t he cnhin or improvement generally known liS ·watson, Gee & l'umpany's t'(l.ni:h, 
whore two c.ednt· J,rc•t•' s tand upon th~ sou Lhwcsc side of 11 hH id hill, •md midwny 
bet ween t.he said ccduro; Lbence ruotning in " souU1westerly direction 9c•·o;;.< the saicl 
valley to n. point pl'Ojccting int.o the same, behind which gLands n conics! peak r ailed 
Sci no's peak; thente o,·cr the same and ov~r uid 1•eak t.o the Kmnmit of th~ dividing 
ndl!:e bet\\een the Wlii.<>N of Scott's and Klamath rivers; thence foUowing t.be same 
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to where a divide ru ns nortJ•wnrd to a creek or large brook entering the Klamath from ~he northward next abo,·o the one entering at 1\lurdcrcr's bar, and known as Indian creek; ~hence Along s•iil divide and across the KlAmath ri--er to the mouth of said creek ; thence up the msin fork of >~Aid creek to tho forty-second puallel of north latitude; thMee eastward along said paral lel to a/>oint due north of a point wher(l the ridge d ividing the wa!A'rs of Scott's riv(lr from t 1& wate.n of Humbug eu,ck tt•nllinntes nt or ll(l•>r the Klumuth; thence d ue south, cro~~Sing the K lamnth river, to said point; theuco follo\\1ng ijaid diYide nnd the (livido separat ing tho waters of Scott's dve.r I rom ~be watm! of Shasta rj,•er to a point in a line "·ith tho place ol b<?ginning, e.od Utenco southwesterly to said plsee of bc:tinning; said tract being by c.stimation tw~nty-lonr miles in length from northwest to soutJtca•t hy fifteen 
mil~s in average wid th, and cont,ain ir'lg bct~<'e~n four and fivo sq \1111'0 m ile,;; ol tiUablo lnnd, Pro~iifed, 11011Je1~r, That t,hoso citizen ol th e U11it. .. l Stfltll!l who ArC nuw engagNI iu mining, rnisi11g, !lr waslill;g golcl upon that pnrt or &ott's river lylnJ! between the first r reck enh•riug lhc ••mo from th.c north, above thn town or Scotts bar aod the mouth or •aid river, shall be pcrmitlrd tO hold and work the claims of wbit.h tbey arc now in actual posse~Sion lor the term of two yca.rs frorn the date ol this instru ment, unlcs~ llOe>ner exhau~lrd; sod Prorid~dfwtlwr, That such otlwr citizeru! or tho United State~ M hove nlrendy th rown UJ) oo rt.h or r1ti•1'd ore on any othrt· JJ8 rt of oaid ro•ervo •hn ll be all<>WW until U1c fil'>l dny of J uno next to wn.slt the same, nnd thAt those h aving cabins or other improvements alrco;dy erected on said reser,·ation •hall bo permitted to oc.-<·upy and enjoy tho same, froo from mol~tMion, until sai.! Rrst da.v of ,Juuc, cight.t~tl ltundred and fifty-two, and no longer. It is a~o further prcn:idciJ, ThilL the $aid tribes or bands shall novcr sell or a.lien•te their right or cln iln to any 1111rt ther()Of e.<copt to the Unil.oo St.~tes, nor shall thc.Y ever lon•c to or p(lrmit whitu rnen to sottl~, W(•rk, or trndo upon uny rmrt thereo f without the Wl it.h!UJJton.uh;~iou ur t.hc United States Juclinn agc.ut !or the dJSt.ric~. lt is ngrct!d and un crstood, howe,·er, that the United St•les reserves the right of way over said lands, and of using for fsrming purpoll<'• lli\Y quantity thereof not exceeding one thou•and acres; also tbo ri~ht to ost•bli•h such militn.ry post or poMs, erect such huildings, nnd mako such or.hor improvements lor tho nccommot.l ntion of au Indinn ngcnl, and other offi.:cn~ or servants as the Presi<kn t may direci,. 

AnT. 5. Thu snirl tribes ~r bnruls a~rec anti horehy biJtd thollllll'lv"s to remove to and se~Ue permanonfJy upon tnid rc.ervotion, within two years fnun tho dato bl!roof, or sooner if lh~teto l'(l(Juired by lhr. Lndian agent of tho Unil(od Stoles; And wbonov,lr said rM10''"' and ""ttl~mtmt shall to.ke praec, the United Stotos with a dosire to encour~o lhe,m in ..equiring a knowledge of lpttors, ogricuJturo, and the mcchouio nrts, will ()mplvy ttr.d l!(' ttla among t,hom u rJ<>n st<id reservation, one principal ~ohool -teu.chor, '<1t h thrw mn.le and f(•lnnln nsslstant teachers to insllue~ said tnbe& in the diffcren~ branch•s of n oonunon-ijChool ed ucation And in tho domestic urts of sewin!! and bouso-keeJiing, upon the manual labor systom; 1\L-o ono praetit.al fanner who sholl &J"Sist s&.id tribes in eultlvating the soil lllld oct as suporintendwt of agrku ltu·r.U op~rntioos, wi th LIA'O Msistant IFLm1ers, one carpenter o r worker in wootl who shall dirilct nnd uic in the coustnJCtion of hOufiOB, ropairiug wngons, &c.1 and one black•mi Lh or "'orker in iron a.lso to bo employed for their as•istMee ana conwni,·ncc; Rll ol Lbe abovo teachers, Jtmncrs, tu1d meeltanic.s to be paid and ruaintainod upon said rel!tlrvatioo by tho UniloPd Stal(os for the period of five \'cars and till long tlwreafter ~~.~ tho Presidoot may doom ad,oisahlr.; also t.hnt tho tJnit;;J States will ~rect sui tablo dwollings, •chool-bouses and sho ps Cor the Recommodntj(>D or an 
&!(Nit, and o f the t(lnchars, la rml\rs llnd mochnnics nbovo 1!1Wcil1ed, nnd store-hou8<}9 fot· th~ pmtnction of the public proper ty. 

AliT. 6. 'l'bc Uaiwd St11lEs will also ftPJ>Oin t and set.Uo among said tribes upon SAid l'll"Orvation, t\11 agent or ~b-a.gent or tho Lndian dopartm6llt to carry out tbe stipulatio:tS of this treaty arultho b'Oll~r.U laws and rt;,"UI&tions of the ludiflll derart.mont pertaining to tho government and improvement ol aaid tribes; anti tll\ti the Unit(ld States sha ll have estn~lishod a militnry post on or in tbc neighborhood of said rosn•·v"tion, with a rt)f,•u lnt· physician or surgeon attnchod Lboroto, tho United States Indian agont for tho dis t•·iet shttl! be Mthorued, and is hereby dircr.wd to cmt>loy ftt tbe expcn&} of tbo United StAtes, an 1\.'<perienccd physiciiUI to lt'sid~ on ..Ud roscrvarlon, u'tcnd to tho sick among oltbor whites or lndians, and ospcctally 
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to vacciMtc the m~mbers of each tribe; and when said military post shall be estab. 
lishcd, the services of the sul"ge<ln t hereto attached may be substituted by said 
agent, for those of the physicim first· employed, allowing hindherefor a reasona.ble 
.compensation. 

AR1'. 7. To aid said tribes or bands in thPir su b'listence while removing to a nd 
making Lheir settlement upon said Tesorvation, the United Stntes, in addition to 
.twGlvll hMd of beei cattle, twenty sacks (one thous~>nd pounds) of flour, and nu.merpus 
other presonts o'f blankets, shirts, &c., given to them at this camp, will furnish t.horn 
freo of chArge, during each of the yoa~s 1852 and 1853, v.ith two huX!drod head of 
beef <:lit~le, to avorngo in weight. five hundred pounds net1 and two b'u"!J·od sacks 
(equal to t;went\' thous-and pounds) of flour, fivo hundred p·air of two und a half 
poult 1-fnddnaw blankets, five hundred pnirs strong panh~)oons, fivo hundred cotton 
(hickor-v) shirts, five hundred red flunnel shirts, sb: hundred Iinsey gown• for women, 
iuld girls, three thousand y a1·ds of calico, t;hree th.ou;~lllld y1u·d·s 4-4 brown shcetir~gs, 
tw;entv-fivo pounds of Scotc~ thread1 five thoustu:td neodl~s, assort<>d, one gross.of 
tbr:mbles ten pounds of pms, twelve dozon sciSSOrs, fifty dozen common stzc 
b utcher lmiv~s, h e hundred pea-jackets of heavy, stro~ cloth, M'lQrtcd, one thou
sMd pou nds or salt, one hundred hatchets, rut to be distr'ihut~.d among t.hem by the 
agent., according to t;heir respective numbers. 

ART. $. As early as conv<l!lient afU\r the rat.ification of this treaty by the Pt·rsi
dent and Stmat{l, 1\lld the S!'tLlemcn t of &aid tribes or bands upon snid t·eservntion , 
the U nit.c.-1 Statt).• will also Jurnish t.b.ent with twent,y-tour brood mar!iS and ono 
stallion, !ltirty milcb cows ttnd ono. bull, fifty sb"e.P, ten l1ogs (both .e.xes,) four yoke 
of work <:1\f.Lle, with yo\<es, qh&iM, $.\c., two breakmg plc>ugbs, ten smnll ploughs , two 
ox wagons., one mule w~on, seeds of all proper kind~ for sowing and plnnt.ing, eight 
work l:oules or horses w·\th harness, one bunclr11d heavy spncles, twelve matt.<J<:ks, 
four hundred garden or e<lrn ho~s, two hundred c~opping nxes, ·common size, wi.th 
handles, two li uu.dred chopplllg axes, small srze, Wltb ht\ndles, two h1Uldrcd shc1lt
iron cnmp-kettl~.s, Hrst size, two hundred sheet-iron camp-kettles, sc<:ond sil,e, rom· 
hundi·.;d tin pfins, (two hundred l<>rr" oi<-o, two hundred :mtall •i•e,) one set of bl&ck
~mit;hing tools, one set of c"rpcnt('J' s tool~, t.hreo thousand vounds of iron five hun
dred pounds of steel, assorted, fifty dozen pi,nt. tin cups-, fi fty dozen tin p!t\LcS, fifty 
dozen iron-lined spoons, three Unit(1d States flags. 'l'he stock enumerated abov~ 
and the p roduct thereof, togcthe,r wit.b the farming utoosils a nd mooh•Jnical tools 
to be held liS the joint propeJ·ty o f snid tribes or bands, the fonncr to bo marked or· 
lmwded with su<ili lette1s or mnrks as IVill~<t ••Jl t:inrcs designate the same to be their· 
property, and no part or portion thereof ~hall be killed, ex<l1anged, sold, or otherwise 
pnt·ted with, without the ~e:tt, .and direction of the agent. 

AR'r. 9. H is fw·ther agned, thtt ~ the U nited States will fen~e in with a good 
board or post and rail fence, preparat.ory to breaking up the soil for planting, one 
thousand acres of land; and if, by tire ye.ur 1853, the said tJ·ibes or bands sh~ll not l'e 
.in 11 sit uation to provide themselves with food aod clo thing, snd the ag~,nt for t.hcir 
distTict shall so recommend, the President, in his disctetiou, may order for their use, 
in the year 1854, a like. or smilllcr q uantity of Lhe articles eou.men>ted in artide 7 to 
l>e plv,'ided for tho years 18!)2 and !853. 

Art•r. 10. I t is further understoOd and "greed that wit.hin the line of the reser
vation referred to and descrite(l in ar~iole 4, there shall be retained and set apnrt a 
belt or border of one mile in width on tbe (Jnstcrn and soutbem sides or lines the!'eo f, 
whereon it sba..ll not be lawfu.l for either Iodiaus or white nien to settle on or rcmuin, 

·Or to pass over except by the highways or roads rrmning ~hrough the same, but t he 
same shall be e:zcclusiyely w ithin the jurisdiction. or the Uni ted. St.ates: . . 

An•·. 11. The satd tnbes or bands hereby bmd themselves t.o dehver up wrthm 
sixty days from the date hereot .. n horses, mules, or other property •vltich may be in 
their possession, stole.n from tne wlti l;es, the claimants making pt'Oof of ownership 
before the agent or s \lclt person as he m a.y designate to act in his absence, or before ll 
magistrate or judge of me <;ouoty of Shasta; all such prQperty claimed but not clearly 
identified, to be returned to the Indians. · 
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ln t.e.~~iuwny whereof, the parties have bereunw sig:ned t.bcir names and uffi.xcd 
their s!Juls, this fourth <lu.y of November, o.nr.o Domini cightoon hundred and li fty-one. 

REDiCK McKEE, 
Unile<l States ln.Nan <1gmt. !sJ<;At.. 

~'or -nnd in t>chi•lf of tho O-de-i-13b tribe or· band !rom the Upper Klamath river: 
I-SHACK, hiss mal'lc ISEAL.I 
E-EH-NJ<;~UA , his x msrk (sEAL., 
Pl-0-JCUK.E, his x mrtrk . 1~>:.\t. , 
SA-NAK-A-HA, his x mal'i<. (SEAL.! 

~·or and in behalf of the 1-ka-ru~k tribe or band iu Sh.astn valley: 
'l'SO-~IOR-G!T-STCO, his marie 
CHE-LE-N :\-TUK, his x mark. 

(SEAL.j 
(SEAL.! 

For and i11 bohsll of the Jio-se-t.A.h tribe or band in Shasio. valley: 
ADA-WA.R-HOW-1K1 his" ntnr-k. (stJAL.I 
QUA 1'-SOW-A-HA, Ius x 1011rl<. tse.u .l 

For and i1l behalf or the lda-kar-i-11•aka-ha tribe or band in Sbnst.a va.Uey: 
A-LAT-sg.wAK-A-NA, his x ·r~H<rk. (so:.<t •. l 
lDA-KAR-1-WAK-A-HA., his x IMrie [SEAL.! 

For nnd in b<·luliC o r the Wtlt-sa-he-wa tribe .or btuHl in Scot.t.'s valley' 
AR-RA'fS-A.-CH0-1-CA, his x mark. isEAL.I 

FM anti il> behalf or E-eb tribe or lmnd in Scott's valley: 
AN-NA- I:'IlK-,A-HOKkhis ~ mJtrk (SEAL./ 
SUN-RISE, h•s x m~r . [silAI .. 

Signe(l, sealed and delivered, after being fully explained , in presence of
JonN McK>•:r., Secr.etar!/. 
GEOR<1 ~ Owns, }I 
LtNDLEY AnEL, nlerpret•rB. 
w' T. SMITII. 

F. n. l'"t"K'"""'"· 
C. McDmmHT. 
SA •ru •·=•• F •·~'u NQ. 
WAt:rmt i'vl cDONA LI>. 
C. ~,UL-1'0N. 
WM. H. l3unot:ss. 
Enw.6 nn R JCJCs. 
Wu.taAM DAJN. 
Lmv SwAN. 
Coo. W. T.uT. 

TREATY WITH TIIB SAN LOUIS REY, ETC .. 1852. 

TnE.-.TY ~f.o.D(<) AND OoN"cLttnr.l • AT ToE Vn.I .. AGE oP ·r.&M&cu•~A, ST-AT& oJf CALirroRNU, JA·NuAHT 
§.r 1852, H E'I'WJ.U;N 'rHK> UNJniV S'r"&TEfi l.NUIAN At":£1"T, 0. l\l. W ou;:.:(mAt-"1', M H> THg. Cm~PS, 
liA.C'r,\1~~ .AND ffJOAD Me:-r Oil' 1·u.v SLt.N LouJt' lba, K.t...u·w &·A..~. AND 'l'Ut: C<H;o1l·QAB·HU 
'l"ttlD£5 OJ.' [{l>t)IANS. 

A treaty or. Jlcllc<' and rricndsb.ip made and concll!(ied at the village or Tcme-
1 , 

8
, cultt, Calilorni~, between t.he Un ited StM.es Indinn Af"t'nt, 0. M . 

'""'"'" 
1
" '' Wozencraft, of tJ1e one par~. ROd the captains ROd hen< m~n of the 

v . ... m.:~ . following ""tioM, viz: T he O!ftion or San Louis. Rey Ind itw•, the 
Koh-we-as, and tht1 tnbc of Co-o6m-<'nh-ras. 

AnTICL·E 1. The several nations above mentioned do Acknowledge the United 
Stntes to be the sole and absolute so~o1·cign of a ll the $oil a nd lllrritory <'cdcd t.o t-bcm 
by n. t.re~t.y of pence mode between them lUlO the republic. or l\•lexico. 

ART. 2. The said uat.ions of Indians acknowledge themselves, jointly and scv
etally, ~tntlel· the exclllsi~e jurisdiction, authority and prot.oction or th·r: United 
States, and hereby bind thoms~lve$ he1·eafter to r~fn•i n from t he commis.,ion or all 
acts of U<JStility ilnd nggression towards the govcrnrqcnt. or ciLizeus thcre(lf, and to 
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816 P.ART HI. EXECUTIVE ORDERS RELATING TO RESERVES. 

Klamath, RivtP" Reserve. 

DlilPARTIIENT OF THE INTEBJOR, 
Office of Inrlian Affairs, 1%vemkr 10, 1855. 

Sm: Referring to your communication of the Sth of Au~st last to 
the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, advising h1m of the 
approval by the Preside!'t of the U ni.ted States of the recommendation 
of the Department that 1t was exped1ent t~ expend the money appro· 
priated on the 3rd of March last for removing the Indians in CaHfornia 
to two additional military rc$ervations, 1 have the honor now to make 
the following report: 

On the 15th of Angust last the Acting Commissioner inclosed a copy 
of your Jetter of the 8th of that month to the superintendent of Indian 
affairs in CaHfornia~ with directions to select these reservations from 
such "tracts of lana adapted as to soil, climate, water-privileges. and 
timber, to the comfortable and I?ermanent accommodation of the 
Indians, whicll tracts should be umncumbered by old Spaoi~h grants 
or claims of recent white settlers," limiting the dimensions of the 
reserves to within 25,000 acres each, and to report to this office a 
description of their geographical position in relation to streams, 
mountain ranges, and county lines, etc., and indicating the same upon 
a map. A copy of that letter is herewith, marked A. By the last 
mail from California, I have receh'·ld from Superintendent Thomas I. 
Henley a report upon this subject, dated the 4:th ultimo (a copv of 
which is herewith. marked B), by which it appears he recommends as 
one of the resen' ations aforesnid "a strip of territo ry one mile in 
width on each side of the (Klamath) river, for a distance of 20 miles." 
The superintendent remarks upon the character of the country selected, 
and incloses an extract f rom a report (also herewith, .marked C) to 
him of the 19th of June last, by 1\fl'. S. G. Whipple, which contains 
in some detail a description of the country selected, babit,s and usnges 
of the Indians, etc., but tlO lllltp is furnished. · 

It will be observed from this report of the superintendent thnt he 
bas deemed it important. to continue the employ of an agent and to 
prepare for raising a crop in order to assure the Indians of the good 
faith of the Government and to preserve the peace of the country. 
Considering tbe great distance of this re~erve from the seat of Gov
ernment and the length of time it nece;sarily requires to communicate 
with an agency at the Klamath, it is desirable that some definite action 
be taken, if practicable, before the sailing of the next steamer, to 
leave New York on the 20th instant. 

I, therefore, beg leave to ask yot11· attention w the ~ubject, und if 
you shnll be of the op[nion from the re{lresentations made by the 
superintendent in Ca!Hornia and Mr. Whipple that the selection nt 
the mouth of tbe Klamath River is a judicious and proper one, that it 
be laid before the President of the United States for h1s approval, but 
with the provision, however, that upon a survey of the tract selected 
that a sufficient quantity be cut off f rom the upper end of tbe proposed 
1eserve to bring it within th<> limitation of 25,000 acres, authorized by 
the act of 3d :March last. . 

lnlso inclose herewith a copy of another letter from Superintendent 
Henley, of 4th ultimo (marked D), in which he states, in relation to 
the other reserve, that it is intended to locate it "between the head
waters of Russian River and Cape Mendocino." In reference to both 
of these proposed reserves, and as connected with the means to be used 
to maintain peacable relat ions wit·b the Indians, the superintendent i$ 
of opinion that it is of great importance to provide for crops, and that 
to do so an agent in each instance is necessary. As this last-named 
selection has not been defined b.v anv specific boundaries, and oo suffi
cient description is given as to soil, climate, and suitableness for Indinn 
purposes, to enable the Department to determine the matter under-
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standingly, of course ·nothing definite can now be done: But it may 
not bll improper to consider the subject in connection with the general 
intent a~ to the particular locality in which it is proposed to make the 
location. 

T he reserve proposed on the Klamath Rh'er and Pacific coast does not 
appear from the r;oap of the State of Oalifornh~ to be very far removed 
froOl C.~pe Mendoomo, or a point between that and Russian River· 
and as provision is made only for two reserves in t.be State other tha.~ 
thos() already in operotion, the question arises wbeth'J.r it should not 
be situated farther in the interior, or perhaps eastern part of the State 
than the point refened to. · The Noome Lacke Re,;e1-ve is situated i~ 
one of the Sacramento valleys, at about the latitude of 40 degrees 
north and 122 degrees of longitude west, about the center of that 
portion of the State north of the port of San Frnncisco. As, therefore 
the proposed K lamath Reserve, being northwest from the Noom~ 
Lacke Reservation, would a_ppear to be adapted to the convenient use 
of the Indians in that direction, the question is suggestoo whether the 
other resen •e should not be located farther east and north , say on 
the tributaries of either Pitt or Feather Rivers. As in the case O"f the 
proposed ·reserve of the Klamath, I am desirous of obtaining your 
opinion and that of the President of the U nited States, with such 
decision as may be arrived at under the circumstances, in sea.~n to 
communicate the same by the next California mail, for the government 
of the action of superintendent Henley. 
. Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
· G.Eo. W. l\!A~"Yl'ENNY 1 

Comm~. 
Hon. R. McCLELLAND, 

Secretary of the Interior. 

DEPAR'J'MENT OF THE lNTERIOB, 
Wa8Mnuton, IJ. 0.; .November 1~, 1856. 

Srn : l have the honor to submit herewith t.be report from the Com
missioner of Indian Affairs of the lOth insta_ot, and its accompanying 
papers, having relation to two of the t-eservations in California for 
Indian purposes, authorized by the act of 3d March last. · 

The precise limit.; of but one of the reservations, viz, a strip of ter
ritory commencing at the Pacific Ocean and extending 1 mile In width 
on each side of the Klamath River, a•·e given, no sufficient data being 
furnished to justify an_y definite action on the other. . 

I •·ecommend you•· approval of the proposed Klamath Reaervatwn, 
with the provision, however , that upon a survey of the tract a ~uf!i
cientquantity be cntoff from the upper end thereof to bring it wtthto 
the limit of 25,0(\() acres authorized by law. 

· Respectfully, your obedient servant, 

The PRESIDENT. 

R. .McCr,ELLAND, 
Sec-retary. 

Let the t·eservation be made, as proposed. 
F RANKLIN Pl.ERCE. 

NOVEMBER 16, 1855. 

Hen.docin" Reserve. 

D EPARTMEN1' OF l'HE lNTEl.UO"R, 
Office of india•~ .ti.ffairs, .tipril 16, 1856. 

StR: Referring to the report I had the honor to submit for Y'?ur con
sideration on the l Oth of Novemb~r last, relative to t he estabhsbment 
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CALIFORNIA- HOOPA VALLEY RESERVE. 

Yuma Reserve. 

(For order relating .to Yuma Reserve in n.ru:ona, see California., 
post page 831.) 

OALIFOII.NIA. 

liwpa VaUey Reaei"'Je. 

{()eenpled by Hun.satun.g, Bopa, Klamath Rtver, Misket~t. Redwood, Salaz:, Sermolton, and '1'1sb.lan. 
aton 1ribe3: area, L'\6 !iQU,rt mile.; ett.abiJehOO b)' ~tor A.J)rU 8, 1864. ( 18 StM., 39), and E:x.tcutivo 
or<1ers.) 

By virtue of power vested in me by nn act of Congress ap.Proved 
April 8, 1864, and acting under instructions from the Interior Depart
ment. dated at Washington City, D. C., April 26, 1864, concerning the 
location of four tracts of land for Indian re~ervations in the State of 
California, I do bereby.proclaim and make known to all concerned 
that I have this day located an Indian· reservation, to be known and 
called h,Y the name and title of the Hoopa Valley Reservation, said . 
reservat•on being situat:ed on the Trinity River, in Klamath County, 
California, to be described by such metes and bounds il.s may hereafter 
be e.-stablished by order of the Interio~ Department, subject to the 
approval of the 'l?resident of the U nitt>.d States. Settlers in Hoopa 
Valley are hereby notified not to make any fttrther improvements upon 
their p laces, as they will be appraised and purchased as soon as the 
Jnterior Department may direct .. 

AUSTIN WILEY, 
Superintendent Indian Affaira firr the State of Calif(YNtia. 

FORT GASTON, CAL., .AU{!1t.8t £1, 1864. 

Ex-ecu:rrvE MAJ:<SION, June £3, 1876. 
It is hereby ordered that the south and we.-st boundaries and that por

tion of tbe north boundary west of Trinity River surveyed, in 1875, by 
0 . T. Bisse.J, and the courses ami distances of the east boundat·y, and 
that portion of the north boundary east of Tl'inity River reported but 
not surveyed by him, viz: ''Beginning at the southeast corner of the 
resen<ation at a post set in mound of rocks, marked • H. V. R., No.3 '· 
thence south 17t degree.-! west, 905.15 chaill$, to southeast corner of 
reservation L thence .8outh 72t degrees west, 480 chains, to the mouth 
of Trinity .ttiver," be, and hereby are, declared to be the exterior 
boundaries of Hoopa Valley Indian Resen<ation, and the land embraced 
therein, an are!\ of 89,572.43 acres, be, and hereby is, withdrawn from 
public sale, and set apart for )ndian purposes, as one of the Indian 
reservations authorized to be set apart, in California, by act of Con· 
gre~ approved .April 8, 1864. (13 Stats., p. 39.) · 

U. S. GRANT. 

ExECUTIVE MANSION, Octo!Mr 16, 1891. 
It ie hereby ordered tMt the limits of the Hoopa Valley Reservation 

in the state of California, a reservation duly 8et apart for Indian pur
poses as one of the Indian reservations authorized to be set apart, in 
said State, by Act of Congress approved Ap~i IS, 1864, (13 .Stats., 39), 
be and the same are hereby extended $<1 as to tnclude a tract of country 
one mile in width on each stde of the Klamath River, and extending from 
the present limits of the said Hoopa Valley reservation to the Pacific 
Ocean; Provided, h()W(!1Jer, That any tractor tracts included within the 
above described boundaries to which valid rights have attached under 
the Jaws of the United Stat~ are hereby excluded from the reservation 
as hereby extended. 

BENJ. HARRISON. 
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Attachment 3a 

KBRA Part I, General Provisions, 1.2. General Recitals, Section 1.2.3. 
Sustainable Tribal Communities 



National Marine Fisheries Service; 
United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service; and 
United States Department of the Interior, including Bureau oflndian 
Affairs, Bureau of Land Management, Bureau of Reclamation, and Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 

Prior to any Federal agency becoming a Party to this Agreement as described 
above, whenever this Agreement attributes an action to a Federal agency, that 
attribution states an expectation of the Non-Federal Parties, rather than an 
obligation of the Federal agency under this Agreement. 

1.1.3. Addition of Other Parties 

Sixty days after the Effective Date, other entities may subsequently become 
Parties by following the procedures established in Section 7.2.2. 

1.2. General Recitals 

1.2.1. Klamath Hydroelectric Project 

The Klamath Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 2082), located on the Klamath 
River and its tributaries, blocks the upstream passage of anadromous and other 
fish at River Mile 195 and has other adverse impacts as a result of flow 
regulation. The Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement Agreement (Hydroelectric 
Settlement) establishes a process for potential Facilities Removal and operation of 
the Hydroelectric Project until that time. 

1.2.2. Klamath Reclamation Project and Other Irrigation Deliveries 

The Parties enter into this Agreement to resolve longstanding disputes between 
them regarding the amounts, timing, and other conditions of diversion and 
delivery of water for irrigation, National Wildlife Refuges, and related uses within 
the Klamath Reclamation Project and by non-federal entities in the Upper 
Klamath Basin regarding flows and lake levels that support Fish Species and 
wildlife. The resolution achieved here is intended to protect the sustainability of 
the agricultural uses and communities along with public and trust resources. 

1.2.3. Sustainable Tribal Communities 

Tribes have lived in the Klamath River Basin since time immemorial and are 
expected to continue to do so using sustainable resource-based economies. There 
are tribal fishing rights in various locations that have associated water rights for 
the fish to propagate and produce sufficient numbers for harvest. The Tribes, 
irrigators, and the United States have differed in administrative and judicial 
settings over the amounts of water needed for fish. This Agreement seeks to 
resolve tliese substantial differences and also to provide the Tribes with both 
sustainable natural resources and sustainable communities. 

Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement, February 18,2010 3 
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Attachment 3b 

KBRA Part VII. Tribal Program 



PART VII. 

TRIBAL PROGRAM 


31. Overview of Tribal Program 

31.1. Recitals 

31.1.1. 	 As the original stewards ofthe natural resources ofthe Klamath River 
Basin, the Karuk Tribe, Klamath Tribes, and Yurok Tribe hold special 
positions in the Basin. The Parties are mindful of the Tribes' interests 
in, and relation to the Basin ecosystem and its fisheries. 

31.1.2. 	 The Parties acknowledge that the Tribes' economic, cultural, and 
spiritual dependence upon the natural resources of the Klamath Basin 
have caused the Tribes to be particularly vulnerable as those resources 
have become scarce. Over the past century, traditional tribal 
subsistence and related economies have suffered. 

31.1.3. 	 The Tribes have a sound and long standing history of competent 
resource management that provides the Tribes with special 
understanding of natural resource science and restoration. 

31.1.4. 	 Accordingly, the Tribes, Public Agency Parties, and other Parties 
acknowledge the Tribes' essential role in the Collaborative 
Management necessary to implement the provisions of this 
Agreement. 

31.2. Purposes 

The Parties support the goals of each Tribe to achieve the revitalization of tribal 
subsistence and related economies during the period immediately following this 
Agreement. The Parties support the Tribes as they strive to meet a reasonable standard of 
living, a standard recognized in the reservation of tribal fishing and other related rights, 
until the fisheries are restored such that Full Participation in Harvest Opportunities are 
achieved. Funding provided in these sections is, among other purposes, intended to be 
used to assist the Tribes in developing the capacity to participate as grantees and in the 
Collaborative Management ofthe Fisheries Program described in Sections 9 through 13 
above. 

31.3. Funding 

The Non-Federal Parties shall support authorizations and appropriations in addition to 
existing funds, in the amount of $65 million as estimated in Appendix C-2, to implement 
the Tribal Program for the first ten years following the Effective Date. 
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32. Tribal Participation in Fisheries and Other Programs 

32.1. Purpose 

The Parties support tribal participation in the Fisheries and other programs under this 
Agreement. Specifically, funding provided for this purpose shall be used in each Tribe's 
discretion for the purposes of: (i) building each Tribe's internal capacity to participate in 
the Collaborative Management and restoration of the fisheries; (ii) administration of each 
Tribe's fisheries-related programs; and (iii) participation in conservation management 
programs for habitat above Upper Klamath Lake and on the Klamath River. 

32.2. Term of Funding 

The Non-Federal Parties shall support authorization and appropriation of funds, as 
estimated in Appendix C-2 for the first ten years after the Effective Date. 

32.3. Other Funding 

In the Collaborative Management of the Environmental Water and resources of the 
Klamath Basin, and as consistent with Applicable Law, the Tribes shall be priority 
recipients of federal grants and funds for Fisheries Program described in Part III. The 
Tribes will remain eligible for funding associated with fisheries restoration and 
reintroduction programs outside the scope of this Agreement. 

33. Long-term Economic Revitalization Projects 

33.1. Other Funds 

The Parties acknowledge that this Agreement addresses primarily tribal fishing and water 
matters, and accordingly agree that they will also support efforts by the Tribes to secure 
economic revitalization programs and funds such that the Tribes may achieve long-term 
economic self-sufficiency. Funding provided for Long-Term Economic Revitalization 
Projects will be used at each Tribe's discretion for development and planning oflong
term economic revitalization projects. 

33.2. Mazama Project 

33.2.1. Acquisition 

The Non-Federal Parties shall support the authorization and appropriation of, or 
otherwise Timely provision to, the Klamath Tribes of$21,000,000 toward the 
acquisition of the Mazama Forest Project in Klamath County, Oregon. The Parties 
agree that nothing in the development of the Mazama Forest Project, including 
but not limited to the Klamath Tribes' purchase of property, or the United States' 
designation of property as having federal trust status, will alter existing law 
regarding the applicability of state water law. The Parties agree that, 
notwithstanding the first sentence in Section 6, any disputes about the 
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applicability of state water law shall be resolved in a court of competent 
jurisdiction. · 

33.2.2. Withdrawal 

In the event that the funding described in Section 33.2.1 is not Timely provided, 
the Klamath Tribes shall have the right to withdraw from this Agreement. Section 
7.5 shall not apply to such withdrawal. Prior to exercising the right of 
withdrawal, the Klamath Tribes shall Timely provide the Parties with a Notice of 
impending failure which shall set out the relevant circumstances. Following such 
Notice, the Parties shall meet and confer in an effort to remedy the failure or to 
amend this Agreement as provided for in Section 7 .2.1.B, provided that the 
referral to the Dispute Resolution Procedures in Section 7.2.l.F shall not apply. 
If, after 30 days, the failure is not remedied or the Agreement is not amended, 
then the Klamath Tribes may withdraw from this Agreement by providing a 
Notice of withdrawal to the Parties, and the Klamath Tribes shall thereafter have 
no obligation under this Agreement to provide Assurances, waivers, or 
relinquishments of any kind, and any Assurances, waivers, or relinquishments of 
any kind they have provided shall terminate. 

33.2.3. Sections Surviving Withdrawal 

Notwithstanding the withdrawal of the Klamath Tribes pursuant to this Section 
33.2, Section 15.3.2.B shall continue in force and effect. 

34. Klamath Tribes' Interim Fishing Site 

34.1. Petition 

Within three months of the Effective Date, the CDFG, Klamath Tribes, and relevant 
agencies of the United States will jointly petition the California Fish and Game 
Commission to establish an interim fishing site in the reach of the Klamath River 
between Iron Gate Dam and the I-5 Bridge. The petition will provide that Chinook 
salmon fishing in this reach of the river will be open to the Klamath Tribes each salmon 
season immediately after the hatchery at Iron Gate Dam achieves egg take goals. The 
provisions regulating this interim fishing site, including the definition of the interim 
period for this purpose, will be set forth in this joint petition. The Parties will support the 
petition. The interim fishing regulations will become effective as soon as practicable. 

34.2. Alternative Procedure 

Ifthe petition is not granted, the United States, the Klamath Tribes, and other interested 
Parties agree to meet and confer to develop equivalent benefits for the Klamath Tribes. 

34.3. No Adverse Impact 

Any outcome under this Section 34 will not have any adverse impact upon existing 
harvest allocation issues among other Tribes and non-Indian interests. 

Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement, February 18, 2010 171 

3b-3



PART VIII. 

EXECUTION OF AGREEMENT 


35. Authority 

35.1. General 

Each signatory to this Agreement certifies that he or she is authorized to execute this 
Agreement and to legally bind the Party he or she represents. As of the Effective Date, 
this binding effect applies to all obligations which legally may be performed under 
existing authorities. This binding effect applies to other obligations arising from new 
authorities arising pursuant to the Authorizing Legislation as provided in Section 3 .1.1. 

35.2. Public Agency Parties 

In signing this Agreement, a Public Agency Party expresses its support for the Agreement 
and the policies that apply to its exercise of its authorities. By such signing and as 
provided in Sections 2.2.7 and 7.4.3, no Public Agency Party has taken an action. 

36. Counterparts 

This Agreement may be executed in counterparts. Each executed counterpart shall have the 
same force and effect as an original instrument as if all the signatory Parties to all of the 
counterparts had signed the same document. 

37. Concurrent Execution 

Each Non-Federal Party shall execute this Agreement and the Hydroelectric Settlement 
concurrently. 

38. New Parties 

Any entity listed in Section 1.1.1 of this Agreement that does not execute this Agreement on the 
Effective Date will become a Party, subject to Section 37, by signing the Agreement within 60 
days of the Effective Date, without amendment of this Agreement or other action by existing 
Parties. After 60 days from the Effective Date, any such entity, or any other entity, may become 
a Party, subject to Section 37, through an amendment of this Agreement in accordance with 
Section 7.2.2. Federal Agency Parties shall become Parties pursuant to Section 1.1.2. The 
Hoopa Valley Tribe may become a Party under Sections 7.2.2. and 37 within 60 days of the 
Effective Date or otherwise on the following conditions: (a) the Hoopa Valley Tribe agrees to 
this Agreement and the Hydroelectric Settlement and agrees to insertion of provisions into this 
Agreement that are equivalent in nature, content and geographic scope as that of the signatory 
Tribes, including (i) Assurances to water users of the Klamath Reclamation Project and 
Reclamation and FWS, (ii) relinquishment and release of claims to the United States, and (iii) 
restriction of the scope of the Agreement to the Klamath River Basin outside of the Trinity River 
Basin; and (b) the Parties, including specifically the United States, Tribes and KPWU, agree to 
the amended provisions related specifically to the Hoopa Valley Tribe. In the event that the 
Hoopa Valley Tribe becomes a Party, the Parties shall amend Appendix C-2 to allocate funding 
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Attachment 3c 

KBRA Part III. Fisheries Program, Section 9 beginning with 9.2 Program 
Elements, Section 10. Fisheries Restoration Plan, and Section 11 
Fisheries Reintroduction and Management Plan 



9.1. Recitals 

9.1.1. Blockage of Passage 

The Parties acknowledge that the Hydroelectric Project has excluded coho 
salmon, Chinook salmon, steelhead, and Pacific lamprey from the Klamath Basin 
upstream of Iron Gate Dam. The Parties also acknowledge that coho salmon, 
Lost River and shortnose suckers and bull trout are presently listed under the 
Federal Endangered Species Act. 

9.1.2. Other Harmful Conditions 

Portions of the Klamath River and its tributaries currently present certain 
conditions harmful to fish. These conditions include degraded riparian habitat 
and stream channels, passage barriers, diversions resulting in entrainment, adverse 
water quality conditions, adverse hydraulic conditions, fluctuating water levels, 
and other impacts, known and unknown. These conditions may result in mortality 
or injury to fish, and reduce the viability of fish populations. These conditions 
will probably continue in the future unless reduced by cooperative and concerted 
efforts to resolve them. 

9.1.3. Benefits of Reintroduction 

Notwithstanding the conditions described in Sections 9.1.1 through 9.1.2, the 
Parties expect that the availability of additional habitat and the introduction or 
reintroduction ofFish Species upstream oflron Gate Dam are likely to result in 
significant net conservation benefits. 

9.1.4. Benefits of Restoration 

The Parties agree to pursue restoration actions above, within, and below the 
Hydroelectric Project to substantially remove, reduce or mitigate the conditions 
described in Sections 9 .1.1 through 9 .1.2. 

9.2. Program Elements 

9.2.1. Purposes 

The purposes of the Fisheries Program are to restore and sustain natural 
production ofFish Species throughout the Klamath River Basin, excluding the 
Trinity River. Specifically, this program: 

A. 	 provides for reintroduction of anadromous Species throughout 
their historic range above Iron Gate Dam, including tributaries to 
Upper Klamath Lake but excluding the Lost River sub-basin, and 
for reestablishment and maintenance of the ecological 
functionality and connectivity ofFish habitat; 

Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement, February 18, 2010 35 

3c-1



B. 	 otherwise establishes conditions that, combined with effective 
implementation of the Water Resources Program in Part IV, will 
provide for the natural sustainability and genetic diversity of 
Fish Species, their full utilization of restored and reconnected 
habitat, Full Participation in Harvest Opportunities, as well as the 
overall ecosystem health of the Klamath River Basin; 

C. 	 assesses status and trends, and the factors that influence those 
trends, ofFish Species and their habitats as identified in Sections 
9.1.1 and 9 .1.2, and the effectiveness of actions under this 
Agreement to achieve this purpose; and 

D. 	 provides for adaptive management and reporting as described in 
Section 5.4 and elsewhere in the Agreement. 

9.2.2. Approaches 

Throughout the geographic scope of the Fisheries Program described in Section 
9.2.3, the Fisheries Program shall use collaboration, incentives, and adaptive 
management as preferred approaches. The Fisheries Program shall also 
emphasize restoration and maintenance of properly functioning lake and riverine 
processes and conditions, and remediation ofthe conditions described in Section 
9 .1.2, while also striving to maintain or enhance economic stability of adjacent 
landowners. Further, the Fisheries Program shall prioritize habitat restoration and 
monitoring actions to ensure the greatest return on expenditures. 

9.2.3. Geo2raphic Scope 

The focus of reintroduction shall be the Upper Klamath Basin. The focus of 
habitat restoration and monitoring shall be the Klamath River Basin, excluding 
the Trinity River watershed above its confluence with the Klamath River. The 
Agreement is not intended and shall not be implemented to establish or introduce 
populations of salmon, steelhead, or Pacific lamprey in the Lost River or its 
tributaries or the Tule Lake Basin. 

9.2.4. 

The Parties agree to implement a Fisheries Restoration Plan, a Fisheries 
Reintroduction Plan, and a Fisheries Monitoring Plan (collectively, "Fisheries 
Plans"), along with measures in the Water Resources Program described in Part 
IV. 

A. 	 Plan Coordination 

The Fisheries Plans shall include common as well as specific elements. 
They shall allow for Collaborative Management among Fish Managers 
and shall provide for coordinated performance, including adaptive 
management. 
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B. . Mitigation of Adverse Impacts 

To the extent feasible and appropriate, the Fisheries Plans shall 
mitigate adverse effects from reintroduction upon other Fish Species. 
Such effects may include but are not limited to the potential for 
disease, predation, and competition. In addition, the Fisheries Plans 
shall include measures, to the extent practicable and lawful, to mitigate 
threats to species listed under the ESA or other adverse impacts to 
natural resources, so as to protect the species and avoid disruption of 
ongoing programs under this Agreement. 

9.2.5. Use of Best Available Science 

The Fisheries Program shall be based on the best available scientific data and 
information. Fish Managers shall consider all relevant past and current scientific 
information. 

9.2.6. Fisheries Program Goals 

The Fisheries Program shall include goals to evaluate the Fisheries Program's 
progress and evaluate effectiveness of implementation. 

Consistent with the purposes stated in Section 9.2.1, the goals ofthe Fisheries 
Program are to (i) restore and maintain ecological functionality and connectivity 
ofhistoric Fish habitats; (ii) re-establish and maintain naturally sustainable and 
viable populations of Fish to the full capacity of restored habitats; and (iii) 
provide for Full Participation in Harvest Opportunities for Fish Species. 

The Fisheries Program will establish metrics to evaluate program progress. 

The Fish Managers shall use best available science to establish the specific 
metrics for such goals for each phase of the Fisheries Program. These metrics 
shall consider and integrate the four parameters for evaluating population viability 
status, including: abundance, population growth rate, genetic diversity, and 
population spatial structure . 

. 9.3. Funding 

The Non-Federal Parties shall support authorization and appropriation of funds in the 
amount of$493.2 million, as estimated in Appendix C-2, to implement the Fisheries 
Program for the first ten years after the Effective Date. 
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10. 	 Fisheries Restoration Plan 

10.1. 	 Phase I of the Fisheries Restoration Plan 

10.1.1. Preparation 

Within one year of the Effective Date, the Fish Managers shall co-author and 
distribute a draft of Phase I of the Klamath River Fisheries Restoration Plan. 

A. 	 FWS and NMFS shall be co-Lead Parties for administrative tasks 
in the plan development process. 

B. 	 The Fish Managers shall work with other Parties and seek their 
input during plan development, and shall also consider public 
input under Applicable Law. 

C. 	 The Phase I Plan shall describe how the public comments and 
recommendations were incorporated. If the Fish Managers 
cannot agree as co-authors on the content of the Phase I Plan, 
FWS and NMFS shall author and distribute a Phase I Plan. The 
Fish Managers shall be responsible for revision of the Phase I 
Plan as appropriate pursuant to the same process used for the 
initial plan. 

D. 	 NMFS and FWS shall use Best Efforts to complete any NEPA 
analysis for the Phase I Plan and the Fish Managers shall use 
Best Efforts to finalize the Phase I Plan by March 31, 2012. 

10.1.2. Plan Elements 

Based on best available science, Phase I of the Fisheries Restoration Plan shall 
establish restoration priorities and criteria for restoration project selection for the 
ten years following the Effective Date. Specific elements will include, but may 
not be limited to, restoration and permanent protection of riparian vegetation, 
water quality improvements, restoration of stream channel functions, measures to 
prevent and control excessive sediment inputs, remediation ofFish passage 
problems, and prevention of entrainment into diversions. Within these specific 
elements, the Phase I Plan will address, among other things: (i) coarse sediment 
management in the Klamath River between Keno Dam and the Shasta River 
confluence, where coarse sediment supply will be managed, in coordination with 
any plan for Facilities Removal, to replenish and sustain existing in-river 
sediment storage capacity, which may subsequently be increased after evaluating 
the attendant biological benefits; and, (ii) management and reduction of organic 
and nutrient loads in and above Keno Reservoir and in the Klamath River 
downstream. The Phase I Plan will identify high priority projects that either: (i) 
have direct benefits to existing Fish resources; or (ii) will significantly contribute 
to protecting and preparing habitats for use by anadromous Fish once passage is 
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restored. The Phase I Plan shall indicate how it will integrate the approaches 
described in Section 9.2.2. 

10.2. 	 Phase II of the Fisheries Restoration Plan 

10.2.1. Preparation and Adoption 

Within seven years of finalization of the Phase I Plan, the Fish Managers shall co
author and distribute a draft Phase II of the Klamath River Fisheries Restoration 
Plan. 

A. 	 The Fish Managers shall collaborate with other Parties, including 
the KBCC, and seek their input during plan development, and 
shall also consider public input under Applicable Law. 

B. 	 The Phase II Plan shall describe how these comments and 
recommendations were incorporated. 

C. 	 The FWS and NMFS shall be co-Lead Parties for administrative 
tasks in the plan development process. If the Fish Managers 
cannot agree as co-authors on the content of the Phase II Plan, 
FWS and NMFS shall author and distribute a Phase II Plan. 

D. 	 NMFS and FWS shall use Best Efforts to complete any NEP A 
analysis for the Phase II Plan, and the Fish Managers shall use 
Best Efforts to finalize the Phase II Plan by March 31,2022. 

10.2.2. Plan Elements 

Using the results of the effectiveness monitoring of Phase I actions, the Phase II 
Plan will establish elements, restoration priorities, and an adaptive management 
process, for the remaining term of the Agreement. The Phase II Plan will 
describe how it will integrate the approaches described in Section 9.2.2. 

10.2.3. Plan Revision 

The Fish Managers shall be responsible for revision of the Phase II Plan as 
appropriate and pursuant to the same process used for the initial plan. 

11. 	 Fisheries Reintroduction and Management Plan 

Reintroduction of anadromous Fish into the Upper Klamath Basin by the Fish Managers will 
involve two planning and implementation phases. Phase I will address the near-term 
investigations, facilities, actions, monitoring, and decisions necessary to initiate and accomplish 
the reintroduction of anadromous Fish Species. Phase II will address the management of re
established Fish populations in presently un-occupied habitats and as part of the fisheries of the 
Klamath River Basin. 
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11.1. Oregon Wildlife Policy 

Because anadromous Fish Species were not part of fisheries management in the Klamath 
River Basin in Oregon, and in light of Parties' support ofthe January 15, 2008 public 
draft of the Agreement, ODFW presented an Amendment to the Klamath River Basin 
Fish Management Plan (1997) to the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission. The 
Commission adopted the Amendment on July 18, 2008. The 2008 Amendment to the 
1997 Klamath River Basin Fish Management Plan (OAR 635-500-3890 et seq.) provides 
Policy direction for ODFW' s participation in the implementation of this section. 

11.1.1. General Policy 

Oregon's Wildlife Policy (ORS 496.012) recognizes that the Oregon Fish and 
Wildlife Commission represents "the public interest ofthe State of Oregon" and 
further will implement the goal "To develop and manage the lands and waters of 
the state in a manner that will enhance the production and public enjoyment of 
wildlife." By statutory definition, wildlife includes fish. Nothing in this 
Agreement modifies or abrogates the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission's 
statutory responsibilities. 

11.1.2. Amended Klamath Policy 

The July 2008 Amendment to the Klamath River Basin Fish Management Plan 
(OAR 635-500-3890 et seq.) established Goals, Policies, and Objectives to direct 
ODFW in the development ofthe Phase I and Phase II Reintroduction and 
Management Plans. 

A. Goal: Self-Sustaining Populations of Anadromous Fish 

Oregon's goal is to re-establish in Oregon, self-sustaining, naturally
produced populations of Chinook, steelhead, coho, and lamprey that 
were historically present in the Upper Klamath Basin, into historic 
habitats currently vacant of anadromy. 

B. Fish Plans 

The 2008 Amendment to the Klamath River Basin Fish Management 
Plan (1997) directs ODFW to develop a Reintroduction 
Implementation Plan and an Anadromous Fish Conservation Plan for 
the Oregon portions of the Klamath River Basin. The Reintroduction 
Implementation Plan corresponds with the Phase I Plan described 
below. The Anadromous Fish Conservation Plan corresponds with the 
Phase II Plan described below. 

C. Policies 

The 2008 Amendment to the Klamath River Basin Fish Management 
Plan (1997) provides Policies that direct ODFW to: develop a 
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Rein~roduction Implementation Plan prior to release of any Chinook 
above Upper Klamath Lake; monitor the volitional re-colonization of 
the Oregon portion of the Klamath River and tributaries by Chinook 
salmon, steelhead, coho salmon, and Pacific lamprey, and not release 
anadromous fish into the Oregon portion of the Klamath River and 
tributaries below Upper Klamath Lake unless re-colonization is 
proceeding too slowly according to criteria developed in the 
Reintroduction Plan; and develop a Reintroduction Implementation 
Plan prior to release of any Chinook above Upper Klamath Lake. 

11.2. 	 Oregon Fisheries Reintroduction and Management Plans 

11.2.1. Preparation and Adoption 

A. 	 Upon receipt of funding to implement this Agreement, but no 
later than upon state concurrence with an Affirmative 
Determination under Section 3 ofthe Hydroelectric Settlement, 
ODFW and the Klamath Tribes shall prepare, collaboratively 
with other Fish Managers, the Phase I Reintroduction Plan for 
reintroduction of anadromous Fish Species into Oregon reaches 
of the Klamath River Basin. Plan development will include 
measures to implement early components of reintroduction. It 
will include participation from interested Parties and other 
entities capable of adding appropriate technical expertise to the 
process. ODFW and the Klamath Tribes will use Best Efforts to 
finalize the Phase I Reintroduction Plan within one year of state 
concurrence with an Affirmative Determination under Section 3 
of the Hydroelectric Settlement. 

B. 	 The Phase I Reintroduction Plan will identifY facilities and 
actions necessary to start the reintroduction, as well as 
monitoring, evaluation, and other investigations as appropriate to 
narrow uncertainties. The Phase I Plan will be adaptable in order 
to incorporate knowledge gained from monitoring and evaluation 
during the reintroduction. Additionally, the Fish Managers from 
the reaches of the Klamath River below Upper Klamath Lake 
will develop specific actions to be incorporated into the Fisheries 
Monitoring Plan to assess the volitional re-colonization ofthose 
reaches of river and tributaries by Fish currently blocked by Iron 
Gate Dam. 

C. 	 ODFW and the Klamath Tribes shall implement the 
reintroduction actions in Oregon. Reintroduction actions in 
California shall be implemented by the Fish Managers in 
California. 
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D. 	 Once the implementation of Phase I Reintroduction yields results 
to guide the management of anadromous Fish in Oregon as 
described in Section 11.3.2, Phase II Reintroduction will be 
initiated. 

E. 	 ODFW, in close coordination with the Klamath Tribes, shall 
prepare for the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission an 
Anadromous Fish Conservation Plan to guide ODFW's 
management of established anadromous fish populations in the 
Oregon reaches of the Klamath River Basin. The Oregon Fish 
and Wildlife Commission's decision on this plan will provide 
policy guidance to ODFW for participation in development of a 
basinwide plan to manage reintroduced fish populations in the 
Klamath Basin. 

F. 	 Following the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission's approval 
ofODFW's Anadromous Fish Conservation Plan for Oregon's 
reaches of the Klamath River Basin, ODFW and other Fish 
Managers shall prepare collaboratively the Phase II 
Reintroduction Plan to describe the management of new 
populations of anadromous Fish in the basin as integral 
components of Fisheries management of the entire Klamath 
River Basin. The Phase II Reintroduction Plan will be 
incorporated into a plan for the management of Klamath 
Fisheries that will fulfill the requirements of the Pacific Fisheries 
Management Council. This latter plan will be prepared by the 
Fish Managers and will be submitted to the respective policy 
decision bodies of the Fish Managers for their adoption. This 
planning effort will include participation from interested Parties 
or other entities capable of adding appropriate technical expertise 
to the process. 

11.2.2. Elements 

The Phase I Reintroduction and Phase II Reintroduction Plans will present 
specific management options for managing Chinook salmon, coho salmon, 
steelhead trout and Pacific lamprey in the Klamath River Basin, where 
anadromous Fish were historically present. The implementation plan will identifY 
near-term and long-term actions necessary to address key uncertainties and 
develop specific strategies for achieving the goals of reintroduction. 

A. 	 Schedule 

ODFW shall conduct activities necessary to prepare the Phase I 
Reintroduction Plan beginning as early as 2010. Key investigations 
that do not require Fish passage through the Hydroelectric Project (e.g. 
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stock selection, outmigrant behavior, and reintroduction methods) will 
begin as soon as funding is available. 

B. Lost River 

The Reintroduction Plan will not propose to introduce anadromous 
Fish into the Lost River and Tule Lake subbasin. 

11.3. Oree;on Implementation 

The Fish Managers shall annually provide a report to the Klamath Basin Coordinating 
Council on the progress of implementing the Reintroduction Plan. During 
implementation of the plans, the Fish Managers shall include participation by interested 
Parties and other entities capable of adding technical expertise to the process. 

11.3.1. Implementation of Phase I Reintroduction 

A. Above Upper Klamath Lake 

In Phase I Reintroduction, ODFW and the Klamath Tribes, in 
collaboration with the other Fish Managers, shall introduce Chinook 
salmon into Upper Klamath Lake and tributaries. This phase will 
require active intervention and movement of fish into habitats above 
Upper Klamath Lake. A variety of release and rearing strategies will 
be utilized to optimize opportunities for success. An adaptive 
management approach will be utilized to determine appropriate race( s) 
and life history of Chinook to release (spring and/or fall Chinook) with 
best opportunities for successful rearing, emigration to the ocean and 
return. 

B. Below Upper Klamath Lake 

During Phase I Reintroduction, the Fish Managers shall monitor and 
evaluate natural re-colonization of native Chinook and coho salmon, 
steelhead trout and Pacific lamprey into the Klamath River and 
tributaries below Upper Klamath Lake. No active intervention or 
movement ofFish will be immediately proposed to re-establish 
salmon, steelhead or lamprey in these stream areas during the initial 
portion of Phase I Reintroduction. However, if monitoring reveals that 
re-colonization is not occurring or is too slow, the Fish Managers may 
pursue active reintroduction of salmon and lamprey into habitats 
below Klamath Lake. 

C. Sport and Commercial Fisheries 

To the extent possible, adult salmon returning to Upper Klamath Lake 
and tributaries from Phase I Reintroduction efforts shall be protected 
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to minimize their harvest in sport, commercial and tribal fisheries until 
the Phase II Reintroduction Plan is adopted. 

D. Research 

Research investigations shall be undertaken during Phase I 
Reintroduction to determine appropriate stocks which meet strict 
disease criteria and migration ability, potential competition and 
interaction of re-introduced Fish with existing native stocks, and 
natural production potential for anadromous Fish in the upper basin. 
In addition, research will inform adaptive management of active 
reintroduction efforts in and above Upper Klamath Lake. 

11.3.2. Implementation of Phase II Reintroduction 

On a continuing basis, the Fish Managers shall ascertain the status of reintroduced 
or recolonized populations of anadromous Fish in the Klamath River and 
tributaries. The Fish Managers shall include participation by interested Parties 
and other entities capable of adding technical expertise to the process. Once self
sustaining populations of Chinook salmon and steelhead are established in the 
Upper Klamath Basin, at levels of population productivity consistently above 
replacement, Phase II will be initiated. As described in Section 11.2.l.E, ODFW 
will initiate Phase II by preparing Oregon's Anadromous Fish Conservation Plan 
for the Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission's approval. Following the Oregon 
Fish and Wildlife Commission's approval of the Anadromous Fish Conservation 
Plan, the Fish Managers and interested parties will develop the Phase II 
Reintroduction Plan. In Phase II Reintroduction, Fish Managers will implement 
management actions to achieve objectives identified in the Phase II plan that will 
guide basinwide management of the re-established fish populations. There
established populations in the Upper Klamath Basin will contribute to the 
Fisheries of the basin as a whole. Management actions will insure that tribal, 
commercial, and sport harvests are managed in a way that provides for 
escapement of salmon and steelhead into the Upper Klamath Basin at levels that 
sustain healthy populations. 

11.4. California Fisheries Reintroduction Plan 

11.4.1. General 

Natural reintroduction of anadromous fish within the California portion of the 
Klamath Basin will commence immediately once fish passage is restored. The 
California Department ofFish and Game shall adopt a passive (wait and see) 
approach to reintroduction which shall include development of reintroduction 
goals, monitoring protocols, habitat assessments and other investigations as 
appropriate. The Plan shall also include development of guidelines for use of a 
conservation fish hatchery to more quickly establish naturally producing 
populations in the wild if deemed appropriate and necessary. 
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11.4.2. Reintroduction Plan 

Upon an Affirmative Determination by the Secretary under Section 3 of the 
Hydroelectric Settlement, the California Department ofFish and Game shall 
begin a California Fisheries Reintroduction Plan. The Plan shall be developed in 
collaboration with the Tribes and other Fish Managers and will be developed in 
coordination with the Oregon Fisheries Reintroduction Plan as described in 
Sections 11.2 and 11.3. It will include participation from interested Parties and 
other entities capable of adding appropriate technical expertise to the process. 
CDFG will use Best Efforts to finalize its California Fisheries Reintroduction 
Plan within two years of the Secretarial Determination under Section 3 of the 
Hydroelectric Settlement. 

11.4.3. Adaptive Management 

The Plan shall include an adaptive management approach during reintroduction to 
allow for inclusion of new information as it becomes available and provide 
flexibility in the methods used to achieve established goals. For example, if 
monitoring reveals that re-colonization is not occurring or is too slow, the Fish 
Managers may pursue active reintroduction of native anadromous fish. Such 
reintroduction actions could include a variety of release and rearing strategies to 
optimize opportunities for success. The adaptive management approach would be 
utilized to determine appropriate race(s) and life history of Chinook to release 
(spring and/or fall Chinook) with best opportunities for successful rearing, 
emigration to the ocean and return. Research would inform any adaptive 
management of active reintroduction efforts. One such research priority would be 
to determine appropriate stocks for active reintroduction which meet strict disease 
criteria and migration ability. Research would also need to address, potential 
competition and interaction of reintroduced fish with existing native stocks, and 
natural production potential for anadromous fish. 

11.4.4. Conservation Hatchery 

In the context of this Agreement, a conservation hatchery is an artificial fish 
production facility with the primary objective of enabling naturally produced 
fishes to fully support re-establishing populations. Fishes produced in such a 
facility must fit within the ecological context of the Klamath River such that (i) 
artificially produced fishes demonstrate the range of life history characteristics 
representative of naturally produced fishes; (ii) the genetic structure ofthe 
artificially produced fishes matches that of the naturally produced fishes; (iii) the 
number of fishes produced in the hatchery does not overwhelm the naturally 
produced fishes as returning adults; and (iv) artificially produced fishes do not 
introduce new diseases or greater susceptibility to existing diseases to the 
naturally producing population(s). A successful conservation hatchery program 
will continually decrease the dependence on artificial production as naturally 
produced fishes become more abundant, successful, and dispersed among the 
range of available habitats. A successful conservation hatchery eventually stops 
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Karuk Tribe of California 

Department of Natural Resources 
PO Box 282 
Orleans, CA 95556 
Email: ctucker@karuk.us 

December 1, 2006 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
Attn: Margalie R. Salas, Secretary 
888 First Street, N.E. 
Washington, DC  20426 

RE: Comments on Draft EIS in Klamath Hydroelectric Project 

Docket for Filing: P-2082-027 (Klamath) 

Dear Ms. Salas:

 These are our formal written comments on the Draft Environmental Impacts Statement 
(DEIS) in this docket as cited above regarding environmental analysis under NEPA of 
alternatives currently under consideration by FERC staff regarding relicensing and/or 
decommissioning of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project (License No. P-2082-027).  These 
comments are in addition to, and supplement, any other comments that have been given 
verbally at public meetings by Tribal representatives. 

Please note that given the problems with the document, some of which result from the 
numerous Energy Policy Act (EPAct) Appeals Administrative Law Judge’s Rulings (ALJ 
rulings) and the filing of a critical sediment report from the California Coastal 
Conservancy, the draft EIS should be withdrawn and rewritten. Short of this, a 
supplemental draft EIS is clearly warranted. This is the only way that the public will have 
an opportunity to comment on FERC’s analysis of this new information. 

Comments on the existing Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) follow. 

I. THE DRAFT EIS FAILS TO CONSIDER ALL REASONABLE 

ALTERNATIVES AND THEREFORE FAILS TO MEET NEPA 

REQUIREMENTS. 

Under Section 10(j) of the FPA, licenses for hydroelectric projects must include 
conditions to protect, mitigate damages to, and enhance fish and wildlife resources, 
including related spawning grounds and habitat. These conditions are to be based on 
recommendations received from federal and state fish and wildlife agencies as well as 
Tribes. The Commission is required to include such recommendations unless it finds that 
they are inconsistent with Part I of the FPA or other applicable law, and that alternative 
conditions will adequately address fish and wildlife issues.  
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The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), in its FPA Sec. 10(a) Recommendations 
(March 27, 2006) strongly recommended full “4-dam removal” decommissioning. 
Concurring with NMFS, numerous other responders have also recommended “4-dam 
removal” option, including the Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen’s Associations 
(PCFFA), the Institute for Fisheries Resources, every major Tribal Government within 
the basin, and (if certain water quality pre-conditions cannot be met) several state 
agencies. 

In light of these strong recommendation by Tribal, NGO, state, federal and agencies, the 
“4-dam removal” option should at least be thoroughly analyzed. Failure to do so in the 
DEIS makes its overall analysis generally suspect, pre-biased toward retention of at least 
two of these dams (Copco No. 2 and J.C. Boyle). 

NEPA rules require that FERC “Rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all 
reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which were eliminated from detailed study, 
briefly discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated.” (Rule 40 C.F.R. § 1502.14) 

Although the dEIS includes a cost analysis for removal of additional project facilities 
including COPCO II and JC Boyle dams, the removal of these dams are not considered to 
be part of a “reasonable” alternative (section 2.4.4). The rationale for this deduction is 
insufficient. 

Recommendations for FEIS:
 
Include a four dam removal scenario as a proposed alternative. 


II. THE DEIS FAILS TO FAIRLY EVALUATE REGIONAL POWER NEEDS 

The DEIS cites studies from the North American Electric Reliability Council. Although 
FERC acknowledges that the Council finds that there are adequate supplies of electricity 
in the near term, FERC concludes that the power the KHP provides would continue to be 
useful in the local needs for power (section 1.2).  

However, FERC fails to consider recent reports from the Northwest Power and 
Conservation Council which limits its analysis to Oregon, Washington, Idaho, and 
Montana. According to the report, “The Northwest’s power supply is currently about 
2,400 average megawatts surplus”(http://www.nwcouncil.org/news/2006_10/3.pdf). 
Given that the dams have a rated capacity of 161 megawatts and their current actual 
production is limited by ramp rates and flow requirements to 90 megawatts, they 
represent less than 4% of the annual surplus.  

In addition, the DEIS fails to cite the California Energy Commission’s (2004) filing to 
FERC that requests that FERC consider decommissioning the KHP because: 

 “low power - high impact energy facilities can create substantial net
 
environmental benefits if decommissioning proves to be feasible and cost-

effective, and if replacement energy is available.”
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 “The Klamath project is a small energy facility … Loss of some or all of this 
energy would not significantly affect PacifiCorp’s ability to provide electricity to 
its 1.6 million customers.” 

 “Replacement energy is available locally and regionally.” 
 “Klamath River is one of the most important salmon rivers in California, and 

salmon restoration is an important state policy objective.” 
 “Energy generation is one of several contributing factors to the decline of 

Klamath River fisheries.” 

Recommendations for FEIS:
 
We request that in its final EIS, FERC respond to these comments and thoroughly explain 

the reasons why it ignores or rejects the position of the CEC. 


III. THE STAFF PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FAILS TO PROTECT AND 

ENHANCE HABITAT FOR ESA LISTED COHO SALMON. 

FERC, under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) will be required to submit a 
Biological Assessment of the impacts of Project relicensing on the species in the Basin 
listed as threatened or endangered and to consult with the Trustee wildlife agencies, in 
this case both US Fish and Wildlife (for resident fish and terrestrial species) and the 
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for impact on ESA listed anadromous 
salmonids.  

The Southern Oregon/Northern California Coast coho salmon (SONCC) Evolutionary 
Significant Unit (Oncorhynchus kisutch) was listed as threatened under the ESA on May 
6, 1997 (Fed. Reg. 24588-24609 (May 6, 1997). The designation of critical habitat for the 
coho stocks within the above-mentioned ESU followed in May, 1999 (Fed. Reg. 24049
24062 (May 5, 1999). 

PacifiCorp’s Klamath Hydroelectric Project denies salmonids, including ESA listed coho 
salmon access to traditional spawning grounds in the Upper Klamath Basin (Hamilton et 
al., 2006). No fish passage facilities of any sort are present at Iron Gate or at Copco 1 
and Copco 2 dams. Substandard fish ladders intended to pass only resident fish are 
present at J.C. Boyle and Keno dams. 

According to the recent decision of the Energy Policy Act (EPAct) Hearing 
Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ Ruling”), at least 58 miles of suitable coho habitat 
exists within the confines of the project. Under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 
(16 U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.), Project impacts to the ESA listed species must be assessed, 
including impacts attributable to the Project since its construction. 

Recommendations for FEIS: 
The staff recommendations fail to address the need to improve conditions and provide 
additional habitat for this. We urge FERC to include provisions for volitional fish 
passage, preferably in the form of dam removal as recommended by Tribes and Fish 
Agencies, to provide coho access their full historic range as described by Hamilton et al. 
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IV. THE DEIS FAILS TO ACCURATELY DESCRIBE THE AREA OF PROJECT
 

EFFECT (APE) 

Although FERC concludes that the APE is greater than that proposed by PacifiCorp and
 
extends the APE downstream of Iron Gate Dam to the confluence of the Scott River
 
(3.3.9.2.2), this boundary is arbitrary. Given that the dams negatively affect salmon as
 
well as other aquatic and terrestrial species in the entire Klamath River as well as
 
commercial fishing opportunities along 700 miles of Oregon and California coastline, the
 
APE should include the length of the river and the coastline representing the Klamath 

Management Zone. Clearly the cultures, economies, and ecosystems affected by the dams
 
are impacted by the project. This fact is even acknowledged by FERC. The project
 
related economic sectors analysis includes the wider geographic region (3.3.8.1.2).
 
Clearly, the reason the project impacts the economies of the areas throughout the
 
Klamath Basin as well as the Klamath Management Zone is because the project affects
 
the ecologies and cultures of these regions. Therefore, these regions should be included in 

the APE. 


Recommendations for FEIS:
 
Redefine the APE to include the entire Klamath Basin and Klamath Management Zone. 


V. THE DEIS FAILS TO ADEQUATELY DESCRIBE KHP AFFECTS ON 

KARUK CULTURAL RESOURCES AND CONTEMPORARY CULTURAL 

PRACTICES 

The DEIS does not fully address the significant KHP impacts on contemporary Karuk 
cultural and religious resources and practices.  FERC acknowledges many of the water 
qualtity impacts of the KHP but fails to fully evaluate how poor water quality directly 
and indirectly affects contemporary cultural and religious ceremonies.  

Water Quality plays a very significant role in Karuk Tribal culture as culturally relevant 
aquatic species are profoundly affected by the KHP water quality impacts. For example, 
the giant salamander (puuf puuf) is an important figure in Karuk legend (King, 2004). 
The crayfish is an integral ingredient in one of Pikiavish (World Renewal) Ceremony.  

Water quality also affects the ability of Fatawana, or World Renewal Priests, to conduct 
ceremonies. Pikiavish starts with the Spring Salmon Ceremony in early spring and 
continues throughout late summer into early fall.  Key ceremonial participants bath 
multiple times a day in the Klamath River for ten days straight. This is the time that the 
KHP has its most egregious impacts on water quality and KHP induced algae blooms are 
at their zenith. 

The water quality conditions in the Klamath River must meet the following criteria in 
order to not interfere with cultural and religious ceremonies and practices: 
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1.	 Water quality conditions must allow for specific species to be present in 
adequate abundance. This includes species that are consumed by participants 
such as salmon and lamprey as well as species are use in ceremonies such as 
crayfish and willows. 

2.	 Water conditions must be safe for what is usually termed “recreational 
contact” as well as human consumption (Salter, 2006). 

Table 1 describes the terrestrial and aquatic species required for different ceremonial and 
cultural practices over the course of the year (Reed et al., 2006). This includes cultural 
and religious ceremonies, cultural activities, basket making, and subsistence hunting, 
fishing and gathering. 
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Table 1. 


KARUK TRIBE CULTURAL USE OF THE KLAMATH RIVER (PRELIMINAR 

RESOURCE January February March April May June July August September Oc 

Ceremonies 

Plants X X X X X X X X X 

Fish X X X X X X 

Fishing X X X X X X X X X 

Water-drinking, 
steaming, 
cooking 

X X X X X X 

Rocks X X X X X X X X X 

Bathing X X X X X X 

Boating X X X X X X 

Wildlife X X X X X X X X X 

River & Trail 
Access 

X X X X X X X X X 

Activities 

Plants X X X X X X X X X 
Water-drinking, 
steaming, 
cooking 

X X X X X X X X X 

Rocks X X X X X X X X X 

Bathing X X X X X X X X X 

Boating X X X X X X X X X 

River & Trail 
Access 

X X X X X X X X X 

Basket 

Materials 
Roots X X X X X X X X 
Sticks X X X X X 
River & Trail 
Access 

X X X X X X X X 

Subsistence 
Plants X X X X X X X X X 
Fishing X X X X X X X X X 

Water-drinking, 
steaming, 
cooking 

X X X X X X X X X 

Wildlife X X X X X X X X X 

River & Trail 
Access 

X X X X X X X X X 
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The DEIS fails to address the impacts of algal toxins on Karuk subsistence fishermen and 
the staff recommended alternative fails to mandate that PacifiCorp monitor the 
toxicological affects of microcystin toxins on Karuk fishermen. 

The Karuk Tribe practices traditional dip net fishing at Ishi Pishi Falls near what is now 
Somes Bar, CA. To date, no study has evaluated the impact of algal toxins on these 
fishermen who come into contact with water as well as breath water vapors from the 
river. Both contact and inhalation of vapors are considered microcystin exposure 
pathways by the World Health Organization. 

Recommendations for FEIS: 
1.	 FERC should mandate a testing program to access the affects of microcystin 

exposure on traditional fishermen. 
2.	 FERC should include a more thorough analysis of the cultural impacts of the KHP 

focusing on contemporary cultural and religious practices. This includes impacts 
to the fishery as well as the direct and indirect impacts to materials used in 
ceremonial regalia and traditional crafts (birds. Plants, otters etc.,) (Salter, 2006). 

3.	 In addition to analyzing the impacts to fish species, impacts to other culturally 
relevant species such as mussels, crayfish, and salamanders should be evaluated 
and considered. 

4.	 Fish, including salmon, steelhead, lamprey, and sturgeon, should be defined as a 
cultural resource. 

5.	 KHP impacts on water quality from the standpoint of modest human consumption 
during ceremonies should be evaluated and considered. 

6.	 KHP impacts on traditional food sources other than fish, such as watercress, 
Indian rubarb, fresh water mussels, and crayfish, should be evaluated and 
considered.  

7.	 The KHP affects stream flow and sediment distribution. The impacts this has had 
on traditional and contemporary cultural sites have not been adequately evaluated 
and analyzed. 

8.	 FERC should include a social justice section in the FEIS. Given that Tribes have 
born the brunt of the negative impacts of the project (poor water quality, declining 
fisheries, etc.), yet have received few benefits. To this day, many Tribal 
communities in both Karuk and Yurok territories do not have electricity. Many of 
these communities are in PacifiCorp’s service district. The Environmental Justice 
section should also more thoroughly analyze the health and economic 
consequences of the rapid diet shift imposed on the Karuk and other tribes by the 
denied access to traditional foods sources that have declined as a consequence the 
KHP operations, including increased health care costs. This year 2006 the tribal 
fishery produced less than 500 fish,  last year Tribal fishermen caught less than 
200 hundred and the year before that less than 100 fish were harvested. The 
Karuk Tribe has over 3,400 members. 

VI. THE DEIS FAILS TO DESCRIBE THE REGIONAL ECONOMIC BENEFITS 

OF DAM REMOVAL ALTERNATIVES. 
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The Karuk Tribe recently filed with FERC a study titled A Prelimary Economic
 

Assessment of Dam Removal: Klamath River by Kruse et al. (Accession No.:
 
200611275034). The report provides insight into the costs and benefits of dam removal
 
for Siskiyou County, CA. The short term and long term economic benefits of removal
 
should be included in the analysis of a four dam removal alternative in the final EIS. 


Likewise, the fact that PacifiCorp owns over 11,000 acres around the reservoirs should be
 
considered. Currently, FERC acknowledges that PacifiCorp pays a considerable amount
 
in property and other taxes to Siskiyou and Klamath Counties and implies these tax
 
benefits would end if dams were removed. However, there is no analysis of the property
 
tax benefits of dam removal considering the improvements in aesthetics, recreation and 

water quality that would result. Such an analysis should be included in the final EIS. 


Recommendations for FEIS:
 
Include a detailed analysis of the potential economic benefits of dam removal for
 
Klamath and Siskiyou Counties taking into consideration property values as well as
 
regional benefits of dam de-construction and likely habitat restoration projects. 


VII. FERC FAILS TO ADDRESS HOW THE FOUR PROPOSED 

ALTERNATIVES FULFILL TRIBAL TRUST OBLIGATIONS 

FERC has a Tribal Trust responsibility. Rule 18 C.F.R. § 2.1c paragraph (b) states, “The
 
Commission recognizes that, as an independent agency of the federal government, it has
 
a trust responsibility to Indian Tribes and this historic relationship requires it to adhere to
 
certain fiduciary standards in its dealings with Indian Tribes.” Paragraph (e) states “The
 
Commission, in keeping with its trust responsibility, will assure that tribal concerns and
 
interests are considered whenever the Commission’s actions or decisions have the
 
potential to adversely affect Indian tribes or Indian trust resources.”
 

Recommendations for FEIS:
 
Given FERC’s mandate to fulfill tribal trust obligations of the federal government, the
 
final EIS should include a full evaluation of how each of the proposed alternatives affects
 
Tribal trust resources and fulfill FERC’s Tribal Trust obligations. 


VIII. ECONOMIC VIABILITY OF THE PROJECT SHOULD USE THE STATE 

AND FEDERAL AGENCY MANDATORY TERMS AND CONDITIONS (AS 

DESCRIBED IN SECTIONS 4E AND 18 OF THE FEDERAL POWER ACT) AS 

THE BASELINE 

Existing economic studies (including FERC’s own economic analyses presented in the 
DEIS) suggest that this project will be economically marginal or non-viable under any 
conceivable relicensing scenario if volitional fish passage is required. Indeed, in recent 
testimony before the Public Utilities Commission of California, PacifiCorp noted that 
during the past 100 years, circumstances in the Klamath Basin have changed 
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dramatically, impacted by Endangered Species Act requirements, Tribal Trust
 
requirements, and U.S. Bureau of Reclamation water management policies.    


According to PacifiCorp, "these and other restrictions cause PacifiCorp to operate the
 
Klamath Hydroelectric Project more for compliance than for generation. Making matters
 
worse, return flow from the Klamath customers is unpredictable, unmanaged, and often
 
occurs during high-water periods. Each of these factors has negative effects on 

PacifiCorp's ability to use the Klamath River to generate hydroelectric power."
 

The testimony continues, "The result at best; PacifiCorp must adjust generation schedules
 
to maintain system balance, compliance with ramp rates, reservoir elevation 

commitments, and downstream minimum flow requirements; at worst, PacifiCorp must
 
spill water throughout its system and incur risk management costs; and, in no event can
 
PacifiCorp rely on flow from the Klamath Irrigation Project when it schedules generation 

(PacifiCorp PUC Opening Brief).”
 

Recommendation for FEIS:
 
This testimony from the licensee, FERC’s own analysis, and the federal agencies’
 
fishway prescriptions which have been bolstered by the recent ALJ decision, suggests
 
strongly that decommissioning of the lower four dams is a viable and logical option. 

Thus, we urge FERC to recommend the removal of Iron Gate, Copco I, Copco II, and JC 

Boyle  in the FEIS. 

 IX. THE DEIS FAIL TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE FULL RANGE OF 

ANADROMOUS PACIFIC LAMPREY HABITAT LOSS CAUSED BY THE KHP 

The DEIS acknowledges the historic presence of resident and anadromous species of 
lamprey above and below the current project, but not the full historic range lost due to the 
KHP.  The DEIS confirms the historic presence of Pacific lamprey above Iron Gate Dam 
upstream to at least to Spencer Creek.  The DEIS suggests that the species may have 
occurred much further upstream, but goes on to state Pacific lamprey species were not 
well documented in those areas.  The DEIS should assume Pacific lamprey were 
historically present above the project and had a historic range that included Upper 
Klamath Lake tributaries because Pacific Lamprey populations typically coincide with 
populations of anadromous salmon. Resident lamprey species are currently well 
documented above Spencer Creek and in tributaries above Upper Klamath Lake and no 
habitat limitations specific to Pacific lamprey other than migration blockage are 
presented in the DEIS.   

Lamprey species are difficult to observe due to their benthic and nocturnal life styles and 
therefore difficult to document.  Effective lamprey sampling techniques were not 
available before project dam construction and therefore species may have been easily 
overlooked.  It should be assumed that Pacific lamprey were present within the more than 
350 miles of historic anadromous salmon habitat the DEIS describes because no other 
habitat constraints are described other than dams blocking migration. According to 
Hamilton et al. (2006): 
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“Kroeber and Barrett (1960) reported that Pacific lamprey ascended to the 
Klamath Lakes, based on the accounts of Native Americans. While the difficulty 
in distinguishing the anadramous  Pacific lamprey from Klamath Upper Basin 
resident lamprey taxa brings this account into question, we note that the historical 
distribution of Pacific lamprey in the Columbia and Snake rivers was coincident 
wherever salmon occurred (p.17).” 

Recommendation for FEIS:
 
Describe the historic range of Pacific lamprey more accurately. 


X. THE DEIS DOES NOT ADEQUATELY ADDRESS UPSTREAM AND 

DOWNSTREAM MIGRATION NEEDS OF LAMPREY AND NO MITIGATION 

FOR THESE IMPACTS ARE PROPOSED IN THE STAFF ALTERNATIVE 

Trap and haul methods are considered in the DEIS staff alternative, but trap and haul
 
methods are designed only for fall chinook which can be easily trapped, identified and 

sorted. Trap and haul methods will not facilitate safe upstream and downstream
 
migrations of Pacific lamprey and/or other lamprey species. Juvenile Pacific lamprey
 
(ammocetes) can not be identified or distinguished from resident species of lamprey
 
therefore sorting juvenile lamprey from other species is not possible.  Trapping methods
 
for all life stages of lamprey, most notably juveniles, are so difficult that a successful trap 

and haul operation is likely impossible.       


The DEIS acknowledges the difficulties of successfully screening larval lamprey because
 
of small size and fragile body type, therefore installations of screens will not benefit or
 
mitigate mortality caused to lampreys during downstream migration past the KHP.  The
 
DEIS also acknowledges that larval lamprey are poor swimmers and downstream
 
migration is a function of drift associated with stream velocity and run of the river
 
conditions.  Stream velocity in project reservoirs is severely reduced therefore larval
 
lamprey passage past project reservoirs may be impossible.       


Recommendation for FEIS:
 
Recommend dam removal as the best means to address impacts to Pacific lamprey. 


XI. THE DEIS SHOULD RECOGNIZE HABITAT IMPACTS TO JUVENILE 

LAMPREYS DUE TO DISRUPTIONS IN SEDIMENT TRANSPORT AND 

ALLUVIAL PROCESSES WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA AND 

DOWNSTREAM OF IRON GATE DAM.  NO ACTIONS ARE PROPOSED TO 

MITIGATE HABITAT IMPACTS IN THE STAFF ALTERNATIVE. 

Larval lamprey require soft sediments composed of silt, sand and fine organic litter which 
is found deposited in low velocity backwater pools, eddies and other alluvial deposition 
zones.  Quality and quantity of larval lamprey habitat downstream of Iron Gate Dam 
needs to be further investigated and included in the DEIS.  Sediment trapped behind all 
project dams is likely causing reductions of suitable habitat for all benthic fish including 
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Pacific lamprey and resident lamprey.  Furthermore, peaking operations below JC  Boyle
 
and Copco dams are likely causing fine sediments to be scoured and transported 

downstream to reservoirs and thereby reducing the frequency of fine sediment deposits
 
which form the type habitat required by all species of lamprey during the larval life stage.  

Fish habitat studies and modeling were designed for salmonid species and results
 
presented in the DEIS do not adequately address impacts to lamprey habitats.    


Recommendation for FEIS:
 
Recognize the habitat impacts of the KHP on juvenile lamprey species due to disruptions
 
in sediment transport and alluvial processes. Propose an alternative, such as the removal
 
of the lower four dams, to address these impacts. 


XII. THE DEIS SHOULD RECOGNIZE THAT PACIFIC LAMPREY HAVE A 

LONG FRESHWATER RESIDENCE TIME BEFORE OCEAN MIGRATION 

AND THEREFORE MORE SUSCEPTIBLE TO CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 

CAUSED BY THE PROJECT 

Pacific Lamprey have a 2 to 7 year fresh water residence time which is much longer than 
anadromous salmonids. Therefore project impacts described in the DEIS occur over a 
period of multiple years.  Cumulative impacts include; standing during peaking 
operations, non native fish predation, entrainment in diversions and habitat degradation.   

XIII. THE ISSUE OF THE TOXIC ALGAL SPECIES MICROCYSTIS 

AERUGINOSA IN THE KLAMATH RIVER IS DEALT WITH INADEQUATELY 

IN THE DEIS.   

While the DEIS presents some useful information regarding Microcystis, it does not 
incorporate information from the most current and comprehensive studies (Kann 2006a, 
Kann and Corum 2006), filed with FERC in March, 2006. The failure to use this 
information may explain the DEIS’ failure to recognize the potential seriousness of the 
Microcystis problem in the Klamath River downstream of Iron Gate Dam all the way to 
the estuary, and the role of KHP structures and operations in the basinwide distribution 
and abundance of Microcystis. The DEIS does not, therefore, advance adequate solutions 
to these problems, nor do it propose adequate monitoring of them.   

A technical memoranda detailing a Microcystis study from 2006 (Kann 2006b) has also 
been filed concurrently with these comments.  It should be reviewed by FERC staff and 
incorporated into the FEIS, since it details a large Microcystis bloom again occurring in 
Copco and Iron Gate Reservoirs with levels of Microcystis and microcystin exceeding 
393 million cells/ml and 12,000 µg/L, respectively. 

There are several flaws in the DEIS’ analysis of Microcystis 

1. DEIS deficiency: The DEIS fails to recognize the downstream extent of the high 
concentrations of Microcystis concentrations, nor does it recognize the potential 
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consequences of such concentrations on human health, fish health, and ceremonial and 
religious practices of the Karuk Tribe. 

Page 3-144 of the DEIS states: 

“If a monitoring program is implemented for Microcystis and its toxin in 
project reservoirs, monitoring results that trigger public health agency 
notification would enable such agencies to make a determination 
regarding whether there is a health risk to the public who come in contact 
with Klamath River water downstream of Iron Gate dam.  Because algal 
blooms typically occur in reservoirs, not in free flowing river reaches, we 
expect the concentration of microcystin downstream of reservoirs where 
trigger levels may be detected, to be lower and less toxic. Because algal 
blooms typically occur in reservoirs, not in free flowing river reaches, we 
expect the concentration of microcystin downstream of reservoirs where 
trigger levels may be detected, to be lower and less toxic. Consequently, 
we find that monitoring for Microcystis in free-flowing portions of the 
Klamath River from Iron Gate dam to the estuary, as Conservation Groups 
recommend, would be inappropriate to include as a condition of any new 
license that may be issued for this project.” (page 3-144).   

There are at least three reasons why this failure to recognize the significance of 
downstream microcystin toxins issues on the Klamath River is problematic. Each is 
described in the following text. 

First, although phytoplankton samples from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the 
Yurok Tribe in 2005 showed that Microcystis cell densities generally followed a 
decreasing trend as the river flowed from Iron Gate Dam to the estuary, cell counts were 
still relatively high (Kann 2006a, Fetcho 2006). While cells counts in the main water 
column never exceeded the WHO moderate probability of adverse health effects 
threshold of 100,000 cells/mL, densities frequently exceeded 10,000 cells/mL with 
several measurements exceeding 40,000 cells/mL.  The 40,000 cell/ml level for 
Microcystis is the level currently adopted by the State of Oregon, Humboldt County 
Health Department and the Yurok and Karuk Tribes for public health advisories. Note 
that the 100,000 cells/ml WHO level is a general level for all blue-green species and 
recent research has shown that 40,000-50,000 cells/ml provides a more protective level 
for Microcystis (e.g., NHMRC 2005).  Moreover, Microcystis cell concentration 
exceeded 1.3 million cells/ml in a backwater area near the confluence of Coon Creek 
nearly 100 miles downstream from Iron Gate Dam in 2005. Microcystin toxin at this 
station was ~50 µg/L, well over the 8 µg/L level used by the State of Oregon for 
designating an increased probability of adverse health affects. 

Second, the highest Microcystis cell counts in 2005 were detected in mid-September, 
during the critical period of salmon migration and high cultural and recreation use of the 
river.  While monitoring and warning notices would restrain fisherman from fishing 
during periods when toxic algae advisories were in place, the coincident timing of these 
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advisories would likely result in the loss of all or most of the fishing season.  This would 
lead to economic losses to communities on the river and coast from loss of recreational 
fishing opportunities.  It would also be devastating to Tribal members, because this is the 
time of the year for many important ceremonies and subsistence fishing.  For certain 
ceremonies, medicine men are required to bathe and even drink Klamath River water.  
Subsistence fishermen dipnet for fish in backwaters and eddies where toxic algae can 
bloom at levels that threaten their health.  Monitoring obviously fails to prevent 
migrating salmon from entering the river and does nothing to reduce their exposure to 
high toxin concentrations.  The Yurok Tribe (Fetcho 2006) has detected microcystin in 
the livers of adult steelhead in the lower Klamath River.  Monitoring alone is clearly an 
inadequate response by FERC to the KHP-driven Microcystis problem. 

Finally, a review of the available data (Kann 2006a, Kann and Corum 2006) shows 
clearly that through creation of ideal Microcystis habitat, that Iron Gate and Copco 
reservoirs are principal contributors to the high Microcystis cell counts observed below 
the reservoirs.  PacifiCorp, as owner and operator of the KHP, should be required to take 
responsibility for monitoring the entire area downstream affected by the Microcystis 

problem – that is, all the way down the river to its mouth. 

Recommendations for FEIS: Using the information provided here, FERC staff should re
write appropriate sections (i.e. 3.3.2.2.2 “Monitoring and Control of Algae that Pose a 
Risk to Fish, Wildlife, and Public Health” and “Dam Removal to Enhance Water 
Quality", 5.2.21 “Dam Removal”, 5.1.2 “Summary of Effects”) to acknowledge the 
downstream extent of high concentrations of KHP-related Microcystis concentrations, 
and the attendant consequences for human health and fish health. 

2. DEIS deficiency: The DEIS fails to recognize that Iron Gate and Copco reservoirs 
increase the risk of Microcystis re-growth downstream 

By providing ideal habitat for, and producing algal blooms, Iron Gate and Copco 
Reservoirs have dramatically increased the amount of Microcystis in the lower Klamath 
River.  This increase in inoculum means that Microcystis cells have an increased 
likelihood of dispersing to suitable Microcystis habitats, like quiet backwaters, 
downstream, and that blooms in such habitats can develop much more rapidly because 
they start from a larger number of cells. In fact, Microcystis is capable of re-developing 
downstream of Iron Gate. It was detected at the extremely high level of 1.3 million 
cells/mL in a backwater area near the confluence of Coon Creek nearly 100 miles 
downstream of Iron Gate Dam (Kann 2006a). 

Recommendations for FEIS: Using the information provided here, FERC staff should re
write appropriate sections (i.e. 3.3.2.2.2 “Monitoring and Control of Algae that Pose a 
Risk to Fish, Wildlife, and Public Health” and "Dam Removal to Enhance Water 
Quality", 5.2.21 “Dam Removal”, 5.1.2 “Summary of Effects”), to explicitly 
acknowledge that blooms in Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs increase the risk of, and are 
principal contributors to Microcystis re-growth downstream 
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3. DEIS deficiency: The DEIS incorrectly assumes that the Microcystis blooms in KHP 
reservoirs are triggered by inoculation from Upper Klamath Lake upstream. 

Page 3-144 lines 14-16 of the EIS states: 
“The persistence of Microcystis in Upper Klamath Lake suggests that there would be 
continuing availability of algal cells to seed Microcystis blooms under favorable 
conditions in all project reservoirs.” Although Microcystis does not produce true spores 
or akinetes, the vegetative cells and colonies can persist downstream, re-growing when 
optimal conditions are encountered.  We agree that Microcystis is present in the Klamath 
River from Upper Klamath Lake to Iron Gate Dam, and that blooms will, therefore, likely 
continue to occur seasonally as long as suitable habitat exists. However, we strongly 
disagree with FERC’s implication that Upper Klamath Lake is the necessary “seed” 
source for the Microcystis blooms in KHP reservoirs such as Iron Gate and Copco, For 
example,  it is well known that Microcystis colonies overwinter on the bottom sediment 
of lakes and reservoirs, and serve as new infective colonies when habitat conditions are 
conducive (Reynolds et al. 1981) As shown clearly in the multiple datasets reviewed in 
Kann (2006), Microcystis densities during the algal growing season were typically far 
higher in Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs than they were at the outlet of Upper Klamath 
Lake or in the Klamath River directly above Copco Reservoir.  In fact, even though 
concentrations of Microcystis in Copco exceeded 163 million cells/ml in 2005and 393 
million cells/ml in 2006, no Microcystis was detected at the sampling station in the 
Klamath above Copco (Kann and Corum 2006, Kann 2006b).  Moreover, given over
wintering colonies likely contained in reservoir sediments, the maintenance of 
Microcystis populations would occur even in the absence of inoculant from Upper 
Klamath Lake; especially under the pond-like conditions created by the KHP dams. 

Recommendations for FEIS: Page 3-144 lines 14-16 should be revised to read “The 
persistence of Microcystis in Upper Klamath Lake, Copco Reservoir, and Iron Gate 
Reservoir suggests that there would be continuing availability of algal cells to seed 
Microcystis blooms under favorable conditions in all project reservoirs.  The calm, warm, 
nutrient-rich waters of Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs provide ideal habitat for 
Microcystis blooms (Water Board 2006, Kann 2006a, Kann and Corum 2006); thus, we 
would expect Microcystis to continue to thrive in these project reservoirs even with 
proposed management actions.” 

4. DEIS deficiency: The DEIS incorrectly states that 2005 was the first documented 
Microcystis bloom in the Klamath River downstream of Upper Klamath Lake. 

The following two quotes are examples of statements from the DEIS regarding the 2005 
Microcystis blooms: 

“Although the toxic algae Microcystis aeruginosa has been known to 
occur regularly in Upper Klamath Lake (Gilroy et al., 2000), where it may 
degrade the quality of commercially harvested populations of the blue-
green algae, Aphanizomenon flos-aquae, and as far as 125 miles 
downstream of the project reservoirs (Kann et al., 2006), this was the first 
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time the extent of the blooms and their toxicity, at locations other than 
Upper Klamath Lake, had been documented and health advisories issued 
by public agencies (Water Board) for  project waters” (page 3-143) 

“Microcystis aeruginosa has appeared regularly in Upper Klamath Lake 
and the extent of the blooms and toxicity documented in 2005 indicates 
that the algae has dispersed downstream and may have bloomed in project 
reservoirs prior to last year’s documentation. However, in the absence of a 
structured monitoring program, any previous occurrence of toxic algal 
blooms would have been undetected.” (page 3-144) 

In fact, a well-documented toxic bloom occurred in Copco Reservoir on September 29th 
2004 when 1.9 million cells/ml of Microcystis were associated with a microcystin toxin 

concentration of 482 µg/L (Kann and Corum 2006).  In addition, Microcystis was 
frequently detected in KHP reservoirs in a pre-2005 monitoring program conducted by 
PacifiCorp from 2001 to 2004. While not specifically designed as a Microcystis 

monitoring program, phytoplankton samples were taken approximately 4 to 9 times per 
year at many sites between Link River and the Shasta River from 2001-2004. The 
methodology used in this sampling is described in Raymond (2005); an overall summary 
of results for all species is presented in Kann and Asarian (2006); and Kann (2006) 
focuses solely on Microcystis. FERC’s suggestion that recent Microcystis blooms may 
be a result of algae that were dispersed downstream from UKL is inconsistent with 
expected algal-habitat dynamics in a riverine system.  Blue-green algae have notably 
been entering the river system from UKL for many years (e.g., Phinney  and Peak 1961), 
and thus recent dispersion is an unlikely cause of KHP reservoir blooms.  Rather, these 
blooms are the direct result of habitat conditions created by the reservoirs and have been 
occurring for many years, In fact, these same authors (Phinney and Peak 1961) also state 
that: 

"Wherever along its length the river had been impounded, whether behind 
a dam or in a backwater or slough, the water had produced blooms 
comparable with that in Upper Klamath Lake.  It can be predicted that the 
construction of additional impoundments on the Klamath River will 
greatly increase the organic load of this already impossibly burdened 
stream and will probably bring an end to fish production in this stream." 

Iron Gate Reservoir, one of the KHP reservoirs that currently experiences large blooms of 
toxic Microcystis, was constructed subsequent to the Phinney and Peak (1961) prediction. 

As noted previously in our comments regarding Recommended Terms and Conditions 
(filed with FERC in March, 2006), PacifiCorp frequently detected Microcystis, yet fails 
to mention Microcystis altogether in its 7000+ page Final License Application to FERC. 
Nor did PacifiCorp notify the public, inform water quality agencies, nor post public 
health warnings at its reservoir access points.   

Recommendations for FEIS: For the reasons stated above, the text excerpted above from 
pages 3-143 should be revised as follows: 
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“The  toxic algae Microcystis aeruginosa has been known to occur 
regularly in Upper Klamath Lake (Gilroy et  al., 2000), where it may 
degrade the quality of commercially harvested populations of the blue-
green algae, Aphanizomenon flos-aquae, and toxicity sampling has 
confirmed the presence of microcystin toxin in the lake.  Microcystis was 
detected in PacifiCorp’s 2001-2004 phytoplankton sampling program; 
however, these detections were not reported to public health agencies. In 
addition, a toxic bloom was documented in Copco Reservoir in 2004 when 
1.9 million cells/ml of Microcystis were associated with a microcystin 

toxin concentration of 482 µg/L (Kann and Corum 2006). The first year in 
which there was detailed sampling specifically targeting Microcystis, 
including microcystin toxin analysis, in project reservoirs was 2005.  Also 
in 2005, Microcystis was detected approximately 190 miles downstream of 
project reservoirs in the Klamath River estuary (Kann 2006a). In response 
to that 2005 information, health advisories were issued by public agencies 
for the project reservoirs and the Klamath River downstream (Water 
Board 2005). A public health advisory was issued again in 2006 (Water 
Board 2006).” 

Additionally, the text excerpted above from pages 3-144 should be revised as follows: 

“Microcystis aeruginosa has appeared regularly in Upper Klamath Lake, 
although typically only low concentrations are detected at the lake’s outlet 
(Kann 2006a).  In its 2001-2004 phytoplankton monitoring program, 
PacifiCorp regularly observed Microcystis blooms in Iron Gate and Copco 
Reservoirs (Kann 2006a; Kann and Asarian 2006), indicating that 
Microcystis was well-established in those reservoirs prior to the detailed 
documentation of blooms in 2005 and 2006.  Because PacifiCorp did not 
inform public health agencies of its findings, the public was not made 
aware of the Microcystis situation until 2005.” 

5. DEIS deficiency: The DEIS fails to recognize the Hoopa Valley Tribe’s criteria for 
Microcystis and microcystin. 

Page 3-143 at line 14 of the DEIS states: “There are no federal or California regulatory 
guidelines for cyanobacteria and their toxins.” This statement ignores the Hoopa Valley 
Tribe’s (Hoopa TEPA 2006) adopted criteria for Microcystis aeruginosa and microcystin 
(Table 1).  These standards have been approved by the Tribal Council of the Hoopa 
Valley Tribe, and are pending approval from the U.S. EPA.  

 Table 1.  Proposed Microcystis aeruginosa and microcystin criteria for the Klamath River on the 
Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation. 

Parameter Proposed Standard* Rationale for Proposed 

Microcystis 

aeruginosa 

cell density 
<5,000 cells/mL for drinking water 
<50,000 cells/mL for recreational water 

Combination of WHO and 
Australian Guidelines-
protective of public health 
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Microcystin <1µg/L total microcystins for drinking water Combination of WHO and 
toxin <10 µg/L total microcystins for recreational Australian Guidelines-
concentration water protective of public health 

*The presence of cyanobacterial scums poses the highest health risk and are to be avoided at all 
times. 

Recommendations for FEIS: We suggest that the quote above found on page 3-143 at line 
14 be replaced with: “The State of California and federal agencies have not yet adopted 
regulatory guidelines for cyanobacteria and their toxins, but the Hoopa Valley Tribe has 
adopted criteria for Microcystis aeruginosa and microcystin for the Klamath River on the 
Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation. For recreational waters, the Hoopa criteria are a 
Microcystis aeruginosa cell density of <50,000 cells/mL and <10 µg/L total 
microcystins” 

6. DEIS deficiency: The DEIS considers the use of an algaecide to control Microcystis 

blooms. 

Pages 3-148 to 3-149 of the DEIS states that “using an algaecide to control a Microcystis 

bloom could be effective in reducing the amount of microcystin toxin, and associated 
human health risk, in project reservoirs.” It is incorrect to assume that using an algaecide 
on Microcystis will be a benefit to human health.  When an algaecide is used on 
Microcystis, the cells are lysed, releasing the toxin microcystin.  Therefore, all of the 
toxin is released in one large pulse.  This could be detrimental to humans, wildlife, and 
fish.  While it might be reasonable to close down the reservoirs to recreational use for a 
period of time to treat the reservoirs with an algaecide, it is not reasonable to expect to 
close the river downstream to human access.  Toxic algae blooms occur not only during 
periods of high recreational use, but also during periods of ceremonial use and 
subsistence fishing by Tribal members.  Furthermore, it is not possible to keep fish and 
wildlife out of the river or reservoirs.   

Page 3-149 of the DEIS goes on to state that “However, depending on the algaecide used, 
there could be associated adverse water quality effects.”  This does not mention the 
implications on water quality that copper sulfate (a possible algaecide mentioned in the 
DEIS) could have.  Effects could include fish kills from copper toxicity in the reservoirs 
and river, decreased dissolved oxygen, and bioaccumulation of copper. 

Recommendations for FEIS: We suggest that the FEIS acknowledge the impacts of 
algaecides mentioned above and state that, due to these reasons, algaecides are not 
reasonable to use to control Microcystis blooms.   

XIV. THE DEIS CONTAINS NO DISCUSSION OF THE EFFECTS OF 

PEAKING/BYPASS OPERATIONS ON NUTRIENT RETENTION (REMOVAL) 

BETWEEN J.C. BOYLE RESERVOIR AND COPCO RESERVOIR. 

The DEIS contains no discussion of the effects of peaking/bypass operations on nutrient 
retention (removal) between J.C. Boyle Reservoir and Copco Reservoir.  This is 
disappointing because we have commented on this subject during each of several rounds 
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of comments: PacifiCorp’s Final License Application in April 2004, Scoping Document 1 
comments in July 2004, and Recommended Terms and Conditions submittal in March 
2006. To date FERC has neither agreed nor disagreed with our position that peaking and 
bypass operations have a detrimental effect on downstream water quality.  We request 
that FERC respond to this matter in its final EIS. 

Effect of peaking operations 

As the river fluctuates from 350 cubic feet per second (cfs) to 1500, or even 3000 cfs, and 
back each day during peaking operations, attached algae is scoured during such high 
flows, then dries out during low flows. The increased water depth during the peaking 
flows also reduces the amount of sunlight penetrating through the Klamath River’s murky 
water, further reducing attached algae growth by limiting the amount of light that reaches 
the river’s bed. The net effect of these processes is that attached algae are scarce within 
the peaking reach (Fig. 1) 

In the portions of the Klamath River not subject to hydropower peaking, the channel 
margins are habitats favored by benthic algae, since shallow water provides ample 
sunlight and the low water velocities do not scour the substrate (Fig. 2). Biggs (2000) 
noted that filamentous algae are most often concentrated in the stream margins.  The 
channel margins are most effected by hydropower peaking. Therefore, as PacifiCorp 
(2005) itself has acknowledged, benthic algae production in reaches that are effected by 
peaking declines as does the over-all nutrient stripping capability of the river. 

Figure 1. The southeastern edge of the Klamath River’s channel at Stateline river access during 
non-peaking hours, approximately 5 miles upstream of Copco Dam.  Note the complete lack of 
attached algae and rooted aquatic plants. Photo by Kier Associates, August 2006. 
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Figure 2. The southeastern edge of the Klamath River’s channel just downstream of the 
Interstate-5 Bridge at river mile 179, approximately ten miles downstream of Iron Gate Dam.  
Note abundant attached algae and rooted aquatic plants.  Photo by Kier Associates, August 2006. 

PacifiCorp has asserted that the high gradient of the stream channel between Keno and 
Stateline (six miles above Copco Reservoir) limits the ability of attached algae to grow. 
We agree that while gradient is an important factor in determining the rates of algal 
assimilation and denitrification within any river reach; the examination of the 
longitudinal profile of the Klamath River (Fig. 3) nevertheless suggests there are several 
areas with low- to moderate gradient, totaling 14.3 miles. These include (Note: 
elevations/miles have been determined from USGS topographic maps): 

 The area submerged under J.C. Boyle Reservoir (river mile 228.2 to R.M. 224.6, 
elevation 3793 to 3720) = 20 ft/mi gradient over 3.6 miles 

 From the USGS gage below J.C. Boyle Powerhouse (R.M. 219.7, elevation 3275) 
to the end of Frain Ranch (R.M. 214.4, 3130 feet) = 27 ft/mi. gradient over 5.3 
miles 

 From Stateline (R.M. 209, elev. 2740) to Copco Reservoir (R.M. 203.6, elev. 
2605) = 25 ft/mi gradient over 5.4 miles 

These gradients are approximately twice that of the 12.8 feet per mile that the Klamath 
River drops from Iron Gate Dam (2180 feet) to Weitchpec (300 feet) in 146.5 miles, but 
they are likely still low enough that attached algae could thrive. Given the differences in 
gradient, we would not expect that assimilation rates would necessarily be the same as in 
the reach below Iron Gate, but would clearly be higher than current conditions that are 
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influenced by peaking operations.   In free-flowing river reaches below Iron Gate Dam, 
mass-balance nitrogen budgets show that in the warm low-flow July-to-September 
period, an average of about 0.35% of the Klamath River's nitrogen is removed each mile 
that the river flows downstream of Iron Gate Dam (Asarian and Kann 2006a).  

Figure 3. Longitudinal profile of the Klamath River from Link River to Seiad Valley. Note that 
this figure shows the existing conditions of the water surface, including the reservoirs. Figure 
from PacifiCorp (2004). 

The effect of bypass operations 

The steep riverine reaches of the Klamath River (Keno Dam to J.C. Boyle Reservoir; the 
peaking reach from J.C. Boyle Dam to just below the J.C. Boyle Powerhouse; and the 
downstream end of Frain Ranch to Stateline) appear to provide a significant benefit to 
Klamath River water quality.  PacifiCorp’s 2001-2004 phytoplankton data show 
substantial decreases in phytoplankton biomass through river reaches like Keno Dam to 
J.C. Boyle Reservoir and J.C. Boyle Dam to Copco Reservoir (Kann and Asarian 2006).  
The likely reason for this is that turbulence in these reaches kills phytoplankton, 
transforms it into organic matter and begins the decomposition process. Once organic 
matter has decayed into dissolved inorganic nutrients it can be taken up by attached 
algae, resulting in reduced nutrient concentrations and improving downstream water 
quality overall. 

Current alterations in the bypass reach allow phytoplankton to persist further 
downstream, delaying improvement in water quality.  For example, at J.C. Boyle Dam, 
most of the Klamath River’s water is diverted into a concrete canal that runs parallel to 
the river for several miles (Figure 4) before re-joining the river at the J.C. Boyle 
Powerhouse.  The canal is low gradient with low water velocity and low turbulence, 
allowing phytoplankton to pass through it intact.  The diverted water does mix violently 
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at the J.C. Boyle Powerhouse, but for only a few moments compared to the multi-hour, 5
mile, constantly-frothing journey that water in the river channel through the bypass reach 
experiences. 

Figure 4. Excerpt from a panoramic photo of the J.C. Boyle Bypass reach and canal. Original 
photo by Thomas Dunklin (http://www.thomasbdunklin.com). 
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Figure 4. The canal that carries water from J.C. Boyle to the powerhouse. Photo by Katherine Pedery 
(http://www.pelicannetwork.net/salmon.boyle.htm). 

In addition to depriving the water of turbulent mixing, the canal provides an extremely 
poor growing environment for attached algae.  The water surface in the canal is exposed 
to sunlight, but the combination of turbid water and the canal’s vertical walls result in 
very little sunlight reaching its bottom where attached algae could grow. In contrast, 
although in many other reaches of the Klamath River attached algae may not grow well 
in the deep light-limited water in mid-channel, it thrives in the shallower water along the 
channel margins.  

Because most of the water is diverted, only a small portion of the remaining streamflow 
in the river between JC Boyle Dam and the powerhouse is subjected to the turbulent 
mixing that destroys phytoplankton and begins the decomposition process. Thus, the net 
effect of the diversion is that the combined water in the river below the J.C. Boyle 
Powerhouse would have more intact phytoplankton and organic matter, and it will take 
longer to fully decompose and to be removed from the water column than would be the 
case if no water were diverted. In addition, the lack of adequate growing conditions in the 
canal allows for very little or no assimilation of nutrients by attached algae.  The net 
result of these factors would be higher nutrient concentration downstream than would 
exist absent the diversion. 

The 1.4 mile long Copco 2 Bypass reach has similar effects on water quality, albeit for a 
shorter distance. 

Recommendations for FEIS: 
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We recommend that FERC consider the points that we have presented above and revise 
the EIS to recognize the effects of project peaking/bypass operations on downstream 
water quality. The affected reaches include the J.C. Boyle Bypass Reach, J.C. Boyle 
Peaking Reach, and the Copco 2 Bypass Reach.  The FEIS sections requiring revision 
include 3.3.2.2.2 “Dam Removal to Enhance Water Quality”, 3.3.3.2.4 “Dam Removal or 
Decommissioning”, 5.2.21 “Dam Removal”, 5.2.5 “Instream Flows”, and 5.1.2 
“Summary of Effects”.  We also recommend that the EIS include an alternative that 
analyzes the affects of the removal of J.C. Boyle Dam, including the effects on 
downstream water quality described above. 

XV. EFFECTS OF IRON GATE AND COPCO RESERVOIRS ON NITROGEN 

DYNAMICS ARE INADEQUATELY ADDRESSED IN THE DEIS 

We agree with the FERC staff’s conclusion that Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs can act 
as both nutrient source and sinks, depending on the time of year, but we would like to 
provide some additional information that needs to be incorporated into the EIS. 

PacifiCorp has submitted comments to FERC regarding the Kann and Asarian (2005) 
nutrient budgets for Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs for the year 2002, stating that 
nutrient retention in Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs should not be analyzed in isolation, 
but rather in tandem to determine the net affect on retention. We agree, although the 
reasoning for keeping the systems separate was to allow for the evaluation of 
management measures that could involve either of the reservoirs separately. 

That said, when evaluated for the combined retention effect of both reservoirs, there were 
still two significant periods when net negative retention (that is, nutrient input from the 
reservoirs themselves) occurred for both TP and TN.  For example, for TN in 2002 the 
two periods were from 5/24 to 6/19 (30 metric tons) and 7/17 to 8/14 (68 metric 
tons)(Figure 5).  
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Figure 5. Combined total nitrogen retention in Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs (based on data 
from Kann and Asarian 2005). 
 
As noted in Asarian and Kann (2006a), evaluation of the true reservoir effect on nutrient 
retention requires a further comparison of the combined retention of Iron Gate and Copco 
reservoirs with that of the retention that would occur through natural processes absent 
these reservoirs. 
 
Asarian and Kann (2006a) constructed mass-balance nitrogen budgets for free-flowing 
river reaches downstream of Iron Gate Dam. The results showed that for reaches between 
Iron Gate Dam and Orleans (140 miles downstream) in the warm low-flow July-to-
September period, an average of about 0.35% of the Klamath River's nitrogen is removed 
each mile the river flows downstream of Iron Gate Dam (Asarian and Kann 2006a). 
 
To estimate potential retention in the historic river channel that is currently inundated by 
Copco and Iron Gate Reservoirs, Asarian and Kann (2006a) applied retention rates 
calculated for the Klamath River reach from Iron Gate to Seiad Valley (see Kann and 
Asarian 2006a for details).  Retention rates for the Iron Gate to Seiad reach were chosen 
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because it is the reach directly below the reservoirs, is of similar gradient (e.g., see 
historical topographic maps included in the bathymetric survey report (Eilers and Gubala 
2003) and in the December 16, 2005 submissions to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) by PacifiCorp), and because historic photos of the inundated area, 
(example below) shows that this reach is markedly different from the steeper gradient 
gorge reach below JC Boyle. 

Figure 6. Historic photo of an area now inundated by Copco Reservoir. The Lennox Ranch 
referred to in the photo caption was approximately halfway between the present-day upstream-
and downstream ends of Copco Reservoir. Photo from Boyle (1976). 

The comparison indicated that the free-flowing river reaches below Iron Gate Dam retain 
nutrients at a moderate consistent rate, while the combined retention of Iron Gate and 
Copco reservoirs alternates between positive and negative values (Asarian and Kann, 
2006a) (Figure 7). 
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Date 

Figure 7. Comparison of combined retention in Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs (from Kann and 
Asarian 2005) with retention in the river reach from Iron Gate to Seiad Valley, for the year 2002. 

This comparison of the historic streambed -- now inundated -- with current reservoir 
retention indicates that when retention due to natural river processes is factored into the 
reservoir retention estimated in Kann and Asarian (2005), that reservoir retention is 
minimal (4.6% of incoming load) or even negative (-3.3% of incoming load) during the 
periods evaluated (May 21 – October 16 and July 1 – September 30, respectively). This 
indicates that during this critical July-September period, river reaches are more effective 
at retaining nitrogen and would have greater benefit on downstream water quality than 
the reservoirs. Full details of this comparison are provided in Asarian and Kann (2006a). 

Recommendations for FEIS: 
The information that we have provided in this section is not intended for the amendment 
of FERC’s position, but rather to provide FERC with additional information with which 
to strengthen the conclusion that it has reached with regard to the impacts of Iron Gate 
and Copco reservoirs on the nitrogen dynamics of the Klamath River. The appropriate 
section of the EIS should be revised to include this information. At a minimum, FERC 
staff should review Asarian and Kann (2006) and cite this work in the FEIS. 

XVI. THE DEIS CARBON DISPLACEMENT CALCULATIONS SHOULD BE 

RECALCULATED 

We support FERC’s decision to include an analysis of the KHP’s greenhouse gas 
emissions in the EIS, as global climate change is a significant problem for the world in 
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general, and Klamath River’s salmon in particular. That said, we have some substantial 
disagreements with FERC’s calculation concerning carbon displacement. 

Section 4.8 of the DEIS estimates the amount of carbon that would be emitted from a 
natural gas power plant that would presumably provide replacement power were the KHP 
to be decommissioned.  As described below, the “carbon intensity factor” used by FERC 
for this calculation assumes that the electricity would be replaced by an old inefficient 
natural gas power plant. 

The “carbon intensity factor” of 155 kilograms of carbon per megawatt hour (kg 
C/MWh) used by FERC to calculate the KHP’s carbon displacement apparently assumes 
that the electricity would be replaced by an old inefficient natural gas power plant -
although no reference is provided for the origin of the number.  In reality, a new natural 
gas power plant would likely have a far higher carbon efficiency.  The heat rate (a 
measure of efficiency) of large-scale new efficient combined cycle natural gas power 
plants is 0.007 million BTU/MWh (CEC 2005). According to U.S. EPA (2003), the 
calculation for carbon intensity from natural gas electrical generation is: 

Carbon intensity = (Heat rate)*(31.9 lbs C/ million BTU)*(0.995) 

Carbon intensity = (0.007 million BTU/KWh)*(31.9 lbs C/ million BTU)*(0.995)*(1 
kg/2.204 lbs)*(1000 KWh/MWh) = 101 kg C/MWh 

Thus, FERC’s carbon intensity factor of 53% is too high (155 vs. 101).  A more realistic 
estimate for KHP carbon displacement is 265,262 metric tons of carbon dioxide (CO2) 
per year, rather than FERC’s estimate of 407,085 MT CO2/yr. 

Table 2 shows a comparison of FERC’s estimate for the KHP’s carbon displacement with a 
revised, more realistic estimate based on a more efficient power plant.  

Annual Carbon Carbon Dioxide 
Carbon Intensity 

Generation1 Emissions Emissions 

(MWh) Source (kg C/MWh) (MT C/yr) (MT CO2/yr) 

new
 
716,800 combined 101 72,397 265,262 


cycle1
 

old 
716,800 155 111,104 407,085

inefficient2 

1Source: CEC (2005) and U.S. EPA (2003). 
2Source: FERC DEIS, originally from PacifiCorp 
3Carbon dioxide emissions = (Carbon emissions)*(3.66412) [ratio of CO2 molecular weight to C 
atomic weight]. 

Recommendations for FEIS: 
We request that the calculation of KHP carbon displacement in section 4.8 of the EIS be 
revised to use a more realistic number for carbon intensity, such as 101 kg C/MWh. In 
addition, the carbon displacement calculation should include an offset for the global 
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warming potential of methane production in the KHP reservoir discussed below. This 
would best be achieved by adding a methane column to Table 4.7.   

XVII. THE DEIS MAKE NO MENTION OF THE FACT THAT KHP 

RESERVOIRS EMIT THE POTENT GREENHOUSE GAS METHANE, DESPITE 

COMPELLING EVIDENCE THAT METHANE IS PRODUCED IN KHP 

RESERVOIRS 

In its analysis of the KHP’s effect on greenhouse gas emissions, the DEIS make no 
mention of the fact that KHP reservoirs emit the potent greenhouse gas methane, despite 
compelling evidence that methane is produced in KHP reservoirs. 

Methane is a substantial contributor to anthropogenic greenhouse gas emissions. On a 
mass basis, methane’s global warming potential is 23 times higher than carbon dioxide 
(IPCC 2001).  Hydroelectric reservoirs are now widely recognized as anthropogenic 
sources of methane, with some reservoirs producing more greenhouse gas emissions than 
fossil-fuel generation facilities (Graham-Rowe 2005, Cullenward and Victor 2006). 

Lakes and reservoirs emit methane through four processes: 1. ebullition (bubbles), 2. 
water column storage (gas accumulated in the hypolimnion during stratified periods is 
released during the fall turnover), 3. diffusive emission, and 4. plant mediated emission 
(Bastviken et al. 2004, Fig. 8). Emissions vary widely among lakes, and they depend 
upon lake-specific factors such as lake area, water depth, concentrations of total 
phosphorus, dissolved organic carbon and methane, and the anoxic lake volume fraction 
(Bastviken et al. 2004).  

Figure 8. Illustration of emission pathways and methane dynamics in a stratified lake. Figure from 

Bastviken et al. (2004). 

While we are not aware of any measurements of methane concentrations in KHP 
reservoirs, water quality data from project reservoirs show conditions that foster methane 
production, including widespread summer anoxia in KHP reservoirs, particularly in 
Keno, Iron Gate, and Copco.  Hydroacoustic sampling has identified bubbles in the deep 
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portions of Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs on several occasions (Eilers and Eilers 2004).  
In addition, a massive bubbling event was observed in Copco Reservoir on October 31, 
2003 (Eilers and Eilers 2004). Corum (pers. comm.) observed a similar but less dramatic 
bubbling event in Copco Reservoir on October 18, 2005.  As described above, bubbling 
(ebullition) is only one of four pathways by which lakes can emit methane. 

The DEIS acknowledges the likely production of methane in KHP reservoirs at page 3
149: “Methane production, which is strongly suspected as occurring under certain similar 
anoxic conditions, at least in Iron Gate reservoir (Eilers and Eilers, 2004), can also 
produce taste and odor problems” 

Due to a lack of KHP-specific data, estimating its methane emissions precisely is not 
possible at this time; however, methane emissions have been measured in reservoirs 
around the world and classified based on lake characteristics, so it is possible to generate 
reasonable estimates.  Bastviken et al. (2004) presents a review of studies of methane 
emissions from lakes and reservoirs in North America and Eurasia, and describes the lake 
characteristics that affect the quantity of methane produced in a lake.  Using data from 73 
lakes, Bastviken et al. (2004) developed regression equations to predict lake emissions 
based on lake characteristics.   

Most lakes and reservoirs where methane emissions have been studied have water quality 
superior to that of the KHP reservoirs and hence are likely to emit even less methane than 
the KHP reservoirs.  For instance, Soumis et al. (2004) measured methane emissions 
from hydroelectric reservoirs in the western United States, but all of them had much 
better water quality than the KHP reservoirs (i.e. no anoxic hypolimnion), so data from 
those reservoirs are not directly applicable despite their geographic proximity.  Only 2 of 
the 73 lakes studied in Bastviken et al. (2004) have total phosphorus concentrations 
similar to the KHP reservoirs.  These include Priest Pot, a 2.5 acre small pond in the 
United Kingdom, and Lake Mendota at Madison, Wisconsin.  Lake Mendota is 9,740 
acres, with a maximum depth of 83 feet, making it approximately 10 times larger than 
Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs, and somewhat shallower. Similar to KHP reservoirs, 
both Priest Pot and Mendota are subject to substantial seasonal algae blooms.  

Using a variety of literature-based methane flux rates, and then applying the total area of 
project reservoirs, we have calculated the annual global warming potential of methane 
emissions from KHP reservoirs (Table 3).  Given the lake/reservoir characteristics, it is 
likely that methane flux rates for KHP reservoirs are somewhere between those of Lake 
Mendota and Priest Pot. Hence, the annual global warming potential of methane 
emissions from KHP reservoirs is approximately equivalent to 3 to 12% of the KHP’s 
carbon displacement (Table 3).  While this is not a huge percentage, it is not insignificant.  
Site-specific studies of KHP reservoirs could be used to refine the estimate. 

Table 3. Comparison estimated global warming potential (GWP) of methane (CH4) emissions 
from KHP reservoirs and global warming emissions from a natural gas power plant that would 
replace KHP electrical generation. 
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GWP of 
CH4 CH4 Global 

KHP KHP Carbon Methane 
Mass Mass Warming 

Reservoir CH4 Flux Dioxide Emissions as 
Flow Flow Potential 

Area1 Displacement7 % of 
Rate4 Rate5 per Year6 

Displacement8 

(mg (MT (MT (MT CO2 
(m2) Source CH4 / CH4 / CH4 / equivalent (MT CO2/yr) (%) 

m 2d) d) yr) /yr) 

Lake 
19,582,738 11 0.215 79 1,808 265,262 0.68% 

Shasta2 

Lake 
19,582,738 50 0.979 357 8,220 265,262 3.10% 

Mendota3 

19,582,738 100 1.958 715 16,440 265,262 6.20% 

Priest 
19,582,738 193 3.779 1380 31,729 265,262 11.96% 

Pot3 

flooded 
19,582,738 rainforest 500 9.791 3574 82,199 265,262 30.99% 

reservoir2 

1Area [m2] = Keno + J.C. Boyle + Copco + Iron Gate = 2475 + 420 + 1000 + 944 = 4839 acres, 
unit conversion to m2= 19582738 

2Source: Soumis et al. (2004) 
3Source: Bastviken et al. (2004) 
4CH4 mass flow rate [MT CH4/d] = (CH4 flux)*(Area) 
5CH4 mass flow rate [MT CH4/yr] = (CH4 mass flow rate)*(365 d/yr) 
6Global Warming Potential per year [MT CO2 equivalents/yr] = (CH4 mass flow rate)*(23) 
because CH4 is 23 times more potent than CO2 a mass basis [IPCC 2001] 

7KHP Carbon Displacement = Amount of carbon that would be released annually from a natural 
gas power plant that would replace KHP generation. (101 kg C/MWh)*(KHP generation 
716,800 MWh/yr)*(3.664124552 kg CO2/kg C)/(unit conversion 1000 kg/MT)) [Source: FERC 
DEIS and Table 3] 

8GWP of Methane Emissions as % of Displacement = (Global Warming Potential per year)/ 
(KHP Carbon Displacement) 

Recommendations for FEIS: 
We request that FERC consider the points we have provided above, and revise section 4.8 
of the EIS to include recognition that KHP reservoirs can produce substantial quantities 
of methane, a potent greenhouse gas. Similar to the exercise shown above, section 4.8 of 
the EIS should also include estimates for the amount of methane produced in KHP 
reservoirs, and compare that with the FERC estimate of KHP carbon displacement (the 
annual amount of carbon that would be generated were the KHP replaced by a natural 
gas-fueled power plant). In other words, a more reasonable analysis of the relative 
benefit/detriment of the KHP on global warming should include both the more realistic 
carbon displacement effect shown above, and the further offset due to reservoir methane 
production.  
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XVIII. SECONDARY ISSUES 

In this section, we provide comments on issues of lesser concern. After “General notes 
regarding DEIS figures and tables of water quality data”, our comments are listed below 
with page numbers and section numbers that refer to the relevant portion of the EIS. 

General notes regarding DEIS figures and tables of water quality data 
In the case of many figures of water quality data in the DEIS, there is no notation 
provided regarding the number of samples collected at each site, the times of year in 
which samples were collected, nor the differences in the timing of sample collection 
between sites. In most sampling programs, more data are collected at some sites than 
others. It is important to have knowledge of such differences when interpreting data, 
particularly when the trends are subtle.  Many sites have only a few data points so they 
should probably be excluded from the charts and tables.  Since water quality parameters 
change between seasons and years, creating charts and tables that mix infrequently and 
frequently-sampled sites can suggest trends that are in fact simply artifacts of sample 
collection timing. 

Many figures and table are cited as “(Source: PacifiCorp, 2004a, as modified by staff)” 
[the Final License Application] but it is unclear whether a particular figure or table was 
originally created by PacifiCorp or whether FERC staff created the figure or table from 
data provided by PacifiCorp. If FERC staff actually created a figure or table from 
PacifiCorp data, then we suggest its identity be changed to read “(Source data: 
PacifiCorp, 2004a, as modified by staff)” 

In addition, most of the figures and tables do not include sites downstream of the 
immediate KHP area. As such, they do not provide proper context for understanding the 
basin-wide spatial trends in temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, nutrients, and algae. 

Given these deficiencies, many of the figures and tables displaying water quality data in 
the DEIS are of limited value. Fixing these deficiencies may not be worth the time 
required, given the other elements of the EIS that need improvement. On the other hand, 
if these figures and tables are intended to inform policy decisions, then they should be 
fixed. 

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

3.3 PROPOSED ACTION AND ACTION ALTERNATIVES 

3.3.2 Water Resources
 

3.3.2.1 Affected Environment
 

Page 3-103 
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Table 3-26 shows dissolved oxygen (D.O.) data and is a prime example of the issues 
noted above in “General notes regarding DEIS figures and tables of water quality data.” 
Although it is not noted in the DEIS, we assume that this table appears to include only 
grab sample data, not automated, continuous recording multi-parameter probes. At sites 
such as the Klamath River above the Shasta River, where dissolved oxygen dynamics are 
driven primarily by attached algae and macrophytes, the calculation of average monthly 
D.O. is of little value. Algae photosynthesize and produce oxygen during daylight hours, 
then consume oxygen at night through respiration, producing large daily swings in D.O.  
At such sites the mean monthly D.O. will tell more about what time of day the samples 
were collected than of any spatial or monthly trends.   In the depths of reservoirs, where 
D.O. levels do not undergo diurnal fluctuations and D.O. dynamics are driven primary by 
biological oxygen demand and sediment oxygen demand, then monthly means are useful. 

An additional issue is that the data in the figure is cited as being from PacifiCorp’s Final 
License Application (FLA). The FLA was submitted in February 2004, yet this table 
includes data from 2004, presumably from the months after the FLA was submitted to 
FERC, indicating that the citation may be incorrect. 

Some of the numbers in the table are highly suspect, likely an artifact of the (unknown) 
low number of samples. For example, it is highly unlikely that the actual summer 
monthly mean D.O. for Copco reservoir outflow and Iron Gate reservoir outflow are 
really as high as shown in the table. 

While the automated probe data for temperature, pH, and D.O. are not available for as 
many years and as many sites as are the grab sample data, there is a substantial amount of 
data that encompasses most of the major monitoring sites in KHP area for at least one 
season. Most of the available data have been assembled and are available as electronic 
appendix C in Asarian and Kann (2006a), filed at FERC as accession number 20060811
5089. The FEIS should make use of these data. 

P3-109 to 3-113 

Figures 3-31 through 3-34 and the text that explains them are problematic for many 
reasons.  First, they suffer from the same problems as many of the DEIS figures (see 
comments above regarding General notes regarding DEIS figures and tables of water 
quality data).  Second, site names in the figures are illegibly blurry, apparently due to 
conversion between various computer programs.  Third, box plots with median, 
interquartile ranges, and outliers would be more useful than the minimum, mean, and 
maximum plots presented in the DEIS.   

Fourth, if the data in the charts come from the 2000-2003 spreadsheet posted on 
PacifiCorp’s website, then the 2000 data are flawed. Apparently, PacifiCorp accidentally 
deleted a cell in the spreadsheet so that the some columns became offset from the others. 
The result is that much of the 2000 data have dates, depths, and sites that are offset one 
row from the original correct data.  For instance, data listed as collected at a site in 
August was actually collected in September.  Even worse, data for the beginning and end 
of the sampling season was shifted from one site to another. 
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Fifth, apparently these charts contain only PacifiCorp’s 2000-2003 data while substantial 
additional datasets (e.g. from USGS, USFWS, Karuk Tribe, and Yurok Tribe) are 
available and have been compiled into a single database that also includes PacifiCorp’s 
2000-2004 data (though as described above PacifiCorp’s 2000 data should not be used). 
This larger dataset is available as electronic appendices C and E in Asarian and Kann 
(2006), filed at FERC as accession number 20060811-5089.   

P3-113 and P3-114 

Table 3-30 suffers from many of the same problems as Figures 3-31 to 3-34. As 
described above, this includes 1) the lack of any information regarding organic nitrogen 
(typically the most abundant for of nitrogen in the Klamath River) or total nitrogen, 2) no 
mention of the number of samples, 3) likely inclusion of erroneous PacifiCorp 2000 data, 
4) failure to use all available data, 5) no data downstream of the Shasta River. 

The statement that “Seasonal changes in water quality constituents below Iron Gate dam 
are not large (Table 3-30)” does not appear to be supported by the available data.  After 
making that statement, the DEIS then goes on to describe that there are differences in 
seasonal concentration, contradicting the original statement.  An increase in nitrate values 
from approximately 0.2 mg/L in the May-August period to approximately 0.4 in the 
September-November period is characterized in the DEIS as a “slight” increase, a 
substantial understatement considering that it is a doubling of concentration.  The DEIS 
should note that the 1.99 mg/L average ammonia concentration above the Shasta River is 
driven largely by a single, seemingly impossibly high measurement in 2004 (3.84 mg/L).  
Additionally, the DEIS should identify whether or not table 3-30 includes PacifiCorp’s 
filtered and unfiltered samples for 2004, or just the unfiltered samples.  Asarian and Kann 
(2006) analyzed seasonal and interannual variations in total nitrogen (TN) concentration 
in the Klamath River.  Appendix A of that document includes detailed charts of total 
nitrogen concentrations for sites with available data for 1998-2002. The charts show that 
in most years there are seasonal differences in TN concentrations below Iron Gate Dam, 
with values typically higher in August-November than May-July.   

Page 3-113 

The information provided in Table 3-29 is useful but it could be improved substantially 
by including information regarding the number of samples collected.  Additionally, 
information regarding nitrate, organic nitrogen, and total nitrogen should be added. 

Page 3-115 

Lines 5 and 6 of this page in the DEIS state “In Copco and Iron Gate reservoirs, BOD is 
lower and sediment effects become a more important influence on the quality of the 
overlying water.”  We are not aware of any evidence to support this assertion. The 
statement should have a literature citation or mention of some specific data to support it, 
or it should be removed altogether. 

Page 3-117 
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Figure 3-36 shows 1996-1997 data for chlorophyll below Iron Gate Dam.  Similar to 
many DEIS figures, it does not list the number of samples and the months in which the 
samples were collected. Without such information, it is impossible to interpret any trends. 
Given the large variations in monthly chlorophyll levels shown in Figure 3-35, the spatial 
trends that appear in Figure 3-36 could be meaningless if the sites were not sampled 
during the same time of year. 

Page 3-117 

While the DEIS presents some useful information regarding Microcystis, it does not 
incorporate the information from the most current and comprehensive studies (Kann 
2006a, Kann and Corum 2006, filed at FERC in March 2006 and Kann 2006b, filed in 
December 2006). This section should be re-written using information from those 
documents. For more information about how the DEIS’ discussions and analyses of 
Microcystis should be improved, see our comments regarding “Toxic algae” in the 
“Detailed Comments Regarding Major Issues” section above. 

Minor note: The document cited as “Kahn et al. in 2005” on lines 10 and 18 is not in the 
references, and should be “Kann”.  

Page 3-118 

To emphasize the point that 2005 was not an abnormal year for Microcystis, the 
following text should be added to Line 5: “SWRCB (2006) issued a similar health 
advisory again in 2006, noting that Microcystis concentrations in the reservoirs were 
higher in 2006 than 2005.” 

The following text should be added to Line 22: “Additional details regarding Klamath 
River periphyton data are contained in Appendix G of the Hoopa Valley Tribe’s water 
quality standards (Hoopa TEPA 2006).” 

The paragraph regarding PacifiCorp’s phytoplankton data in lines 6 through 12 requires 
some revisions.  For instance, mean algal abundance is not the best metric to use to 
describe overall phytoplankton trends. Because colony sizes can vary by orders of 
magnitude, calculating the total number of colonies of all species in a sample provides 
excessive weight to small algal species such as Rhodomonas minuta and under-weighs 
important species with large colonies such as Aphanizomenon flos-aquae. We 
recommend deleting that paragraph and adding the following text instead: 

PacifiCorp performed phytoplankton sampling from 2001 to 2004 at 22 
sites in the vicinity of the Klamath Hydroelectric Project, including the 
Klamath River, its tributaries, and Upper Klamath Lake.  Sampling 
methodology is described in Raymond (2005), an overall summary of 
results for all species are presented in Kann and Asarian (2006), and Kann 
(2006a) focuses solely on Microcystis. According to Kann and Asarian 
(2006), the overall longitudinal trend for phytoplankton biovolume and 
important nitrogen-fixing and bloom forming species all confirm the same 
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declining trend from Upper Klamath Lake to above Copco Reservoir, with 
a subsequent increase in the Copco/Iron Gate Reservoir complex.   

PacifiCorp’s data also shows low incidence and magnitude of Microcystis 

leaving UKL and in the Klamath River above Copco Reservoir, and high 
incidence and magnitude in Copco and Iron Gate Reservoirs (Kann 
2006a).  Kann (2006a) notes that this pattern is consistent with literature 
(Huisman et al. 2004 and Reynolds 1986) showing that Microcystis and 
other buoyant cyanobacteria do not dominate in conditions of turbulent 
mixing such as that known to occur in the Klamath River above Copco 
and Iron Gate Reservoirs.  

Kann (2006a) also analyzed Microcystis aeruginosa (MSAE) data from 
Upper Klamath Lake collected by the Klamath Tribes, Karuk Tribe data 
from Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs, and Yurok/USFWS data from the 
lower Klamath River, summarizing: “Taken together these data provide 
compelling evidence that Copco and Iron Gate Reservoirs are providing 
ideal habitat for MSAE; increasing concentrations dramatically from those 
upstream, and exporting MSAE to the downstream environment.” 

3.3.2.2 Environmental Effects 

3.3.2.2.2 Water Quality 

Page 3-136 to 3-137 

This page of the DEIS states: “PacifiCorp analyzed the hypothetical release of 
hypolimnetic water from both Copco and Iron Gate reservoirs using the CE-QUAL-W2 
modeling system which has since been incorporated by the EPA into their technical 
analysis of the forthcoming Klamath River TMDL, giving the model a high level of 
credibility.” We agree that the model has a high level of credibility for flow and 
temperature, but we disagree strongly that it is credible for analysis of dissolved oxygen, 
nutrients, attached algae, and phytoplankton. For example, Asarian and Kann (2006b) 
calculated total nitrogen and total phosphorus from model outputs for the Existing 
Condition (EC) scenario, and compared them to field data.  The results showed that the 
model consistently under-predicted total nitrogen levels at Iron Gate Dam several-fold, 
indicating that the model greatly over-predicts nutrient retention in KHP reservoirs.  Due 
to this difference between model outputs and field data, comparisons between the 
Without Project (WOP) and EC scenario results for nutrient-dependent parameters such 
as dissolved oxygen should be regarded with skepticism.  

As such, we request that “for predicting flow and temperature” (i.e., “…giving the model 
a high level of credibility for predicting flow and temperature.”) be added to the end of 
sentence quoted above. 

Page 3-138 
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For reasons stated above in our comments on page 3-137, we request that the following 
text be added to the end of line 8: 

“It should be noted here that a comparison of measured data and Existing 
Condition model predictions showed that the model consistently under-predicted 
total nitrogen levels at Iron Gate Dam by several-fold and under-predicted 
phosphorus to a somewhat lesser degree (Asarian and Kann 2006b), indicating 
that the model greatly over-predicts nitrogen retention in KHP reservoirs.  Given 
these results, comparisons between the Without Project (WOP) and EC scenario 
results for nutrient-dependent parameters such as dissolved oxygen should be 
examined skeptically, as modeled nitrogen WOP concentrations may be 
erroneously high relative to the EC concentrations.” 

Monitoring and Control of Algae that Pose a Risk to Fish, Wildlife, and Public Health 

Page 3-143. 

Please see comments regarding “Toxic Algae” in the “Detailed Comments Regarding 
Major Issues” section above. This section of the EIS needs to be revised to respond to 
those comments. 

Pages 3-143 to 3-145 

This section contains good discussions of the relationships between the parasite C. shasta 

and Cladophora algae. We agree with FERC staff’s view of this issue. We suggest the 
following minor revision. The citations for “Stocking (2006, as cited by Resighini 
Rancheria, 2006)” refers to a presentation given at Humboldt State University in 
February 2006. All of the information included in the DEIS from that presentation are 
included in Stocking’s now complete master’s thesis, so the citations should be changed 
to that document (Stocking 2006, see References section below for full citation). 

Project-wide Water Quality Management 

Page 3-147 

The DEIS states on Lines 21 to 25: 

“PacifiCorp suggests that Copco and Iron Gate reservoirs trap and remove 
nutrients from the Klamath River. Table 3-29 shows the concentrations of 
total phosphorous, orthophosphate phosphorus, and ammonia in the 
hypolimnion of Copco reservoir increase in the summer, which could be 
used to support such conclusions; however, the concentration data alone 
are not enough to irrefutably support PacifiCorp’s position.” 

We disagree with FERC’s choice of the phrase “are not enough to irrefutably support 
PacifiCorp’s position” in this sentence, as it is far too charitable to PacifiCorp’s position. 
More appropriate would be “offer some support for PacifiCorp’s position.” In fact, Table 
3-29 offers only weak support for PacifiCorp’s position, for several reasons. First, there is 
no presentation of data upstream of Copco.  This is important because nutrient 
concentrations generally increase throughout the whole Klamath during summer, likely 
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due to increased concentrations from upstream sources such as UKL. Second, the 
lumping of several years together can be useful but also misleading due to changes in the 
number/timing of samples between years, and changes in concentration between years. 
For instance, concentrations from Link Dam to Copco were generally lower in 2001 and 
2002, and higher in 2003 and 2004 (see Asarian and Kann 2006a for details). Without 
notations regarding the number/ timing of samples, it is difficult to know if the apparent 
patterns are real.  Third, the volume of the hypolimnion in Copco is relatively small. 
Table 3-29 does provide evidence that nutrient concentrations in Copco’s hypolimnion 
are elevated compared to other parts of Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs but does not 
indicate anything about the mass of nutrients accumulating, the effect on the river, the 
source of those increased nutrient concentrations nor their ultimate fate.   Based on the 
review of PacifiCorp’s model by Asarian and Kann (2006), it is clear that the modeling 
outputs that PacifiCorp relies on to assert that the reservoirs trap and remove nutrients do 
not agree with observed data.  These data show that the model consistently under-predicts 
nutrient concentrations in the river directly below the reservoirs. Further analyses 
described in detail above (Asarian and Kann 2006a, Kann and Asarian 2005) also show 
that when compared to the nutrient retention that would have occurred under historic 
non-inundated conditions, not only is the sink effect of the reservoirs minimal, but the 
reservoirs actually generate nutrients during certain periods.        

Pages 3-148 

We concur with FERC staff’s view that KHP reservoirs can act as both sources and sinks, 
depending on the time of year. Please see our comments regarding “Effect of Iron Gate 
and Copco Reservoirs on Nitrogen Dynamics” in the “Detailed Comments Regarding 
Major Issues” section above. This section of the EIS needs to be revised to respond to 
those comments. 

Pages 3-149 

This sentence on lines 2 and 3 “However, depending on the algaecide used, there could 
be associated adverse water quality effects” should be replaced with “However, applying 
algaecide is known to cause release of cell-bound microcystin toxin into the water 
column, and depending on the algaecide used, there could be other associated adverse 
toxicity effects.” 

Dam Removal to Enhance Water Quality 

Page 3-150  

On lines 20 to 23, the DEIS states “If water quality objectives are not met for reasons that 
aren’t related to project operations (e.g., the quality of water entering the development is 
similar to the quality of water leaving the development), it would be inappropriate to 
consider decommissioning the development.”  We strongly disagree with this statement 
as worded. We agree that PacifiCorp should not be held responsible for problems not 
related to the KHP; however, analysis of whether “the quality of water entering the 
development is similar to the quality of water leaving the development” is an incomplete 
way to assess the effects of the project on water quality for.  As we have stated 
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repeatedly, the true measure of the KHP’s affect on water quality is the comparison of 
current (with-project) conditions at Iron Gate Dam with the conditions that would exist at 
Iron Gate Dam absent the KHP. Though related, these are separate questions with 
different answers.   

Although many parameters (with the notable exception of Microcystis) exiting the KHP 
at Iron Gate decrease from values entering the KHP at Keno, this does not mean that the 
KHP has a beneficial, or no affect on water quality. First, many parameters (e.g., 
nitrogen, phosphorus, chlorophyll, algal biomass, and blue-green algal biomass) may 
decline between Keno and above Copco Reservoir, but then can increase substantially 
through the Copco/Iron Gate complex (e.g., Asarian and Kann 2006a,b and Kann and 
Asarian 2006).  Thus, the overall effect of a major portion of the KHP is an increase in 
various water quality parameters.  Second, the KHP receives substantial amounts of 
clean water from the springs in the J.C. Boyle bypass reach and tributaries such as 
Spencer, Shovel, Fall, and Jenny creeks.  These inputs substantially dilute the nutrient-
rich mainstem Klamath River. As we noted in the Recommended Terms and Conditions 
that we filed with FERC in March 2006, these tributaries and springs clearly pre-date the 
KHP and cannot legitimately be claimed as part of any KHP “benefit” to water quality.  
Third, natural river processes (currently confounded by the KHP) remove nutrients from 
the water column as the river flows downstream. These processes include denitrification 
by micro-organisms in the hyporheic zone and assimilation by algae attached to the bed 
of the river, and are discussed above in our comments regarding “Effect of Iron Gate and 
Copco Reservoirs on Nitrogen Dynamics” in the “Detailed Comments Regarding Major 
Issues” section above. 

In the Recommended Terms and Conditions that we filed with FERC in March 2006, to 
quantify the effect of dilution, we examined U.S. Geological Survey stream gage data 
over a 10-year period from 1995-2004 during the time of year having low flows and poor 
water quality – July 1 to September 31.  The J.C. Boyle gage is located downstream of 
the J.C. Boyle Powerhouse return at river mile 219.7, the Iron Gate gage is located 
downstream of Iron Gate Dam at river mile 189.5, and the Keno Gage is located 
downstream of Keno Dam at river mile 233.3.  We examined a three-month period, rather 
than a shorter period such as August, in order to minimize “errors” due to differences in 
reservoir management (e.g. if the amount of water stored in a reservoir were to increase 
or decrease substantially over a short period of time). 

Mean streamflow averages 674 cfs at Keno, 939 cfs at J.C. Boyle (141% of Keno), and 
1036 cfs at Iron Gate (156% of Keno).  This translates into accretions of 265 cfs between 
Keno and the J.C. Boyle gage, primarily due to springs in the J.C. Boyle Bypass Reach, 
with much smaller contributions from Spencer Creek and other tributaries.  Accretions 
between J.C. Boyle and the Iron Gate gage average 97 cfs include Shovel, Jenny, Fall, 
Camp, and Bogus Creeks (note that while Bogus Creek is below Iron Gate Dam, it is 
upstream of the USGS gage).   

Nutrient concentrations in the springs are so low relative to the mainstem Klamath River 
that the dilution effect is similar, though not identical, to the addition of pure water.  To 

38 4a-



  

   
 

  
 

   

 
   

   
 

   
 

  
 

  
 

 
      

 
 

   
 
 

       

             

        

 

   
 

 
  

    
  

  
 

 
 

  
  

 
 

 
 

   

 
 
 

  
  

 
 

200612015040 Received FERC OSEC 12/01/2006 02:11:00 PM Docket# P-2082-027
 

provide some quantitative detail to this discussion, we calculated expected total nitrogen 
(TN) concentration at Iron Gate Dam based on this dilution (Table 10). Average TN 
concentration at Keno for available data in the June-October period of 1996-2003 was 
1.83 mg/L (Asarian and Kann 2006a), 12.8 times higher than the 0.15 TN concentration 
cited by PacifiCorp for the springs.  Based on dilution from these accretions, TN 
concentration at Iron Gate Dam should be expected to be only 67.8% (a 32.2% decrease) 
of what it is at Keno (Table 10). 

Table 10. Effect of the tributary/spring accretion on total nitrogen (TN) concentrations from Keno 
to Iron Gate.  Flows are means from July 1 - September 31 for the 10-year period 1995-2004.  TN 
Concentrations are means of June-October 1996, 1997, 1998, 2002, and 2003 (Asarian and Kann 
2006a). 

Flow 
TN 

Conc. 
Load 

Combined TN 
Conc. 

Source (cfs) 
(% of 
IG) 

(mg/L) (kg/day) 
(% of 

combined) 
(mg/L) 

(% of 
Keno) 

River at Keno 674 65.1% 1.93 3183 96.0%
 

Accr. Keno to IG 362 34.9% 0.15 133 4.0%
 

Combined 1036 100.0% 3316 100.0% 1.31 67.8% 

Page 3-150 

Regarding PacifiCorp’s water quality model, the DEIS states on lines 30 to 34: 

“Unfortunately, because many of the other parameters in the model (e.g., 

pH, nutrients, and algae) are driven by much more complex biochemical
 
processes than temperature, modeling results for these parameters are
 
contingent on the quality of the entire dataset and subject to variable
 
interpretation. We base much of our analysis of the potential effects of
 
dam removal on our review of existing water quality data from the riverine
 
reaches and general principles that typically influence water quality.”
 

We agree with FERC’s approach of relying on field data and general principles, rather 
than model outputs, for parameters other than temperature, especially given the failure of 
the model to accurately predict nitrogen transport as described by Asarian and Kann 
(2006b).  In addition to the issues of lack of an adequate amount of data for some 
parameters, it is important to note that model structure can also be an issue. For instance, 
PacifiCorp’s model does not include nitrogen fixation in reservoirs (or denitrification in 
river reaches). Thus, if nitrogen fixation is an important factor in Klamath River water 
quality dynamics, and given the large annual blooms of Aphanizomenon flos-aquae in 
KHP reservoirs (Kann and Asarian 2006) it would certainly appear to be important, then 
no amount of additional model input data will result in an accurate characterization of 
nutrient dynamics.  We recommend, therefore, that after “variable interpretation.” the 
following sentence be added: “In addition, issues with model structure such as the lack of 
simulation of nitrogen fixation by algae in project reservoirs hinder model performance 
for nutrient-dependent parameters such as dissolved oxygen, pH, and algae.” 
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Page 3-151, line 17 

Regarding “Biggs (2000, as cited by Resighini Rancheria, 2006)”, this document was e-
filed at FERC (accession number 20060328-5082) as part of a series of reference 
documents, so FERC staff can examine the original document if they wish. 

Page 3-151lines 2 to 13 

In its discussions regarding the impacts of the removal of J.C. Boyle Dam on water 
quality, FERC does not mention two important factors discussed above in the section 
Detailed Comments Regarding Major Issues, namely the affects of bypass and peaking 
operations on downstream water quality. This section should be revised to include those 
issues, as they are attributable to J.C. Boyle Dam, and would cease with dam removal.   

Another important issue that needs to be added to this section is the occurrence of 
Microcystis blooms in J.C. Boyle reservoir.  PacifiCorp’s phytoplankton data show that 
on October 17, 2004, Microcystis comprised 60% of the phytoplankton biovolume of the 
sample (see Figure 17 in Kann and Asarian 2006). Microcystis was not detected in 
samples collected at PacifiCorp sites upstream including Above J.C. Boyle Reservoir, 
Below Keno Dam, and Link River on any day in 2004 including October 17, although it 
was detected several times by the Klamath Tribes at Pelican Marina (note: J.C. Boyle 
Reservoir was not sampled in 2004).  In contrast, Microcystis was detected on October 10 
at 58% of the sample’s biovolume downstream at Above J.C. Boyle Powerhouse, and 
throughout the season in and below Copco and Iron Gate Reservoirs.  This information 
regarding Microcystis should be added to the EIS.  Hence, we suggest the following 
sentence be added to the discussion of the water quality effects of removing J.C. Boyle 
Dam: 

“In October, 2004, PacifiCorp detected Microcystis aeruginosa at its site 
below J.C. Boyle Dam during a year when it was not detected at sites 
upstream between Link River and above J.C. Boyle Reservoir, indicating 
that J.C. Boyle Reservoir was the likely source of the Microcystis. Hence, 
removal of J.C. Boyle Dam could reduce the amount of Microcystis above 
Copco Reservoir.” 

3.3.2.4 Unavoidable Adverse Effects 

Page 3-157 Line 18 

We agree that the KHP results in unmitigable impacts to water temperature in the
 
Klamath River. The first sentence should be strengthened to recognize the project’s
 
adverse impacts on fall chinook spawning and incubation. 


Page 3-157 Line 24 


Language should be added regarding the toxic alga Microcystis aeruginosa.
 

3.3.3.1.4 Diseases Affecting Salmon and Steelhead 

Page 3-212 Lines 6 to 15 

40 4a-



  

 
 

 
 

 

 

  
 

 
  

   
   

 
 

  

 

 
    

 
 

 
 

  

 
 

 
 

 
   

  

 
  

 
  

   

  

 
  

200612015040 Received FERC OSEC 12/01/2006 02:11:00 PM Docket# P-2082-027
 

This section should mention the findings of Stocking (2006) regarding the distribution of 
the intermediate polychaete fish parasite host. These key findings are described in the 
DEIS page 3-145.  Also, see comments regarding page 3-145 above. 

3.3.3.2.3 Disease Management 

Page 3-285 to 3-286 

We generally agree with the DEIS’ discussion of how the KHP contributes to fish 
disease, although it is somewhat incomplete (see comments below).  

We only partially agree with FERC’s statement that “Efforts to restore passage of 
anadromous fish to areas upstream of the project may provide little or no benefit if 
disease problems in the Klamath River downstream of the project are not effectively 
addressed.” (Page 3-285, lines 19-21). We agree that disease is a serious problem in 
Klamath River; however, providing fish passage should assist in reducing fish disease.  
Fish ladders would reduce crowding during spawning by expanding the availability of 
spawning habitat.  Dam removal would provide multiple benefits, simultaneously 
providing fish passage to the Upper Basin, improving water quality, and reducing 
pathogen loads.  

Page 3-285 

The DEIS list of how the KHP “has likely contributed to conditions that foster disease 
losses in the lower Klamath River” should have a fourth factor added to it: “4) algae from 
blooms in project reservoirs are flushed downstream where they settle and provide habitat 
for the polychaete alternate host for C. shasta and P. minibicornis.”  We then recommend 
that the following paragraph be added as further explanation: 

“PacifiCorp’s 2001-2004 phytoplankton sampling program has 
documented the existence of large blooms of algae in project reservoirs.  
A longitudinal analysis of the data shows that phytoplankton biovolume is 
highest in Upper Klamath Lake, then follows a generally declining trend 
to the reach above Copco Reservoir, and then increases substantially in the 
Copco/Iron Gate Reservoir complex (Kann and Asarian 2006). The 
limited number of available samples from the river below suggests that 
phytoplankton levels decrease as the water flows downstream from Iron 
Gate Dam to sites above the Shasta River and Interstate 5. This decrease 
indicates that much of the phytoplankton are dying and decaying into 
organic matter.  Stocking (2006) found that fine benthic organic matter 
was the primary habitat for the M. speciosa polychaete, so if the organic 
matter settles to the riverbed before it fully decays, it could provide 
polychaete habitat.  Increased habitat for M speciosa could increase its 
population size, increasing C. shasta and P. minibicornis infection in M 

speciosa, releasing more parasite spores into the water, and resulting in 
increasing rates of disease in juvenile salmonids.  Through these 
mechanisms, the growth of phytoplankton in reservoirs and subsequent 
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discharge into the Klamath River below can contribute to disease
 
outbreaks in juvenile salmonids.”
 

For illustrative purposes, we include a photograph taken below Iron Gate Dam on a day 
when phytoplankton were streaming out of Iron Gate reservoir at high densities (Figure 
9). 

Figure 9. The edge of the Klamath River below Iron Gate Dam in late August 2006 with small 
particles of free-floating algae flushed out of Iron Gate Reservoir at very high densities.  Photo by 
Kier Associates. 

Page 3-286 

Lines 15-16 of this page state “…DO levels predicted by PacifiCorp’s water quality 
model indicate that stressful conditions for juvenile fall Chinook generally occur starting 
in late May…” As a general rule, whenever field data are available they should be used in 
place of model outputs.  In most years since 2000, extensive water quality data have been 
collected using multi-parameter automated probes at Iron Gate Dam and other sites 
downstream. We recommend that FERC staff examine this rich dataset to see if it 
provides the same answer as PacifiCorp’s water quality model. See our comments above 
regarding Page 3-103 for instruction on how to locate these data. 

Page 3-287 
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Some of the items to be explored in the disease management plan have the potential for 
serious adverse affects.  For instance, dragging a chain over the riverbed to dislodge 
attached algae would likely release nutrients downstream. If this were done during the 
algal growing season, it would likely stimulate the growth of attached algae downstream. 
It could also harm macroinvertebrates and lamprey ammocoetes by disturbing substrate.  
Similarly, chemical control has a high potential for adverse unexpected reactions. We 
recommend that efforts not be directed at symptoms, but they should, instead, be directed 
at efforts to reduce the river’s nutrient burden, including the removal of dams. Regarding 
FERC’s proposal to develop disease resistant stocks, the priority should, instead, be 
toward maintaining existing natural genetic diversity.  

While we appreciate the attention devoted to Cladophora in the DEIS in general, and in 
the disease management plan, FERC staff should be careful not to overlook the point that 
Stocking (2006) found more polychaete populations living in fine benthic organic matter 
(69) than in Cladophora (32).  From a practical standpoint the distinction may not matter 
much, since effective solutions for reducing each habitat would likely be similar 
(scouring flows and reducing nutrient concentrations), except that symptom-treating 
efforts like dragging chains across the river’s bed or chemical control would do nothing 
to reduce fine benthic organic matter. 

3.3.3.2.4 Dam Removal or Decommissioning 

Effects of Mainstem Dam Removal on Fish Disease 

Page 3-289 Lines 27-31 

Discussions on this page overlook the important point that J.C. Boyle Dam affects 
downstream water quality not just with its relatively small reservoir, but by enabling 
peaking and bypass operations.  As is discussed in detail in various places in the DEIS, 
water quality affects fish disease.  Please refer to our comments regarding “Effects of 
Peaking/Bypass Operation on Downstream Water Quality” in the “Detailed Comments 
Regarding Major Issues” section above.  This section should be revised to include those 
issues, as they are enabled by J.C. Boyle Dam, and would cease with dam removal.   

Page 3-289 Lines 43-44 

Temperature is a primary driving factor in the metabolism of attached algae (Biggs 
2000).  Hence, the thermal lag also extends the growing season for attached algae (and 
perhaps macrophytes) downstream of Iron Gate Dam, extending the period of poor water 
quality (excessive pH and D.O.) into the fall.  This section of the EIS should be revised to 
include that. We suggest “Because temperature is a primary influence in growth of 
attached algae (Biggs 2000), the thermal lag extends the growing season for attached 
algae, resulting in degraded pH and dissolved oxygen conditions in the late summer and 
early fall.” 

Adverse Effects of Dam Removal on Aquatic Resources 

P3-292 
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Discussions regarding the amount and toxicity of sediments in KHP reservoirs in this 
section of the EIS should be updated with the information from California’s State Coastal 
Conservancy (2006) study which was released shortly after the DEIS was completed. The 
results indicate that the toxicity of the sediments in the lower four dams is very low, that 
only a relatively small portion of the total stored sediment would erode in the event of 
dam decommissioning, and that the sediment will not cause downstream flooding. 

3.3.5.2 Environmental Effects 

3.3.5.2.2 Coho Salmon 

Effects on Critical Habitat 

4.0 Developmental Analysis 

Table 4-3 contains FERC’s estimates of costs and benefits for the five alternatives 
analyzed in the DEIS.  Because the mandatory conditions for fish passage must legally be 
included in any new KHP license issued by FERC, our comments here focus on the Staff 
Alternative with Mandatory Conditions. 

FERC estimates that if the KHP were to be decommissioned, it would be replaced by a 
natural gas power plant, producing electricity at $41.50/MWh. The cost of KHP 
generation for the Staff Alternative with Mandatory Conditions is $99.24/MWh, or 2.39 
times higher than replacement power (presumably natural gas).  

While FERC does not have the authority to mandate what type of power would replace 
the KHP if it were decommissioned, the EIS should contain some discussion of the costs 
of various types of electrical generation. For instance, the EIS should note that the annual 
cost of the Staff Alternative with Mandatory Conditions is actually substantially more 
expensive than wind power.  The approximate installed cost of large-scale wind farms is 
$1000/kW, with costs ranging from $30-60/MWh (CEC 2006).  Within the vicinity of the 
KHP, there are locations in close proximity to transmission lines that have wind 
conditions suitable for commercial-scale wind farm development, including the southern 
portion of the Shasta River basin north of the town of Weed (Northwestern U.S. Wind 
Mapping Project 2006). 

Given the extremely high cost, it would be a disservice to PacifiCorp’s customers to add 
volitional fish passage at KHP facilities. Decommissioning the KHP and replacing it with 
truly clean energy would be much cheaper, and would have the added benefits of 
reversing the KHP’s tragically adverse impacts upon Klamath River water quality and 
fisheries, and eliminating the KHP methane emissions. 

4.7 KENO DEVELOPMENT ANALYSIS 

Pages 4-10 to 4-19 
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Although we have not conducted an in-depth analysis regarding whether Keno Dam 
serves “project purposes”, we recognize the severity of water quality problems in Keno 
Reservoir and the need for them to be remedied. PacifiCorp constructed Keno Dam, and 
therefore bears responsibility for its impacts. This would be best accomplished by 
keeping Keno in the KHP license application, so that its impacts can be analyzed and 
their mitigation correctly provided in the context of project regulation.  We therefore 
request that FERC reject PacifiCorp’s proposal to remove Keno Dam from any new 
license. 

It is our opinion that PacifiCorp’s request to remove Keno from its application for a 
license is equivalent to asking to decommission with the development left intact. As such, 
FERC has the authority to place conditions on Keno Dam even if it is to be removed from 
the KHP. Hence, we request that should FERC accept PacifiCorp’s proposal to remove 
Keno from the KHP, that it order PacifiCorp to cooperate and to fund efforts to improve 
water quality in Keno Reservoir through nutrient load reductions. 

4.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Page 4-20 

Please refer to our comments above regarding “Greenhouse Gas Emissions” in the 
“Detailed Comments Regarding Major Issues” 

5.1.2 Summary of Effects 

Pages 5-11 to 5-18 

Table 5.1 requires some revisions. There is no analysis of how the various alternatives 
affect greenhouse gas emissions, including both carbon dioxide (from replacement 
power) and methane (from KHP reservoirs). 

Page 5-13 

The water quality section of Table 5.1 should be revised to include language regarding 
about how the various alternatives affect taste and odor compounds, pH, and ammonia. In 
addition, regarding the effects of the "Staff Alternative" on Microcystis, the DEIS states 
"Microcystis monitoring would enable public notification of potential health risks from 
contact recreation at project reservoirs", yet does not mention that the "Retirement of 
Copco No. 1 and Iron Gate Developments" scenario would nearly eliminate the 
Microcystis problem lower Klamath River. This is an oversight that requires correction. 

5.2 DISCUSSION OF KEY ISSUES 

5.2.4 Water Quality Management 

Pages 5-25 to 5-26 

The DEIS proposes inadequate measures to deal with water quality. First, a 
“comprehensive water quality management plan.” Second, the installation of turbine 
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venting at Iron Gate Dam to increase dissolved oxygen levels in the outlet of Iron Gate 
Dam.  

The DEIS relies too heavily on plans to solve critical issues in the KHP.  The plans are 
too vague in their time frames for implementation.  Time is a critical component for 
restoration of declining Tribal trust fisheries stocks whose health is directly tied to water 
quality issues.  Trust is also an issue for stakeholders in the basin who would have to rely 
on Pacificorp to develop and implement these plans.  However, even if the plans are 
implemented successfully and in a timely manner, they will not bring the water quality in 
and from the KHP up to Tribal, federal, and state standards.  Therefore, the only option is 
to decommission the lower four dams for the sake of water quality health. 

One of the DEIS’ justifications for the cost of a development of a water quality 
management plan is that the KHP causes “modification of the temperature regime 
downstream of Iron Gate dam in a manner that adversely influences salmon.”  This 
statement is indeed true; however, as acknowledged by both PacifiCorp and the DEIS, 
there is no way to adequately mitigate for KHP impacts to temperature other than dam 
removal.  Additional study and the development of a water quality management plan 
cannot change that fact, and we should not pretend otherwise. 

With the exceptions noted above, the DEIS does an adequately characterizes KHP 
impacts to water quality and fish disease. Hence, it is extremely disappointing that the 
only explicitly required measure the DEIS proposes to mitigate for the multitude of 
adverse impacts is a turbine venting system. Unfortunately, given the wide-ranging water 
quality impacts of the KHP, this measure will do little to improve overall water quality. 

We have not done an in-depth evaluation of whether turbine venting would be sufficient 
to enable water released from Iron Gate Dam to meet California’s water quality standards 
for dissolved oxygen.  However, at best, this measure would only improve dissolved 
oxygen levels in the immediate vicinity of the dam. Most of the dissolved oxygen 
problems in the Klamath River are caused by excessive growths of attached algae and 
rooted aquatic macrophytes that cover large portions of the river, hence oxygenation at a 
single point will be largely ineffective. Turbine venting would do nothing to mitigate for 
the KHP’s many impacts to water quality and fish disease.  As described in the EIS, a 
partial list includes fostering massive blooms of nitrogen fixing (Aphanizomenon flos

aquae) and toxigenic (Microcystis aeruginosa) blue-green algae that are flushed into the 
river below, the alteration of nutrient dynamics by interrupting natural river processes 
that remove nutrient from the water column as the river flows downstream, and causing a 
thermal lag with detrimental effects to salmonids.  

The only way to eliminate the KHP’s impacts to water quality is to decommission the 
four lower dams in the project.  Actions such as turbine venting, hypolimnetic aeration, 
and algaecide application are as yet untested, are not likely to be fully effective, and have 
a high potential for adverse affects. 

5.2.5 Instream Flows 
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J.C. Boyle Bypassed Reach 

Pages 5-26 

Discussions in this section should be revised to acknowledge the important point that 
bypass operations have a detrimental effect on downstream water quality. For details, 
please refer to our comments regarding “Effects of Peaking/Bypass Operation on 
Downstream Water Quality” in the “Detailed Comments Regarding Major Issues” section 
above.   

J.C. Boyle Peaking Reach 

Pages 5-28 

Discussions in this section should be revised to acknowledge the important point that 
peaking operations have a detrimental effect on downstream water quality. For details, 
please refer to our comments regarding “Effects of Peaking/Bypass Operation on 
Downstream Water Quality” in the “Detailed Comments Regarding Major Issues” section 
above.   

Copco No. 1 and Copco No. 2 Developments 

Pages 5-28 

Discussions in this section should be revised to acknowledge the important point that 
bypass operations in the Copco 2 Bypass Reach have a detrimental effect on downstream 
water quality. For details, please refer to our comments regarding “Effects of 
Peaking/Bypass Operation on Downstream Water Quality” in the “Detailed Comments 
Regarding Major Issues” section above.   

5.2.6 Anadromous Fish Restoration 

Pages 5-35 to 5-38 

This section of the EIS requires major revisions. The DEIS overestimates the benefits of 
trap and haul, and underestimates the benefits of volitional fish passage (ladders).  We 
choose not to provide details here, but instead refer FERC staff to the ALJ’s Decision and 
record, which makes clear that volitional fish passage is superior to trap and haul, and 
that the DEIS’s concerns regarding water quality and predation on downstream migrants 
in KHP reservoir are overstated. 

In addition, this section of the EIS needs to be revised to include consideration of how to 
provide fish passage for all historic and currently suitable habitat above Iron Gate Dam 
for native anadromous and Tribal Trust fish species, including: fall-run Chinook, spring 
run Chinook, steelhead, coho, and lamprey.  

5.2.7 Fish Disease Management 

Pages 5-38 to 5-39 
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Discussions in this section of the DEIS regarding how the Iron Gate and Copco reservoirs 
affect water quality and fish disease are generally correct, but are lacking regarding a 
some important issues, and hence requires revision. Information should be added (based 
on the comments provided herein) regarding how KHP bypass and peaking operations 
also affect water quality. Additionally, the EIS should note that Microcystis is not just a 
public health threat but it is also a threat to fish health. 

After describing the effects of Iron Gate and Copco Reservoirs on fish disease, the DEIS 
states that: 

“However, because of the substantial costs of dam removal, and due to the 
urgency of the disease situation in the lower Klamath River, we also 
evaluate measures that would involve developing and implementing 
approaches for reducing the incidence of fish diseases downstream of Iron 
Gate dam through a disease monitoring and management plan. The plan 
would focus on developing measures that could be implemented in the 
near term and potentially reduce disease losses in a much shorter time 
frame and at a much lower cost than dam removal.” 

We disagree with the DEIS conclusion that despite the KHP’s severe fish disease-driven 
impacts that dam removal is too expensive, and that a fish disease management plan 
could adequately address the problem at a lower cost. First, we are extremely skeptical 
that this plan will result in a substantial reduction in fish disease in the Klamath River.  
Second, because federal law requires that FERC must include USFWS/NMFS mandatory 
conditions for volitional fish passage in any KHP license granted, there will be 
substantial investment in providing volitional fish passage. The question is whether that 
fish passage will consist of fish ladders, or dam removal. As noted in the recent ALJ 
Decision and record, fish ladders would provide definite benefits to anadromous fish in 
the Klamath River by proving access to historic habitats. By reducing crowding in the 
spawning grounds below Iron Gate Dam, ladders may well cause some reduction in fish 
disease. However, as described fairly well in the DEIS, dam removal would provide a 
wide range of additional benefits, including access to more historic habitat, improved 
water quality and reduced levels of fish disease. 

As Table 4-3 makes clear, the Staff Alternative with Mandatory Conditions is more 
expensive than the Retirement of Copco No. 1 and Iron Gate Developments. Given that 
federal law requires FERC to include the USFWS/NMFS mandatory conditions for 
volitional fish passage, FERC must include volitional fish passage in any license granted.  
In the DEIS, FERC analyzed only two alternatives that include volitional fish passage, 
and the Retirement of Copco No. 1 and Iron Gate Developments was the less expensive 
of the two alternatives. Dam removal will provide multiple, better benefits, and it is 
cheaper. Thus, we see no reason why FERC should choose fish ladders, and a 
hypothetical plan to reduce disease, as these actions will be more expensive and less 
effective than dam removal.   
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Removal of the dams would result in permanent long-term improvements to Klamath 
River water quality and a reduction in fish disease. 

It should also be noted that the economic analyses in Table 4-3 are not a true cost-benefit 
analysis, but is actually an analysis of the private costs/benefits to PacifiCorp.  If public 
benefits such as the value of restored anadromous fisheries and endangered species 
protection were included in the analysis, dam removal would be even cheaper.  Also, the 
value of dam decommissioning to counties, communities, and Tribal members needs to 
be considered (for example, see Kruse and Scholtz 2006).  

5.2.21 Dam Removal 

Pages 5-56 to 5-58 

The DEIS underestimates the impact of J.C. Boyle and Copco No. 2 Dams on water 
quality. For example, “Because of their greater effect on downstream water quality, and 
because of the quality and quantity of habitat that they inundate, we conclude that the 
removal of Iron Gate and Copco No. 1 dams would provide a much greater benefit than 
removing the Copco No. 2 and J.C. Boyle dams.” While we agree that Iron Gate and 
Copco No. 1 Dams have greater effects on water quality, we disagree that this should be 
used as a justification for leaving J.C. Boyle and Copco No. 2 Dams in place.  As 
described above in our discussions regarding “Effects of Peaking/Bypass Operation on 
Downstream Water Quality” in the “Detailed Comments Regarding Major Issues” 
section, these dams enable bypass and peaking operations that result in impaired water 
quality downstream.  Section 5.2.21 should be revised to take into account these impacts. 

Additionally, discussions regarding the amount and toxicity of sediments in KHP 
reservoirs in this section of the EIS should be updated with information from California’s 
State Coastal Conservancy (2006) study that was released shortly after the DEIS was 
completed. The results indicate that toxicity of the sediments in the lower four dams is 
very low, and that only a relatively small portion of the total stored sediment would erode 
in the event of decommissioning, and that the sediment will not cause downstream 
flooding. 
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Glen H. Spain, NW Regional Director Barbara Lee Norman, Esq. 
Institute for Fisheries Resources Karuk Tribe of California 
POB 11170 POB 657 
Eugene, OR 97440-3370 Yreka, CA 96907 
fish1ifr@aol.com bnorman@karuk.us 

Ronnie M. Pierce, FERC Coordinator Melinda Davison 
Klamath River Inter-Tribal Comm’n Davison Van Cleve, PC 
111 Forson Rd. 333 SW Taylor, Ste 400 
McKinleyville, CA 95519 Portland, OR 97204 
segep@aol.com mail@dvclaw.com 

Torina Case** Carl Ullman 
Klamath Tribes Klamath Tribes 
POB 436 Box 957 
Chiloquin, OR 97624-0436 Chiloquin, OR 97624 

bullman3@earthlink.net 

Daniel H. Israel Felice Pace** 

Klamath Tribes Klamath Forest Alliance 
3455 Table Mesa Drive, Ste. E-149 POB 756 
Boulder, CO 80305 Somes Bar, CA 95568 
dadamatronics@aol.com 

W. Daniel Bunch** Larry Cable, Partner 
Klamath County 1001 SW Fifth Ave., Ste. 2000 
305 Main St., Fl. 2 Portland, OR 97204-1136 
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Klamath Falls, OR 97601-6332 lcable@chbh.com 

The Mayor** Board of County Commissioners** 

City Hall - Town of Yreka County of Klamath - County Court 
701 Fourth Street 305 Main Street 
Yreka, CA 96097 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Paul S. Simmons** Dan Keppen, President** 

Somach, Simmons & Dunn KWUA 
813 6th St., Fl. 3 2455 Patterson St., Ste. 3 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2403 Klamath Falls, OR 97603-6905 

David Solem, President** Thomas P. Graves, Executive Director** 

KWUA Mid-West Electric Consumers Ass’n 
2455 Patterson St., Ste. 3 4350 Wadsworth Blvd., Ste. 330 
Klamath Falls, OR 97603-6905 Wheat Ridge, CO 80033-4641 

Matt Dopp, Owner Pete Wallstrom, Owner 
1655 Parker St. Momentum River Expeditions 
Ashland, OR 97520 1257 Siskiyou Blvd. #1178 
info@kokopelliriverguides.com Ashland, OR 97520 

pete@momentumriverexpeditions.com 

Elizabeth R. Mitchell - NOAA** David King White, Hydraulic Engineer 
Bin C15700 NMFS 
7600 Sand Point Way NE 777 Sonoma Ave., Ste. 325 
Seattle, WA 98115-6349 Santa Rosa, CA 95404 

david.k.white@noaa.gov 

Dan Hytrek, General Counsel Ruth Ann Lowery, Attorney-Advisor 
NOAA NOAA 
501 W. Ocean Blvd. 1315 East-West Hwy. - SSMC 3, 15th Fl. 
Long Beach, CA 90802 Silver Spring, MD 20910 
Dan.Hytrek@noaa.gov RuthAnn.Lowery@noaa.gov 

Mary Ann Ralls Noah Hague, Owner** 

NRECA Noah’s River Adventures 
4301 Wilson Blvd. POB 11 
Arlington, VA 22203 Ashland, OR 97520-0001 
MaryAnn.Ralls@nreca.org 

Tim J. McKay, Executive Director Amy Stuart, Biologist 
NEC ODFW 
575 H St. 2042 SE Paulina Hwy. 
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Arcata, CA 95521 Prineville, OR 97554 
nec@northcoast.com Amy.M.Stuart@state.or.us 

Kurt Burkholder Curtis G. Berkey 
Oregon Dep’t of Justice Alexander, Berkey, Williams & Weathers 
1515 SW Fifth Street Ave., Ste. 410 2030 Addison St., Ste. 410 
Portland, OR 97201 Berkeley, CA 94704 
kurt.burkholder@doj.state.or.us cberkey@abwwlaw.com 

m.morales@abwwlaw.com 

Dennis W. Belsky, Engineer James McCarthy, Policy Analyst 
ODEQ ONRC 
221 Stewart Ave., Ste. 201 POB 151 
Medford, OR 97501 Ashland, OR 97520 
belsky.dennis@deq.state.or.us jm@onrc.org 

Jan E. Houck, Program Coordinator Mike Reynolds 
OPRD Mary S. Grainey, Hydroelectric Coord. 
725 Summer St., NE, Ste. C OWRD 
Salem, OR 97301 725 Summer St., NE, Ste. A 
jan.houck@state.or.us Salem, OR 97301-1271 

mike.j.reynolds@wrd.state.or.us 
m.s.grainey@wrd.state.or.us 

Ronald Craig Kohanek Steven A. Ellis, District Manager** 

OWRD Bureau of Land Management Wy. 
725 Summer St., NE, Ste. A 1301 S. G Street 
Salem, OR 97301-1271 Lakeview, OR 97630-1800 
Ron.c.kohanek@wrd.state.or.us 

Bill McNamee** Gary W. Frey** 

Oregon Public Utility Comm’n Argonne National Laboratory 
POB 2148 200 Union Blvd. Ste. 530 
Salem, OR 97308-2148 Lakewood, CO 80228-1832 

Dave Hillemeier** John Corbett** 

Yurok Tribe Yurok Tribe 
190 Klamath Boulevard POB 1027 
Klamath, CA 95548 Klamath, CA 95548-1027 

Jesse D. Ratcliffe, Asst. AG David Joseph Rapport 
Jason Jones, Asst. AG Rapport and Marsten 
OPUC 405 W. Perkins St. 
1162 Court St., NE Ukiah, CA 95482 

58 4a-

mailto:Amy.M.Stuart@state.or.us
mailto:nec@northcoast.com


  

 
 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 

  
 

 

 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

    

 

 
 

 
 

 
  

200612015040 Received FERC OSEC 12/01/2006 02:11:00 PM Docket# P-2082-027
 

Salem, OR 97301-4096 drapport@pacbell.net 
jesse.d.ratcliffe@state.or.us 
jason.w.jones@state.or.us 

Frank S. Dowd, Chairman Kristen Lee Boyles, Staff Attorney 
Resighini Rancheria Earthjustice 
158 E. Klamath Beach Rd. 705 Second Ave., Ste. 203 
POB 529 Seattle, WA 98104 
Klamath, CA 95548 kboyles@earthjustice.org 
psmith@resighini.us 

Forest F. Stacy** Ted Coombes, Executive Director** 

c/o Oglethorpe Power Corporation Southwestern Power Resources Ass’n 
2100 E. Exchange Pl. POB 471827 
Tucker, GA 30084-5336 Tulsa, OK 74147-1827 

Diane Fairchild Beck Lori J. Melendez, Paralegal** 

3200 Greenwood Hts. Dr. Yurok Tribe 
Kneeland, CA 95549 POB 1027 
dfbeck@northcoast.com Klamath, CA 95548-1027 

Richard Taylor Charlton Bonham 
POB 536 Trout Unlimited 
Ashland, OR 97520 1808B 5th St. 
admin@pacificwestcom.com Berkeley, CA 94710 

cbonham@tu.org 

Brian J. Johnson, Staff Attorney Kerry O’Hara** 

Trout Unlimite US DOI - Office of the Regional Solicitor 
1808B 5th St. 2800 Cottage Way, Ste. E1712 
Berkeley, CA 94710 Sacramento, CA 95825-1863 
bjohnson@tu.org 

Tom Dang, Reg. Program Manager** Jon Raby, Area Manager** 

U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs - DOI U.S. Bureau of Land Management 
2800 Cottage Way, W-2619 2975 Anderson Ave., Bldg. 25 
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846 Klamath Falls, OR 97603-7886 

Dave Sabo, Area Manager** Nolan Shishido, Attorney** 

U.S. BOR - Klamath Basin Area Office U.S. DOI - Pacific Northwest Region 
6600 Washburn Way 500 NE Multnomah St., Ste. 607 
Klamath Falls, OR 97603-9365 Portland, OR 97232-2036 

Daniel Stuart Hirschman William Bettenberg, Director** 

US DOI Attn:  David Diamond 
1849 C St., NW - MS 6456 U.S. Dep’t of the Interior 
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Washington, DC 20240 1849 C. St., NW /MS-4426-MIB 
danhirschman@hotmail.com Washington, DC 20240-0001 

Barbara Scott-Brier** Stephen R. Palmer** 

U.S. Dep’t of the Interior U.S. Dep’t of the Interior - W-2517 
500 NE Multnomah St., Ste. 607 2800 Cottage Way 
Portland, OR 97232-2023 Sacramento, CA 95825-1846 

Michael Randall Belchik, Biologist David Allen, Regional Director** 

Yurok Tribe U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
POB 196 Attn: Estyn Mead 
Hoopa, CA 95546 911 NE 11th Ave 
mbelchik@snowcrest.net Portland, OR 97232-4128 

Phil Detrich** Steve Thompson, CA/NV Oper. Mgr.** 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1829 S. Oregon St. Region 1 
Yreka, CA 96097-3446 2800 Cottage Way, Rm W-2606 

Sacramento, CA 95825-1846 

Stephen M. Bowes, Planner Roberta Van de Water, Forest Hydrologist 
National Park Service USDA Forest Service 
1111 Jackson St. 1312 Fairlane Rd. 
Oakland, CA 94607 Yreka, CA 96097 
Stephen_bowes@nps.gov rsvandewater@fs.fed.us 

Lisa Brown Richard Roos-Collins 
Waterwatch of Oregon Natural Heritage Institute 
213 SW Ash St., Ste. 208 100 Pine St., Ste. 1550 
Portland, OR 97204 San Francisco, CA 94111 
lisa@waterwatch.org rrcollins@n-h-i.org 

Brian R. Barr, Program Officer 
World Wildlife Fund 
116 Lithia Wy., Ste. 7 
Ashland, OR 97520 
brian@wwfks.org 
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Attachment 4b 

Health Advisory 



 

ADVISORY 

AVOID WATER CONTACT IN 

IRON GATE AND COPCO 
RESERVOIRS 

Pollution has resulted in high levels of blue-green algae that can 
produce harmful toxins. This has resulted in violations of 

the State's water aualitv standards 
• Do not use th is water for drinking or cooking 

• Fish from these waters previously tested posit ive for an algal toxin. 
Limit or avoid consuming f ish as the risk to human health is being 
evaluated by public health agencies 

• Do not consume f ish innards, and wash f illets with drinking water 

Children and pets are at greatest risk 

For more information contact staff at: 

North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board 

(707) 576-2220 
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5a Bureau of the Census Maps 

5b Bureau of the Census 5-Year Average 2005–2009 Unemployment, 
Income, and Poverty Estimates for the Karuk Tribe Area 

5c Bureau of the Census Definitions 
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Attachment 5a 

Bureau of the Census Maps 



County Subdivision Outline Map Legend and County Location Index 

Map Legend 
International 

CAMPOCAMPO American Indian Reservation (Federal) 

ZIAZIA Off-Reservation Trust Land 

TetlinTetlin Tribal Designated Statistical Areas 

State 

CountyERIE 
YORK County Subdivision¹ 

ROME Incorporated Place¹ 

Zena Census Designated Place 

Lake Erie Large River, Lake, Water Body, or Shoreline 

A fishhook joins contiguous and/or discontiguous 
parts of the same geographic entity 

¹ A ’*’ following a place name indicates that the place is coextensive with a separate county subdivision. The
 county subdivision name is shown only if different than the name of the place. 

Note: All legal boundaries and names are as of January 1, 2000. Where international, state, county, and/or 
county subdivision boundaries coincide, the map shows the boundary symbol for the highest level of these 
geographic entities. The county boundary is always shown.  Where a county subdivision boundary coincides with 
a place boundary, the map does not show the place boundary symbol. Any geographic entity name may include 
’(pt.)’ if some portion of the entity extends beyond the limits of the map area displayed on the page, or if 
multiple discontiguous pieces of the entity have been discretely labeled on the page. A geographic entity 
name may include ’(pts.)’ if many discontiguous pieces exist for that entity that cannot be discretely labeled. 
The boundaries shown on this map are for Census Bureau statistical data collection and tabulation purposes only; 
their depiction and designation for statistical purposes does not constitute a determination of jurisdictional 
authority or rights of ownership or entitlement. 

County Location Index 
This list presents the reference coordinates for each county on the county subdivision outline map. 
Map section numbers refer to the county subdivision outline maps only. 
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Attachment 5b 

Bureau of the Census 5-Year Average 2005–2009 Unemployment, 
Income, and Poverty Estimates for the Karuk Tribe Area 



 

 
 

    
       

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

  

 

 
 

 

  
 

 
 
 

 

  

      

 
 

      

 
 

      

       

       

       

 
      

 
      

       

                     

      

 

                                                 
         

Attachment 5b 

Bureau of the Census 5-Year Average 2005–2009 Unemployment, 
Income, and Poverty Estimates for the Karuk Tribe Area 

Geographic 
areas 

Census 
unemploy-

ment 
(%) 

Median 
household 

income 
(2009 

dollars)
1 

Per capita 
income 
(2009 

dollars) 

Poverty 
status 

(%) 

Poverty – 
families, 
female 

householder, 
no husband, 

children 
under 5 

(%) 

Poverty – 
families, female 
householder, no 

husband, 
children under 

18 
(%) 

Karuk 
Reservation & 
Off-Res. Trust 
Lands 

17.2 18,906 8,617 58.3 86.8 86.8 

Siskiyou 
County 

5.7 37,938 22,528 15.4 65.3 40.4 

Happy Camp 
CCD 

6.3 32,150 19,163 21.5 57.5 51.0 

Etna CCD 3.6 45,000 22,880 11.8 na na 

Yreka CCD 5.3 35,645 22,853 17.9 100 56.6 

Yreka City 6.1 33,448 22,077 20.4 63.0 44.0 

Humboldt 
County 

4.8 39,124 23,496 18.2 63.0 43.3 

Trinity-
Klamath CCD 

8.1 29,094 15,837 23.5 93.1 51.0 

California 5.0 60,392 29,020 13.2 36.9 32.2 

Source: American Community Survey DP03 “selected economic characteristics: 2005-2009.” American Indian population data were 

not available when the data was released. 

1 
Median household income and per capita income are in 2009 inflation-adjusted dollars. 
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Bureau of the Census Definitions 



 

 

   

 
 

   

     

 

 

 

   

      

  

 

 

  

   

 

 

  

 

   

   

   

 

  

  

 

  

 

 

 

  

   

  

    

 

 

  

  

 

    

    

   

       

 

  

  

    

   

Attachment 5c 

Census Bureau - Glossary (online): http://factfinder.census.gov/home/en/epss/glossary_e.html#employed. 

American Indian Area, Alaska Native Area, Hawaiian Home Land (AIANAHH) 

A Census Bureau term referring to these types of geographic areas: federal and state American Indian reservations, 

American Indian off-reservation trust land (individual or tribal), Oklahoma tribal statistical area (in 1990 tribal 

jurisdictional statistical area), tribal designated statistical area, state designated American Indian statistical area, 

Alaska Native Regional Corporation, Alaska Native village statistical area, and Hawaiian home lands. 

American Indian off-reservation trust land 

Lands held in trust by the federal government for either a tribe or an individual member of that tribe. They may be 

located on or outside of the reservation; the Census Bureau recognizes and tabulates data only for the off-reservation 

trust lands because the tribe has primary governmental authority over these lands. 

American Indian reservation 

Land that has been set aside for the use of the tribe. There are two types of American Indian reservations, federal 

and state. These entities are designated as colonies, communities, pueblos, ranches, rancherias, reservations, 

reserves, tribal towns, and villages. 

American Indian Reservation - federal 

Areas with boundaries established by treaty, statute, and/or executive or court order recognized by the federal 

government as territory in which American Indian tribes have primary governmental authority. The U.S. Census 

Bureau contacts representatives of American Indian tribal governments to identify the boundaries. The Bureau of 

Indian Affairs (BIA) maintains a list of federally recognized tribal governments. 

American Indian Reservation - state 

Lands held in trust by state governments for the use and benefit of a given tribe. A governor-appointed state liaison 

provides the names and boundaries for state reservations. The names of the American Indian reservations 

recognized by state governments, but not by the federal government, are followed by "(state)" in the data 

presentations. 

American Indian Tribal Subdivision 

Administrative subdivisions of federally recognized American Indian reservations, off-reservations trust lands, and 

Okalahoma tribal statistical areas (OTSAs), known as an area, chapter, community, or district. Internal units of self-

government or administration that serve social, cultural, and/or economic purposes for American Indians. Provided in 

1980 as "American Indian subreservation areas." These areas were not available in 1990. 

American Indian tribe/Selected American Indian categories 

Self-identification among people of American Indian descent. Many American Indians are members of a principal tribe 

or group empowered to negotiate and make decisions on behalf of the individual members. 

Employed 

Employed includes all civilians 16 years old and over who were either (1) "at work" -- those who did any work at all 

during the reference week as paid employees, worked in their own business or profession, worked on their own farm, 

or worked 15 hours or more as unpaid workers on a family farm or in a family business; or (2) were "with a job but not 

at work" -- those who did not work during the reference week but had jobs or businesses from which they were 

temporarily absent due to illness, bad weather, industrial dispute, vacation, or other personal reasons. Excluded from 

the employed are people whose only activity consisted of work around the house or unpaid volunteer work for 

religious, charitable, and similar organizations; also excluded are people on active duty in the United States Armed 

Forces. The reference week is the calendar week preceding the date on which the respondents completed their 

questionnaires or were interviewed. This week may not be the same for all respondents. 
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Household 

A household includes all the people who occupy a housing unit as their usual place of residence. 

Labor force 

The labor force includes all people classified in the civilian labor force, plus members of the U.S. Armed Forces 

(people on active duty with the United States Army, Air Force, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard). The Civilian 

Labor Force consists of people classified as employed or unemployed. 

Median age 

This measure divides the age distribution in a stated area into two equal parts: one-half of the population falling below 

the median value and one-half above the median value. 

Median income 

The median income divides the income distribution into two equal groups, one having incomes above the median, 

and other having incomes below the median. 

Occupation 

Occupation describes the kind of work the person does on the job. For employed people, the data refer to the 

person's job during the reference week. For those who worked at two or more jobs, the data refer to the job at which 

the person worked the greatest number of hours. Some examples of occupational groups shown in this product 

include managerial occupations; business and financial specialists; scientists and technicians; entertainment; 

healthcare; food service; personal services; sales; office and administrative support; farming; maintenance and 

repair; and production workers. 

Per capita income 

Average obtained by dividing aggregate income by total population of an area. 

Poverty 

Following the Office of Management and Budget's (OMB's) Directive 14, the Census Bureau uses a set of money 

income thresholds that vary by family size and composition to detect who is poor. If the total income for a family or 

unrelated individual falls below the relevant poverty threshold, then the family or unrelated individual is classified as 

being "below the poverty level." 

Race 

Race is a self-identification data item in which respondents choose the race or races with which they most closely 

identify. 

For Census 2000: 

In 1997, after a lengthy analysis and public comment period, the Federal Office of Management and Budget (OMB) 

revised the standards for how the Federal government would collect and present data on race and ethnicity. The new 

guidelines reflect "the increasing diversity of our Nation's population, stemming from growth in interracial marriages 

and immigration." 

These new guidelines revised some of the racial categories used in 1990 and preceding censuses and allowed 

respondents to report as many race categories as were necessary to identify themselves on the Census 2000 

questionnaire. 

How the new guidelines affect Census 2000 results and the comparison with data from 1990: 

Census 2000 race data are not directly comparable with data from 1990 and previous censuses. See the Census 

2000 Brief, "Overview of Race and Hispanic Origin". 
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Race Alone categories (6):
 
Includes the minimum 5 race categories required by OMB, plus the 'some other race alone' included by the Census
 
Bureau for Census 2000, with the approval of OMB.
 

White alone 

Black or African-American alone 

American Indian or Alaska Native alone 

Asian alone 

Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander alone 

Some other race alone 

Race Alone or in combination categories (63): 

There will be other tabulations where 'race alone or in combination' will be shown. These tabulations include not only 

persons who marked only one race (the 'race alone' category) but also those who marked that race and at least one 

other race. For example, a person who indicated that she was of Filipino and African-American background would be 

included in the African-American alone or in combination count, as well as in the Asian alone or in combination count. 

The alone or in combination totals are tallies of responses, rather than respondents. So the sum of the race alone or 

in combination will add to more than the total population. 

Some tabulations will show the number of persons who checked 'two or more races'. 

In some tables, including the first release of Census 2000 information, data will be tabulated for 63 possible 

combinations of race: 

6 race alone categories 

15 categories of 2 races (e.g., White and African American, White and Asian, etc.) 

20 categories of 3 races 

15 categories of 4 races 

6 categories of 5 races 

1 category of 6 races 

=63 possible combinations 

Some tables will show data for 7 race categories: the 6 (mutually-exclusive) major race-alone categories (White, 

African-American, American Indian and Alaska Native, Asian, Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander, and some 

other race) and a 'two or more races' category. The sum of these 7 categories will add to 100 percent of the 

population. 

Unemployed 

All civilians 16 years old and over are classified as unemployed if they (1) were neither "at work" nor "with a job but 

not at work" during the reference week, and (2) were actively looking for work during the last 4 weeks, and (3) were 

available to accept a job. Also included as unemployed are civilians who did not work at all during the reference 

week, were waiting to be called back to a job from which they had been laid off, and were available for work except 

for temporary illness. 
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Questions and Answers for Census 2000 Data on Race Page 1 of 4 
~ .</ U.S. Census Bureau People Business Geography Newsroom·... \ 

Subjects A to Z Search@Census 

Questions and Answers for Census 2000 Data on Race Census 2000 Gateway Glossary 

March 14,2001 

Question: Can data users compare data by race from Census 2000 with previous censuses? 

Answer: Data on race from Census 2000 are not directly comparable with those from the 1990 census andprevious censuses due, in large part, to giving respondents the option to report more than one race. Otherfactors, such as reversing the order of the questions on race and Hispanic origin and changing question wordingand format, also may affect comparability. 

Question: Why didn't the Census Bureau allow respondents to report more than one race in previous censuses? 

Answer: The decision to use the instruction "mark one or more races" was reached by the Office ofManagement and Budget in 1997 after noting evidence of increasing numbers of children from interracialunions and the need to measure the increased diversity in the United States. Prior to this decision, most effortsto collect data on race (including those by the Census Bureau) asked people to report one race. 

Question: What census data products will include data by race. 

Answer: Data by race will appear in most Census 2000 data products. A large portion of Census 2000 dataproducts will be made available on the Internet through the American FactFinder web page. Data on race alsowill be made available through paper reports and computer media such as CD-ROM and DVD. A description ofour data products and a schedule for their release can be found on our web site at www.census.gov. Click on"Schedule", which will take you to the "Census 2000 Products at a Glance." 

Question: How will data on race be presented? 

Answer: Data on race will be shown using several different options. For example, in the Public Law 94-171(redistricting) file, data will be shown for 63 racial categories. These include White alone, Black or AfricanAmerican alone, American Indian and Alaska Native alone, Asian alone, Native Hawaiian and Other PacificIslander alone, Some other race alone and 57 possible combinations of the above six categories. 

In data products where it will not be possible to show 63 racial categories, such as the Demographic Profiles,data will be shown for seven mutually exclusive and exhaustive categories. The seven categories are Whitealone, Black or African American alone, American Indian and Alaska Native alone, Asian alone, NativeHawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone, Some other race alone. and Two or more races. The two or moreraces category represents all those respondents who reported more than one race. 

A third option provides data about people who reported a race either alone or in combination with one or moreother races. For example, the White alone or in combination category consists of those respondents whoreported White, whether or not they reported any other races. In other words, people who reported only Whiteor who reported combinations such as "White and Black or African American," or "White and Asian andAmerican Indian and Alaska Native" are included in the White alone or in combination category. Using thisoption there are six alone or in combinations groups: White alone or in combination; Black or AfricanAmerican alone or in combination, American Indian and Alaska Native alone or in combination, Asian alone orin combination, Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone or in combination, and Some other race aloneor in combination. If the number of people in these six categories is calculated, it will equal the total number ofresponses and will generally exceed the total population. 

Question: How were decisions made on which census data products would and would not contain data on race? 

http://www.census.gov/census2000/raceqandas.html 
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Answer: The decision on which products would include which tabulation option for race was determined 

through consultations with data users, especially our race and ethnic advisory committees. Ultimately, the 

decision was based on the Census Bureau's ability to provide data users with reliable and accurate data without 

violating respondents' confidentiality. 

Question: Will the Census Bureau develop methods to facilitate comparisons between the race data in Census 

2000 and previous censuses? 

Answer: An OMB federal agency working group is studying possible bridging methods for comparing Census 

2000 data on race with data from previous censuses. The Census Bureau did not develop these methods, but it is 

participating with the working group that is evaluating them. The Census Bureau is conducting evaluation 

studies to understand better the impact of changes to the question on race. For example, during the summer of 

2001, the Census Bureau will implement a Census Quality Survey, gathering data from approximately 50,000 

households, to assess the reporting ofrace and Hispanic origin in Census 2000. The purpose of this study is to 

produce a data file that will assist users in developing ways to make comparisons between Census 2000 data on 

race, where respondents were asked to report one or more races, and data on race from other sources that asked 

for only a single race. 

Question: Does the Census Bureau have a policy on which tabulation options data users should use when 

comparing data on race from Census 2000 and previous censuses? 

Answer: The Census Bureau is providing different tabulation options so that users may decide which option 

best satisfies their needs. In addition, the Census Bureau will provide a data file, using results from the Census 

Quality Survey to be conducted in the summer of2001, that will assist users in developing ways to make 

comparisons between Census 2000 data on race, where respondents were asked to report one or more races, and 

data on race from other sources that asked for only a single race. 

Question: What are the race groups that federal agencies are to use to comply with the Office of Management 

and Budget's guidance for civil rights monitoring and enforcement? 

Answer: The categories (made available in OMB Bulletin No. 00-02, "Guidance on Aggregation and 

Allocation of Data on Race for Use in Civil Rights Monitoring and Enforcement") to be used are: 

1. American Indian and Alaska Native 

2. Asian 
3. Black or African American 
4. Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 

5. White 
6. American Indian and Alaska Native and White 

7. Asian and White 
8. Black or African American and White 

9. American Indian and Alaska Native and Black or African American 

10. > 1 percent: Fill in if applicable with multiracial combinations greater than 1% of the population 

11. Balance of individuals reporting more than one race 

12. Total 

The use of these categories, including the identification of specific two or more race combinations greater than 

I percent, is mandatory for civil rights monitoring and enforcement agencies. For more information, see 

www.whitehouse.gov/omb/bulletins/b00-02.html 

Question: If data users combined a single race group, such as White, with all of the possible combination 

groups that include White, such as "White and Black or African American," "White and American Indian and 

Alaska Native and Asian," will such entries equal the total race population for White for a given jurisdiction? 

Answer: While this total provides the maximum number of people who identify with being White, regardless of 

what other races were reported, it cannot be used with other 
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Questions and Answers for Census 2000 Data on Race Page 3 of 4
White total includes race combinations such as "White and Black or African American" that also would beincluded in the total of people who reported Black or African American regardless of other races reported. 

By contrast, the "one-race" categories added to the "Two or more races" category equals the total population.See example below: 

Population Counts for City X

Total Population 
 500,000

One Race - Total 450,000

White 400,000

Black or African American 10,000

American Indian and Alaska Native 
 5,000
Asian 500

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 100

Some Other Race 34,400 


Two or more races - Total 50,000 


Question: How does the Census Bureau define race and ethnicity? 

Answer: Census Bureau complies with the Office of Management and Budget's standards for maintaining,collecting, and presenting data on race, which were revised in October 1997. They generally reflect a socialdefinition ofrace recognized in this country. They do not conform to any biological, anthropological or geneticcriteria. 

In accordance with the Office of Management and Budget definition of ethnicity, the Census Bureau providesdata for the basic categories in the OMB standards: Hispanic or Latino and Not Hispanic or Latino. In general,the Census Bureau defines ethnicity or origin as the heritage, nationality group, lineage, or country of birth ofthe person or the person's parents or ancestors before their arrival in the United States. People who identifytheir origin as Spanish, Hispanic, or Latino may be of any race. 

According to the revised Office of Management and Budget standards noted above, race is considered a
separate concept from Hispanic origin (ethnicity) and, wherever possible, separate questions should be asked oneach concept. 

Question: How did the Census Bureau handle multiple responses to the race question in the 1990 census? 

Answer: The 1990 Census data capture system was not designed to capture multiple circles being filled by
respondents. When individuals marked the Other race circle and provided a multiple write in, the response wasassigned according to the first write in. For example, a write in of"Black-White" was assigned a code ofBiack,a write in of "White-Black" was assigned a code of White. Separate codes were assigned to the various
combinations of write ins for research and evaluation purposes. 

Information gathered prior to the 1990 census indicated that less than one half of one percent of the populationwould mark more than one circle. 

Question: Will multiple responses be captured for the question on Hispanic origin? 

Answer: The Census Bureau followed the recommendation of its Hispanic Advisory Committee and capturedmultiple responses to the question on Hispanic origin for research purposes. However, multiple responses
ultimately were assigned a code of one category for the official Census 2000 data. 


Question: Is the multiracial population in the U.S. growing? Do we know the size of this population? 


Answer: This is the first census that collected and tabulated data on people reporting two or more races, so we
do not have an exact measure of change in the multiracial population. However, Census Bureau research shows 


http://www.census.gov/census2000/raceqandas.html 
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that the number of children living in mixed-race families has been increasing in the past two decades. In 1970, 

the number of children living in mixed-race families totaled 460,000. This number increased to 996,070 in 1980 

and reached almost 2 million in 1990. In 1990, children in mixed-race households accounted for 4 percent of all 

children in households. 

The Census Bureau's 1996 National Content Survey and the Bureau of Labor Statistics' 1995 Current 

Population Survey Supplement on Race and Ethnicity indicated that, nationwide, less then 2 percent of the 

population self-identified as multiracial. 

Additional Information: 

Number of Children Living in Mixed-Race Families 


Year Number 


1970 460,000 


1980 996,070 


1990 1,937,496 


Question: How will data for people reporting two or more races be tabulated beyond showing a total number of 

people reporting two or more races? 

Answer: The Census Bureau will use two approaches in its standard data products, to present data for people 

reporting two or more races. One approach, which will be implemented in selected data products, is to show the 

57 possible combinations of the six race groups (White, Black or African American, American Indian and 

Alaska Native, Asian, Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander, and Some other race). These detailed 

categories can be combined, if desired, to show the number of people with two races, the number with three 

races, and so forth. 

The second approach, which also will be implemented in selected data products, is to show the number oftimes 

a respondent reports one of the six race categories either alone in or combination with the other five race 

categories. Thus, the tabulation category "Black or African American alone or in combination with one or more 

other races" will include all people who reported only Black or African American and people who reported 

Black or African American in combination with any of the other five race categories. 

Question: Will people who report two or more races be counted twice? 

·Answer: No. Individuals will be counted only once. However, in tabulation approaches including the 6 race 

groups shown alone or in combination with one or more other races, respondents will be tallied in each of the 

race groups they have reported. For example, people who reported "Asian and Black or African American" 

would be counted both in the "Asian alone or in combination" population and also in the "Black or African 

American alone or in combination" population. Consequently, the total of the six alone or in combination 

groups will exceed the total population whenever SOJ!le people in the group of interest reported more than one 

race. 

Question: How will people who do not mark any check box in the question on race, but provide a write-in entry 

of "Black and White" be counted in the census? 

Answer: These individuals will be counted in the category "Two or more races." In tabulations where specific 

combinations are shown, these individuals will be tabulated in the category "White and Black or African 

American." 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau IPublic Information Office I (301) 763-3030 


Last Revised: May 28,2010 at 10:32:57 AM 


Privacy Policy 2010 Census Data Tools Information Quality Product Catalog Contact Us Home 
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"What do you do for a 
1- - - - --·---- -----·-

living?" is a question fre· I Figure 1. 


quently asked in con· Reproduction of the Questions on I
j 
Itexts ranging from Occupation from Census 2000 i 
I 

i 
Isodal conversation to 


scientific research. A 
iG) Occupation 


person's occupation has a. What kind of work was this person doing?
I (For example: registered nurse, personnel manager,often been a defining 
characteristic, so much 

supervisor of order department, auto mechanic, accountant) I
so that many of today's 

surnames reflect the - - I
~

·. occupation of a long ago ,·
relative. ; 

Census 2000 counted 
i
j

281 .4 million people in ! b. What were this person's most important

the United States on activities or duties? (For example: patient care,

April 1, 2000, of whom directing hiring policies, supervising order clerks, repairing


automobiles, reconciling financial records)
1,29.7 million were I
employed civilians aged ' 

16 an(.! over (Table 1). ' ·. '1 


The census classifies 

occupations at various 

levels, from the least· 

detailed summary level 

- six occupational 

· , 
 Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000 questionnaire.
groups - to the most --- - -·---- - - - .-- - ___ ____jl 
detailed level - S09 
occupation categories. This Census 2000 SOC. The SOC was overhauled in 1998 
Sample Brief examines occupations of the (with additional revisions In 2000) to ere· 
employed civilian population 16 years old ate a classification system that more 
and older. accurately reflected the occupational

structure in the United States at the time
Census 2000 occupation classifications of the revisions. As a result , compar·
were based on the government-wide lsons of occupation data from the 1990
2000 Standard Occupation Class ification census and Census 2000 are not recom
(SOC) system, whereas the 1990 census mended and therefore are not attempted
occupations were based on the 1980 In this report. 

1 The t ~1 of this report dlsellsses data for the 
At the least-detailed summary level, the

United States, Including the SO states and rhe highest proportion of civil ian workers
District of Columbia. Data for the Commonwealth of 16 and older, 33.6 percent, were InPuerto Rico are shown In Table 6 nd Figure 3 only. 

U.S. Department of CommerceUSCENSUSBUREAU f conomics and Statistics Adminis tration censusU.S. CE NSUS BUREA U
l-I e /ping Yo u Make Informed Deci si o ns 2000 
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Table 8. 
Occupational Groups by Industry Groups for the United States: 2000 
(Data based on a sample. For rnformauon on confrdentrality protectron. sampling error, nonsampling error, and definrtions, see
www.census.gov/prodlcen20001doc/sf3.pdf) 

Occupational groups 

Manage
ment, Produc

Industry groups 
Employed 

civilian 
population 

profes
sional 

and 
related Sales 

Farming, 
fishing, 

Con
struction, 

extrac
tion, and 

tion, 
transpor

tation, 
and 

16 years occupa· and and mainte material 
and over lions Service office forestry nance moving 

Totals ....................................... . 129,721,512 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 

Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining.. . 
Construction ..................................... . 
Manufacturing. . . . . . . . . . .......................... . 
Wholesale trade ................................... . 
Retail trade . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . 
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities ......... . 
Information ....................................... . 
Finance, insurance, real estate, and rental and leasing . 
Professional, scientific, management, administrative, 

2,426,053 
8,801,507 

18,286,005 
4,666,757 

15,221,716 
6,740,102 
3,996,564 
8,934,972 

2.2 
2.9 

10.3 
1.9 
4.1 
2.0 
4.5 
8.0 

0.4 
0.4 
1.6 
0.3 
2.9 
1.5 
0.4 
1.6 

0.4 
1.9 
7.5 
6.8 

30.0 
5.5 
3.9 

13.8 

82.2 
0.4 
2.9 
6.2 
2.4 
0.7 
0.0 
0.0 

1.9 
51.4 
10.6 
2.3 
6.1 
5.3 
3.3 
1.6 

1.2 
2.6 

50.5 
5.7 
9.0 

15.8 
1.0 
0.7 

and waste management services................... . 
Educational, health and social services .............. . 
Arts, entertainment, recreation, accommodation and 

12,061,865 
25,843,029 

14.3 
36.7 

9.9 
28.4 

8.5 
10.1 

2.3 
0.5 

2.3 
2.3 

3.6 
3.0 

food services .................................... . 
Other services (except public administration) ......... . 
Public administration............................... . 

10,210,295 
6,320,632 
6,212,015 

4.2 
3.3 
5.5 

33.5 
9.7 
9.4 

4.0 
3.0 
4.6 

0.6 
0.3 
1.5 

1.2 
9.9 
1.9 

2.0 
4.0 
0.9 

Source: United States Census 2000, Sample Edited Detar! File. 

areas in the ten highest had about workers. The leading metropolitan equipment, farm operators and 
3 out of l 0 workers employed in areas in this group were Hickory· workers, and health care providers 
sales and office occupations. Morganton-Lenoir, NC, and Elkhart account for major portions of their 

Goshen, IN, with 34.3 percent and respective industries of transporta
Nine out of ten metropolitan 32.7 percent" of their workforce in tion, agriculture, and health care. areas with the highest production, transportation, and However, the industry categoriespercentage of construction, material moving occupations. include people in other occupaextraction, and maintenance 
workers were in the South. tions. For example, people 

ADDITIONAL FINDINGS employed in agriculture include 
Nine out of ten metropolitan areas truck drivers and bookkeepers;with the highest percentage of V~ How does occupation differ people employed in transportation workers in construction, extraction, 7\ from industry? include mechanics, freight han· 
and maintenance occupations were People often confuse industry and dlers, and payroll clerks; and peo
in the South in 2000. The only area occupation data. Industry refers to ple in the health care industry
not in the South was Casper, WY, the kind of business conducted by include occupations such as securi
which was in the West. All of the a person's employing organization; ty guard and secretary. 
ten were relatively small, with none occupation describes the kind of 
having more than 200,000 workers. work that person does on the job. The industry classification system 

used during Census 2000 was
Similarly, each of the ten metropol Some occupation groups are relat developed for the census and con
itan areas with the highest percent ed closely to certain industries. sists of 265 categories classified 
age of workers in production, Operators of transportation into 1 3 major industry groups. The
transportation, and material mov Census 2000 industry classification
ing occupations in 2000 was small: " The difference between these two met· was developed from the l 997ropolitan areas was not statistically signifi·only one had more than 100,000 cant. 

U.S. Census Bureau 
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North American Industry Classific ABOUT CENSUS 2000 Accuracy of the Estimates
ation System (NAICS), which is an 

Why Census 2000 asked The data contained in this productindustry description system that 
groups establishments into indus about occupation. are based on the sample of house

holds who reported to the Censustries based on activities in which The study of occupations is impor
they are primarily engaged. Several 2000 long form. Nationally,tant because it facilitates a better approximately 1 out of every 6census data products use the aggre understanding of the economy by
gation structure shown in this tracking labor force trends and 

housing units was included in this 

report, while others, such as identifying new and emerging 
sample. As a result, the sample 
estimates may differ somewhatSummary File 3 and Summary File occupations, such as those related

4, use more detail. to computers or the Internet. It 
from the 1 00-percent figures that 
would have been obtained if allalso provides a window on

Some occupational groups housing units, people within thosechanges taking place in society,have a closely related housing units, and people living inreflected by the work people do.industry counterpart. group quarters had been enumer
Specifically, information on occupaAbout 82.2 percent of farming, ated using the same question

fishing, and forestry workers were tions is used by a number of feder naires, instructions, enumerators,
al agencies to distribute funds, to and so forth. The sample estiemployed in agriculture, forestry, 

fishing and hunting, and mining develop policy, and to measure mates also differ from the values 
industries. A little more than half compliance with laws and regula that would have been obtained 
(S l .4 percent) of construction, tions. For example, occupation from different samples of housing 
extraction, and maintenance occu data are required by the Bureau of units, people within those housing 
pation workers were in the con Economic Analysis to develop state units, and people living in group


per capita income estimates, which
struction industry. Similarly, over quarters. The deviation of a sam
half (50.5 percent) of workers in are used in the allocation formulas ple estimate from the average of

or eligibility criteria of more thanproduction, transportation, and all possible samples is called the

20 federal programs. Data are sampling error.
material moving occupations were 


in manufacturing industries. used to help the Environmental 

Protection Agency, under the Toxic In addition to the variability thatService occupations was the only 


occupational group to have a sub
Substances Control Act, to identify arises from the sampling proce


occupations that expose people to dures, both sample data and 100stantial percent of workers in two 
harmful chemicals and that percent data are subject to nonsamindustry areas - arts, entertain pling error. Nonsampling error mayadversely affect the environment.ment, recreation, accommodation be introduced during any of the varand food service, with 33.5 per They are also used by the Equal 
Employment Opportunity ious complex operations used tocent; and educational, health and 
Commission, under the Civil Rights collect and process census data.social services, with 28.4 percent. 
and Equal Pay Acts, to monitor Such errors may include: not enuMore than one-third (36. 7 percent) 
compliance with federal law and to merating every household or everyof workers in management, 

professional and related occupa investigate complaints where person in the population, failing to 
employment discrimination is obtain all required information fromtions worked in the educational, 
alleged. Occupation data are used the respondents, obtaining incorrecthealth and social services indus
by the Department of Labor to for or inconsistent information, andtries. About 30.0 percent of sales 
mulate policies and programs for recording information incorrectly.and office workers worked in retail 

trade industries. employment, career development, In addition, errors can occur during 
and training. the field review of the enumerators' 

work, during clerical handling of 

U.S. Census Bureau 
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the census questionnaires, or dur
ing the electronic processing of the 
questionnaires. 

Nonsampling error may affect the 
data in two ways: (1) errors that 
are introduced randomly will 
increase the variability of the data 
and, therefore, should be reflected 
in the standard errors; and (2) 
errors that tend to be consistent in 
one direction will bias both sample 
and 1 00-percent data in that direc
tion. For example, if respondents 
consistently tend to underreport 
their incomes, then the resulting 
estimates of households or fami
lies by income category will tend 
to be understated for the higher 
income categories and overstated 
for the lower income categories. 
Such biases are not reflected in the 
standard errors. 

While it is impossible to completely 
eliminate error from an operation 
as large and complex as the decen
nial census, the Census Bureau 
attempts to control the sources of 
such error during the data collec
tion and processing operations. 
The primary sources of error and 
the programs instituted to control 
error in Census 2000 are described 
in detail in Summary File 3 

Technical Documentation under 
Chapter 8, "Accuracy of the Data," 
located at www.census.gov 
jprod/cen2000/doc/sf3.pdf. 

All statements in this Census 2000 
Brief have undergone statistical 
testing and all comparisons are 
significant at the 90-percent confi
dence level, unless otherwise 
noted. The estimates in tables, 
maps, and other figures may vary 
from actual values due to sampling 
and nonsampling errors. As a 
result, estimates in one category 
may not be significantly different 
from estimates assigned to a dif
ferent category. Further informa
tion on the accuracy of the data is 
located at www.census.gov/prod 
jcen2000/doc/sf3.pdf. For further 
information on the computation 
and use of standard errors, contact 
the Decennial Statistical Studies 
Division at 301-763-4242. 

For More Information. 

The Census 2000 Summary File 3 
data are available from the 
American Factfinder on the Internet 
(factfinder.census.gov). They were 
released on a state-by-state basis 
during 2002. For information on 
confidentiality protection, 

nonsampling error, sampling error, 
and definitions, also see 
www.census.gov/prodjcen2000 
/doc/sf3.pdf or contact the 
Customer Services Center at 
301-763-INFO (4636). 

Information on population and 
housing topics is presented in the 
Census 2000 Brief series, located 
on the Census Bureau's Web site at 
www.census.gov/populationjwww 
/cen2000/briefs.html. This series, 
which will be completed in 2003, 
presents information on race, 
Hispanic origin, age, sex, house
hold type, housing tenure, and 
social, economic, and housing 
characteristics, such as ancestry, 
income, and housing costs. 

For additional information on occu
pations in the United States, 
including reports and survey data, 
visit the Census Bureau's Internet 
site at www.census.gov 
/hhesjwww/occupation. htmI. 

To find information about the avail
ability of data products, including 
reports, CO-ROMs, and DVDs, call 
the Customer Services Center at 
301-763-INFO (4636), or e-mail 
webmaster@census .gov. 

U.S. Census Bureau 
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8/5/2011 http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/poverty/data/threshld/thresh00.html 

Census.gov › People and Households › Poverty Main › Poverty Data › Poverty Thresholds › 2000 

Poverty Thresholds 2000 
(Use landscape & legal printer options to print this table) 
Poverty Thresholds for 2000 by Size of Family and Number of Related Children Under 18 Years  

Size of family unit Weighted
Average 

Thresholds 

Related children under 18 years 
None One Two Three Four Five Six Seven Eight 

or 
more 

One person (unrelated individual)...... 8,794 
Under 65 years...... 8,959 8,959 
65 years and over...... 8,259 8,259 

Two persons...... 11,239 
Householder under 65 years...... 11,590 11,531 11,869 
Householder 65 years and over...... 10,419 10,409 11,824 

Three persons...... 13,738 13,470 13,861 13,874 
Four persons...... 17,603 17,761 18,052 17,463 17,524 
Five persons...... 20,819 21,419 21,731 21,065 20,550 20,236 
Six persons...... 23,528 24,636 24,734 24,224 23,736 23,009 22,579 
Seven persons...... 26,754 28,347 28,524 27,914 27,489 26,696 25,772 24,758 
Eight persons...... 29,701 31,704 31,984 31,408 30,904 30,188 29,279 28,334 28,093 
Nine persons or more...... 35,060 38,138 38,322 37,813 37,385 36,682 35,716 34,841 34,625 33,291 
Source:U.S. Census Bureau 

Page 1 of 1 Poverty Thresholds 2000 - U.S Census Bureau 
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c
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau | Poverty |  Last Revised: September 16, 2010 
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Poverty Thresr 
0 

2009- U.S Census Bureau Page 1 of 1'" 

Census.gov >People and Households >Poverty Main >Poverty Data >Poverty Thresholds >2009 


Poverty Thresholds 2009 


Poverty Thresholds for 2009 by Size of Family and Number of Related Children Under 18 Years 

Size of Family Unit Weighted Related children under 18 yearsI I 

Average 


Thresholds 
 or 
morec:JUUUULJLJU Eight 

lone person (unrelated individual) ...... 10,95611II II II II II II II II II I 

Under 65 years ...... 11,1611111,161
I II II II II II II II II II I 

65 years and over ...... 10,2891110,289
I II II II II II II II II II I 


II 

I Two people ...... 13,99111II II II II II II II II II I 


Householder under 65 years ...... 1114,787
I 14,~91114,366 II II II II II II II I 

II
Householder 65 years and over ...... 12;982112,968 1114,731I I II II II II II II II I 
5

c
-1

4

II 

I Three people ...... 17,0981116,781 1117,268 1117,285II II II II II II I 

I Four people ...... 21,9541122,128 1122,490 1121,756 1121,832
II II II II II I 

IFive people ...... 25,9911126,686 1127,074 1126,245 1125,603 1125,211
II II II II I 

Isix people ...... 29,4051130,693 1130,815 1130,180 1129,571 1128,666 1128,130
II II II I 

Iseven people ...... 33,3721135,316 1135,537 1134,777 1134,247 1133,260 1132,108 1130,845
II II I 


lEight people ...... 
 37.252ILJLJLJLJULJLJLJDII 

I Nine people or more ...... 44,3661147,514 1147,744 1147,109 1146,576 1145,701 1144,497 1143,408 1143,138 1141,476II I 

Note: The poverty thresholds are updated each year using the change in the average annual Consumer Price Index for All Urban Consumers (CPI-U). Since the 

average annual CPI-U for 2009 was lower than the average annual CPI-U for 2008, poverty thresholds for 2009 are slightly lower than the corresponding thresholds for 

2008. 

Source:U.S. Census Bure9u 


Source: U.S. Census Bureau I Poverty I Last Revised: September 16, 2010 

http://www .census. gov /hhes/www/poverty Idata/threshld/thresh09 .html 8/5/2011 
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Attachment 5d 

Bureau of Indian Affairs Labor Force Report Definitions 



Service Population 

The total2005 Service Population of 1,731,178 represents an increase of 143,659 
Indian residents or 9 percent over the 1,587,519 reported in the 2003 Labor Force 
Report. 

The total 2005 Service Population represents an increase of 470,972 or 37 percent 
over the 1,260,206 total Service Population reported in 1995, and an increase of 
996,283 or 136 percent over the total Service Population of 734,895 reported in 1982 
(the earliest year for which historical data is available). 

The 2005 increase in Service Population is attributed to increased record-keeping 
and improved data collection methods, as well as eligible Indian individuals and 
families who came to reside in a tribe's service area to benefit from opportunities 
and services unavailable to them in off-reservation communities. The trend, 
wherein enrolled Indians returned to reside on or near a reservation, continued in 
2005. 

Employment 

Unemployment, as a percent of the available labor force, did not change between 
2003 and 2005, remaining at 49 percent. 

The total 2005 workforce (i.e., those available for work) of 872,483 increased by 
71,955 individuals, a 9 percent increase over the total workforce of 800,528 reported 
in 2003. The total 2005 workforce increase is, in part, attributable to the increase of 
84,771 reservation residents in the Service Population who were age 16 to 64, as well 
as the increase in the number of Indians who were available for work. 

Between 2003 and 2005, private sector employment increased by 14 percent or 
24,439 (from 178,692 in 2003 to 203,131 in 2005). During the same time period, 
public sector employment increased by 8 percent or 18,195 (from 227,131 in 2003 to 
245,326 in 2005). Hence, the total number of employed Indians increased by 11 
percent (from 405,823 to 450,511) over the two-year period. 

In 2005, Indian individuals employed but earning wages below the poverty level 
increased by 494 or less than 1 percent between 2003 (131,728) and 2005 (132,222). 
Even so, the percentage of those employed below the poverty guidelines decreased 
from 32 percent in 2003 to 29 percent in 2005. 

Since the total number of employed Indians increased by 11 percent, from 2003 to 
2005, and the number of Indians who were employed under the poverty guidelines 
increased by less than 1 percent in the same two-year period, this yielded a slight net 
decrease (3 percent) in the proportion of the Indian reservation population who 
were employed below the poverty guideline. 

iv 
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Report Coverage 

Each tribe that responded designated a tribal labor force coordinator who used a 
standardized survey reporting form to collect data and provide estimates on their 
enrolled members and members from other tribes who lived "on-or-near" the 
reservation and who were eligible to use the tribe's BIA-funded services. The 
aggregated total of those eligible to use the services constituted the tribe's Indian 
"Service Population." Excluded from each tribe's 2005 Service Population total and 
other report totals were members who, for example, were serving in the Armed 
Forces or attending post-secondary institutions and not residing on tribal lands. 
Members were also excluded from the tribe's Service Population if they had 
relocated for purposes of direct employment or were incarcerated or confined to a 
long-term treatment facility. 

The data within the Regional section of this Report are provided by Tribe, by BIA 
Agency, and by BIA Region. The Navajo Nation is listed by BIA Agency under the 
BIA Navajo Region. Alaska Native entities are listed individually or grouped by 
consortium. 

Definitions Used for the Report (from 25 CFR § 20.1) 

Indian means any person who is a member of a federally recognized Indian tribe. 
Some tribes have enrollment criteria that allows their members to have a blood 
quantum less than the one-fourth specified in 25 CFR § 20.1. 

Indian Tribes are tribes, bands, nations, rancherias, pueblos, colonies, communities, 
and Alaska Native groups recognized as eligible for funding and services from the 
BIA and included in the current list oftribal entities, pursuant to Section 104 of the 
Act of November 2, 1994 (Pub. L. 103-454; 108 Stat. 4791). The list was last 
published in the Federal Register on November 25, 2005. 

Near Reservation means those areas or communities adjacent or contiguous to a 
reservation, which are designated by the Assistant Secretary upon recommendation 
of the local BIA Superintendent. The recommendation is based upon consultation 
with the tribal governing body of those reservations on the basis of such general 
criteria as: 

..,.. Number of Indian people native to the reservation residing in the area; 

..,.. A written designation by the tribal governing body that members of their 
tribe and family members who are Indians and residing in the area are 
socially, culturally, and economically affiliated with the tribe and the 
reservation; 

..,.. Geographic proximity of the area to the reservation; and 

..,.. Administrative feasibility of providing an adequate level of service. 

v 
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For Alaska, the term includes the entire State, since Alaska Native tribes are 

typically isolated from each other and are not formed as reservations, except for the 
Metlakatla Indian Community on the Annette Island Reserve in southeast Alaska. 

On Reservation means American Indians who live within present reservation 
boundaries and who are eligible for BIA-funded services. 

Resident Indian means American Indians living on or near Federal reservations 

who are considered part of the tribe's service population. 

Report Headings/Terms 

Tribal Enrollment is the total number of tribal enrollees who are certified as being 

tribal members by their tribe's leader or designate. Pursuant to tribal governing 

documents, tribal enrollees may live on-reservation or anywhere outside the 

reservation - for example, in distant towns, cities, or foreign countries. 

Total Service Population is the tribe's estimate of all American Indians and Alaska 

Natives, members and non-members, who are living on or near the tribe's 
reservation during the 2005 calendar year and who are eligible to use BIA-funded 

services. The aggregated sum ofthose reported as "Age Under 16", "Age 16-64", 

and "Age 65 and Over" sub-totals of a given tribe equals the tribe's "Total Service 

Population". Typically, Indians included in a tribe's Service Population live within 
a reasonable distance of the reservation from where they can access the tribe's 

services. Such Indians typically do not live in distant cities, towns, or foreign 
countries. 

Not Available for Work is the total estimated number of individuals who were age 

16 and over and who were included in a tribe's Service Population, but because of 

personal circumstances were unable to assume or sustain gainful employment. 

Available for Work represents the tribe's 2005 "Total Work Force" and is the sum 

of the "Age 16-64" and "Age 65 and Over" sub-totals minus the number of 
individuals who were "Not Available for Work". 

Number Employed is determined by aggregating the tribe's estimated subtotals of 

the number of individuals in its Service Population who were employed by either 
public, private, or tribal entities. 

Number Not Emploved is determined by subtracting the "Number Employed" from 

the tribe's number of individuals in the tribe who were "Available for Work". 

Unemployed as a percent ofthe Labor Force is determined by dividing the 
"Number Not Employed" by the "Total Workforce" (also called the "Available for 

Work" total). 

vi 
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Employed, but Below Poverty Guidelines is determined by using the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) 2005 Poverty Guidelines. The 
tribe estimated the number of its employed workforce whose annual earned income 
was below the poverty guidelines. For example, for a family of two the poverty 
threshold of combined earned income was $12,830 and for a family of four the 
poverty threshold of combined earned income was $19,350 (for Alaska, $16,030 and 
$24,190, respectively). Additionally, the report tables show the percent of those 
employed below the "Poverty Guideline." This percent is derived by dividing the 
tribe's estimated total number of "Employed, but Below Poverty Guidelines" by the 
"Number Employed". 

Description of Report Tables 

This table provides information, by state, on the number of Indians who reside on 
or near a reservation in that state. 

Regional 

This series of tables provides information on those tribes which were under each 
BIA Region. In addition, a Self-Governance Table provides information on self
governing tribes. 

Alphabetical 

This table provides a quick reference tool to locate a specific tribe. 

Report Participation 

This table provides information on how current and complete the data are for this 
report. The data included in the 2005 biennial report are reasonably current in that 
73 percent of the reporting entities submitted data for the 2005 reporting period and 
an additional18 percent submitted data in 2003. Therefore, 91 percent of the data 
in the report are no older than the previous reporting period (2003). This report 
participation analysis was not preformed in prior reporting periods. 

Additional Information 

Any questions regarding a specific tribe's labor market information can be directed 
to the tribe's BIA Agency, Field Office, or Regional Office. The current BIA Tribal 
Leaders Directory, with contact information for BIA Regional and Agency offices 
and the federally recognized tribes, can be accessed at www.doi.gov/leaders.pdf. 
This report can be accessed at www.doi.gov/triballaborforce2005.pdf. 

vii 
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Note to Readers 

The process for collecting data included in the American Indian Population and Labor Force Report 
has remained unchanged since 1999. Tribes are provided written instructions and technical 
assistance, if requested, to report the data. Data is certified by the tribe. In most cases, BIA reports 
data as reported by the tribes. An analysis of the data provided in this report, however, reveals 
problems in the population data reported by the tribes. Users of this report should also be aware that 
the unemployment data detailed in the report is calculated pursuant to the law that requires the 
report and that this defmition of employment is not the same as that used by the Federal Bureau of 
Labor Statistics. 

Pooulation Data includes "Tribal Enrollment" and the "Total Eligible for Services" data reported by 
Tribes. Tribes are instructed to report "Tribal Enrollment" as well as the "Total [number of 
individuals] Eligible for Services" within the tribal domain. The distinction is made because services 
provided through BIA funding are only available to tribal members living on or near the reservation. 
The numbers differ because not all enrolled members live on or near the tribal reservation (because 
they are serving in the armed forces or attending colleges or live in another part of the country, for 
example.) Conversely, in many cases members of one tribe may live on or near another tribe's 
reservation (because of marriage, for example). These individuals are eligible for services provided 
through BIA funding from the tribe on whose reservation they live on or near. 

A review of the reported population data indicates that many tribes do not report these numbers as 
instructed. For example, there are many cases where "Tribal Enrollment" and the "Total Eligible for 
Services" are identical, which while possible, is not probable, especially to the extent reported in this 
document. BIA believes that many of the reporting issues may be the result of misunderstandings of 
bow to fill out the data submission form. To address this problem, as part of the 2007 data collection, 
the BlA will re-examine its data collection process and train the tribes on how to flll out the 
submission forms so that future Labor Force Reports reflect a truer depiction of Tribal enrollment 
and BlA service population in Indian Country. 

Unemployment Data is calculated consistent with the methodology included in the Indian 
Employment, Training and Related Services Demonstration Act of 1992 (P. L. 102-477), which 
differs from the methodology used by the Federal Bureau of Labor Statistics. The BLS 
unemployment rates includes adults who do not have a job, are currently available for work, and 
who have actively looked for work in tbe last 4 weeks. The BIA definition includes the BLS 
definition plus those who would like a job but who are no longer actively looking for work. The 
difference in calculations generally leads to the Tribes reporting significantly higher unemployment 
rates than those reported by BLS for counties and states in proximity to the reservations. 

viii 
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Indian Health Care Improvement Act Made Permanent By Health Care 
Reform Legislation 

By Craig A. Conway, J.D., LL.M. (Health Law) 
caconway@central.uh.edu 

Included in the recently-passed Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act1 signed into 
law by President Obama was the reauthorization of the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act (IHCIA)2 – considered to be the cornerstone legal authority for the provision of 
progressive health care services to American Indians and Alaska Natives (AI/AN).3 

Viewed as a victory for individuals and tribes that have requested the legislation for the 
past ten years, the reauthorization of the IHCIA affirms the federal government’s trust 
responsibility to provide health care to AI/ANs across the country.4 

Background 

During the 1890s, the federal government began to advocate the assimilation of Native 
Americans into mainstream American life.5  As part of that assimilation process, the  
government sought to increase the tribes’ dependence on medicine practiced by 
physicians of the West and decreased reliance on Tribal practices.  The Bureau of Indian 
Affairs oversaw congressional appropriations used for health care programs offered to 
American Indians.  Since that time, the responsibility for their health care oversight has 
bounced around and currently is placed with the Indian Health Service (IHS), a division 
of the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. 

The IHS provides health care services to 1.9 million of the estimated 3.3 million 
nationwide AI/ANs belonging to 562 federally-recognized tribes in 35 states.6  The  
agency does this through a network of 63 health centers, 29 hospitals, and 28 health 
stations which are managed by 161 service units and 12 Area Offices.7  Health care 
services are delivered in three ways: (1) directly through IHS services; (2) through tribal 
medical services; or (3) by contract with non-IHS service providers.8 

Better quality and increased health care services provided to AI/ANs has been met with 
some success in the last 30 years. Life expectancy among the Indian people has 

1 Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act, H.R. 3590, Pub. L. No. 111-148, 111th Cong. (2010).
 
2 Indian Health Care Improvement Act, Pub. L. No. 94-437, 94th Cong. (Sept. 30, 1976). 

3 See Nat’l Indian Health Bd., Press Release, America Reaffirms Health Care for Indian Country, (Mar. 21,
 
2010), http://www.nihb.org/docs/03212010/PR-03.21.10%20FINAL.pdf. 

4 Id.
 
5 Gary D. Sandefur, Federal Policy Toward Minorities, 1787-1980, 10 FOCUS 21 (1987), available at
 
http://www.irp.wisc.edu/publications/focus/pdfs/foc102c.pdf. 

6 Indian Health Serv., Indian Health Service Introduction, http://www.ihs.gov/PublicInfo/PublicAffairs/ 

Welcome_Info/IHSintro.asp (last accessed Apr. 3, 2010). 

7 Indian Health Serv., IHS Year 2010 Profile, http://info.ihs.gov/Profile2010.asp (last accessed Apr. 3, 

2010). 

8 Indian Health Serv., Quick Look, http://info.ihs.gov/QuickLook2010.asp (last accessed Apr. 3, 2010).  See 

also Holly T. Kuschell-Haworth, Jumping Through Hoops: Traditional Healers And The Indian Health
 
Care Improvement Act, 4 DEPAUL J. OF HEALTH CARE L. 843 (Summer 1999).
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increased by more than 9 years since 1973 while mortality rates have decreased for infant 
deaths, tuberculosis, pneumonia, influenza, homicide, suicide, and alcoholism.9 

However, disparities for each of those categories still exist compared with the U.S. 
general population. Indian life expectancy is still nearly 5 years less than the average 
American while death rates for various illnesses and other causes are significantly higher 
across the board.10 

Federal Legislation Governing AI/AN Health Care 

The duty of the federal government to provide health services to Indian Tribes derives 
from a number of different sources, including negotiated treaties to ceded lands, 
settlements, agreements, and legislation.11  The principal legislation authorizing federal 
funds for health services to American Indians is the Synder Act of 1921.12  That  
legislation authorized funds for “the relief of distress and conservation of 
health…[and]…for the employment of…physicians…for Indian Tribes throughout the 
United States.”13  Following the Synder Act, Congress created a patchwork process for 
transferring the responsibility of overseeing health programs to tribal governments in 
1975. 

By enacting the Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act of 1975,14 

Congress sought to provide Indian Tribes with a greater role in governing their own 
health care and education programs.  The 1975 Act contained two provisions: (1) the 
Indian Self-Determination Act, which established procedures by which Tribes could 
eventually administer their own education and social service programs, and (2) the Indian 
Education Assistance Act, which sought to increase parental involvement in Indian 
education.15  Since 1975 the Act has been amended several times.  The following year, 
Congress passed a health care-specific bill designed to provide the quality and quantity of 
health care services necessary to elevate the health status of AI/ANs to the highest 
possible health status and to provide existing Indian health services with all resources 
necessary to effect that policy. 

9 Id.
 
10 Id. For example, tuberculosis (500% higher), alcoholism (519% higher), diabetes (195% higher),
 
unintentional injuries (149% higher), homicide (92% higher), and suicide (72% higher).

11 Nat’l Indian Health Bd., supra note 3. See also Holly T. Kuschell-Haworth, Jumping Through Hoops:
 
Traditional Healers And The Indian Health Care Improvement Act, 4 DEPAUL J. OF HEALTH CARE L. 843
 
(Summer 1999). 

12 Pub. L. No. 67-85, 42 Stat. 208 (Nov. 2, 1921), codified at 25 U.S.C. 1  et seq. (2001), available at
 
http://www.ihs.gov/adminmngrresources/legislativeaffairs/legislative_affairs_web_files/key_acts/snyder_a
 
ct.pdf.

13 Id. See also Indian Health Serv., Fact Sheet, http://www.ihs.gov/PublicAffairs/Welcome_Info/This
 
Facts.asp (last accessed Apr. 3, 2010). 

14 Pub. L. No. 93-638, 88 Stat. 2203 (1975), codified as 25 U.S.C. §§ 450a-450n, and as amended in
 
scattered sections of 25 U.S.C, 42 U.S.C, and 50 U.S.C.).  

15 Id. See also  GEORGE CASTILE, TO SHOW HEART: NATIVE AMERICAN SELF-DETERMINATION AND 

FEDERAL INDIAN POLICY, 1960–1975 (Univ. of Ariz. Press, 1998); THOMAS CLARKIN, FEDERAL INDIAN 

POLICY IN THE KENNEDY AND JOHNSON ADMINISTRATIONS, 1961–1969, (Univ. of N.M. Press, 2001). 
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In 1976, Congress found that many IHS facilities were “inadequate, outdated, inefficient, 
and undermanned,” and enacted the Indian Health Care Improvement Act (IHCIA)16 to 
“implement the Federal responsibility for the care and education of the Indian people by 
improving the services and facilities of Federal Indian health programs and encouraging 
maximum participation” in those programs.17  Specific portions of the IHCIA contained 
language that would ensure that AI/ANs could obtain access to high-quality, 
comprehensive health care services when needed and also established procedures for the 
IHS to assist tribes in developing infrastructure to manage their health programs.  Since 
1976, the legislation has been amended numerous times,18 including substantive changes 
in 1992 which extended the act’s purpose of raising the health status of AI/ANs over a 
specified period of time to the level of the general U.S. population.19 

During the late 1990s, the IHS worked closely with Indian Tribes and governments to 
draft amendments to IHCIA that would provide greater administrative capabilities to 
tribal health programs and increase quality of care given.20  In 1999, a National Steering 
Committee was established to review those proposed recommendations and complete a 
final legislative draft. By late 1999, the Committee’s final proposal was in the hands of 
the Congressional leadership as well as the White House.  However, nothing ever 
materialized.   

The IHCIA expired in 2000, but was extended through 2001 in the belief that Congress 
would reauthorize it shortly thereafter.  Yet, since 2001 Congress has only held hearings 
on various proposals but enacted no substantive changes to the IHCIA until the recently-
passed health care reform legislation was passed.   

Reauthorization of IHCIA 

The version of the IHCIA signed into law on March 23, 2010, differs in several ways 
from the original 1976 version.  It includes many major changes and improvements to 
effectuate the delivery of health care services to AI/ANs, including: 

 Enhances the authority of the IHS Director, including the responsibility to 
facilitate advocacy and promote consultation on matters relating to Indian 
health within the Department of Health and Human Services. 

16 Pub. L. No. 94-437, 90 Stat. 400, 94th Cong. (Sept. 30, 1976); Ariz. Health Care Cost Containment Sys. 
v. McClellan, 508 F.3d 1243, 1246 (9th Cir.2007).  
17 Id. 
18 Pub. L. No. 94-437, 90 Stat. 400, 94th Cong. (Sept. 30, 1976), as amended by Pub. L. No. 96-537 (Dec. 

17, 1980), Pub. L. No. 100-579 (Oct. 31, 1988), Pub. L. No. 100-690 (Nov. 18, 1988), Pub. L. No. 100-713 

(Nov. 23, 1988), Pub. L. No. 101-630 (Nov. 28, 1990), Pub. L. No. 102-573 (Oct. 29, 1992), Pub. L. No. 

104-313 (Oct. 19, 1996), and Pub. L. No. 106-417 (Nov. 1, 2000).  A copy of the marked-up legislation 

may be found at http://www.ihs.gov/adminmngrresources/ihcia/documents/ ihcia.pdf.  

19 Id. See also Holly T. Kuschell-Haworth, supra note 8.
 
20 Indian Health Serv., Indian Health Care Improvement Act, http://info.ihs.gov/TreatiesLaws/Treaties3.pdf 

(last accessed Apr. 3, 2010). 
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 Provides authorization for hospice, assisted living, long-term, and home- and 
community-based care. 

 Extends the ability to recover costs from third parties to tribally operated 
facilities.  

 Updates current law regarding collection of reimbursements from Medicare, 
Medicaid, and CHIP (Children’s Health Insurance Program) by Indian health 
facilities.  

 Allows tribes and tribal organizations to purchase health benefits coverage for 
IHS beneficiaries. 

 Authorizes IHS to enter into arrangements with the Departments of Veterans 
Affairs and Defense to share medical facilities and services.  

 Allows a tribe or tribal organization carrying out a program under the Indian 
Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act and an urban Indian 
organization carrying out a program under Title V of IHCIA to purchase 
coverage for its employees from the Federal Employees Health Benefits 
Program.  

 Authorizes the establishment of a Community Health Representative program 
for urban Indian organizations to train and employ Indians to provide health 
care services.  

 Directs the IHS to establish comprehensive behavioral health, prevention, and 
treatment programs for Indians.21 

The inclusion of the IHCIA in the reform legislation was hailed by the National Indian 
Health Board as a much-needed provision. “No one can deny the intense political 
climate that has been present in the debates regarding health care reform.  However, there 
is one issue that has remained consistently agreed upon: Indian Country is in dire need of 
health care reform,” said Reno Franklin, Chairman of the National Indian Health Board.22 

Adding to that sentiment, President Obama remarked after he signed the reform 
legislation that he “believes it is unacceptable that Native American communities still 
face gaping health care disparities.”23 

21 Pub. L. No. 94-437, 90 Stat. 400, 94th Cong. (Sept. 30, 1976); Patient Protection and Affordable Care
 
Act, H.R. 3590, Pub. L. No. 111-148, 111th Cong. (2010) at Sec. 10221; U.S. Dep’t of Health & Human
 
Servs., Press Release, Indian Health Care Improvement Act Made Permanent, (Mar. 26, 2010), 

http://www.hhs.gov/news/press/2010pres/03/20100326a.html. 

22 Nat’l Indian Health Bd., Press Release, America Reaffirms Health Care for Indian Country, Mar. 21,
 
2010, http://www.nihb.org/docs/03212010/PR-03.21.10%20FINAL.pdf. 

23 The White House, Office of the Press Sec’y, Statement by the President on the Reauthorization of the 

Indian Health Care Improvement Act, Mar. 23, 2010, http://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-
office/statement-president-reauthorization-indian-health-care-improvement-act; U.S. Dep’t of Health & 
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Conclusion 

Federal funding for the IHCIA has contributed billions of dollars to improve the health 
status of Indian people, yet significant health care disparities still exist compared with the 
U.S. general population. Hopefully, the inclusion of the IHCIA in the reform legislation 
will be a significant step towards reducing those disparities. 

Health Law Perspectives (April 2010)  
Health Law & Policy Institute 
University of Houston Law Center 
http://www.law.uh.edu/healthlaw/perspectives/homepage.asp 

The opinions, beliefs and viewpoints expressed by the various Health Law Perspectives authors 
on this web site do not necessarily reflect the opinions, beliefs, viewpoints, or official policies of 
the Health Law & Policy Institute and do not constitute legal advice.  The Health Law & Policy 
Institute is part of the University of Houston Law Center. It is guided by an advisory board 
consisting of leading academicians, health law practitioners, representatives of area institutions, 
and public officials. A primary mission of the Institute is to provide policy analysis for members of 
the Texas Legislature and health and human service agencies in state government. 

Human Servs., Press Release, Indian Health Care Improvement Act Made Permanent, (Mar. 26, 2010), 
http://www.hhs.gov/news/press/2010pres/03/20100326a.html. 
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Sept. 30, 1976 
[S. 522] 

Indian Health 
Care 
Improvement 
Act 
25 USC 1601 
note. 
25 USC 1601. 

Public Law 94-437 
94th Congress 

An Act 

To implement the Federal responsibility for the care and education of the Indian people 
by improving the services and facilities of Federal Indian health programs and 
encouraging maximum participation of Indians in such programs, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited as the “Indian Health 
Care Improvement Act”. 

FINDINGS 

SEC. 2. The Congress finds that— 
(a) Federal health services to maintain and improve the health of the Indians are 

consonant with and required by the Federal Government's historical and unique legal 
relationship with, and resulting responsibility to, the American Indian people. 

(b) A major national goal of the United States is to provide the quantity and 
quality of health services which will permit the health status of Indians to be raised 
to the highest possible level and to encourage the maximum participation of Indians 
in the planning and management of those services. 

(c) Federal health services to Indians have resulted in a reduction in the 
prevalence and incidence of preventable illnesses among, and unnecessary and 
premature deaths of, Indians. 

(d) Despite such services, the unmet health needs of the American Indian people 
are severe and the health status of the Indians is far below that of the general 
population of the United States. For example, for Indians compared to all Americans 
in 1971, the tuberculosis death rate was over four and one-half times greater, the 
influenza and pneumonia death rate over one and one-half times greater, and the 
infant death rate approximately 20 per centum greater. 

(e) All other Federal services and programs in fulfillment of the Federal 
responsibility to Indians are jeopardized by the low health status of the American 
Indian people. 

(f) Further improvement in Indian health is imperiled by— 
(1) inadequate, outdated, inefficient, and undermanned facilities. For 

example, only twenty-four of fifty-one Indian Health Service hospitals are 
accredited by the Joint Commission on Accreditation of Hospitals; only thirty-
one meet national fire and safety codes; and fifty-two locations with Indian 
populations have been identified as requiring either new or replacement health 
centers and stations, or clinics remodeled for improved or additional service; 

(2) shortage of personnel. For example, about one-half of the Service 
hospitals, four-fifths of the Service hospital outpatient clinics, and one-half of 
the Service health clinics meet only 80 per centum of staffing standards for their 
respective services; 

(3) insufficient services in such areas as laboratory, hospital inpatient and 
outpatient, eye care and mental health services, and services available through 
contracts with private physicians, clinics, and agencies. For example, about 90 
per centum of the surgical operations needed for otitis media have not been 
performed, over 57 per centum of required dental services remain to be 
provided, and about 98 per centum of hearing aid requirements are unmet; 

(4) related support factors. For example, over seven hundred housing units 
are needed for staff at remote Service facilities; 
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(5) lack of access of Indians to health services due to remote residences, 
undeveloped or underdeveloped communication and transportation systems, and 
difficult, sometimes severe, climate conditions; and 

(6) lack of safe water and sanitary waste disposal services. For example, over 
thirty-seven thousand four hundred existing and forty-eight thousand nine 
hundred and sixty planned replacement and renovated Indian housing units need 
new or upgraded water and sanitation facilities. 

(g) The Indian people's growth of confidence in Federal Indian health services is 
revealed by their increasingly heavy use of such services. Progress toward the goal 
of better Indian health is dependent on this continued growth of confidence. Both 
such progress and such confidence are dependent on improved Federal Indian health 
services. 

DECLARATION OF POLICY 

SEC. 3. The Congress hereby declares that it is the policy of this Nation, in 
fulfillment of its special responsibilities and legal obligation to the American Indian 
people, to meet the national goal of providing the highest possible health status to 
Indians and to provide existing Indian health services with all resources necessary to 
effect that policy. 

DEFINITIONS 

SEC. 4. For purposes of this Act— 
(a) “Secretary”, unless otherwise designated, means the Secretary of Health, 

Education, and Welfare. 
(b) “Service” means the Indian Health Service. 
(c) “Indians” or “Indian”, unless otherwise designated, means any person who is a 

member of an Indian tribe, as defined in subsection (d) hereof, except that, for the 
purpose of sections 102, 103, and 201 (c)(5), such terms shall mean any individual 
who (1), irrespective of whether he or she lives on or near a reservation, is a member 
of a tribe, band, or other organized group of Indians, including those tribes, bands, or 
groups terminated since 1940 and those recognized now or in the future by the State 
in which they reside, or who is a descendant, in the first or second degree, of any 
such member, or (2) is an Eskimo or Aleut or other Alaska Native, or (3) is 
considered by the Secretary of the Interior to be an Indian for any purpose, or (4) is 
determined to be an Indian under regulations promulgated by the Secretary. 

(d) “Indian tribe” means any Indian tribe, band, nation, or other organized group 
or community, including any Alaska Native village or group or regional or village 
corporation as defined in or established pursuant to the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act (85 Stat. 688), which is recognized as eligible for the special 
programs and services provided by the United States to Indians because of their 
status as Indians. 

(e) “Tribal organization” means the elected governing body of any Indian tribe or 
any legally established organization of Indians which is controlled by one or more 
such bodies or by a board of directors elected or selected by one or more such bodies 
(or elected by the Indian population to be served by such organization) and which 
includes the maximum participation of Indians in all phases of its activities. 

(f) “Urban Indian” means any individual who resides in an urban center, as 
defined in subsection (g) hereof, and who meets one or more of the four criteria in 
subsection (c) (1) through (4) of this section. 

(g) “ Urban center” means any community which has a sufficient urban Indian 
population with unmet health needs to warrant assistance under title V, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

25 USC 1602. 

25 USC 1603. 
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(h) “Urban Indian organization” means a nonprofit corporate body situated in an 
urban center, composed of urban Indians, and providing for the maximum 
participation of all interested Indian groups and individuals, which body is capable 
of legally cooperating with other public and private entities for the purpose of 
performing the activities described in section 503 (a). 

TITLE I—INDIAN HEALTH MANPOWER 

PURPOSE 

SEC. 101. The purpose of this title is to augment the inadequate number of health 
professionals serving Indians and remove the multiple barriers to the entrance of 
health professionals into the Service and private practice among Indians. 

HEALTH PROFESSIONS RECRUITMENT PROGRAM FOR INDIANS 

SEC. 102. (a) The Secretary, acting through the Service, shall make grants to 
public or nonprofit private health or educational entities or Indian tribes or tribal 
organizations to assist such entities in meeting the costs of— 

(1) identifying Indians with a potential for education or training in the health 
professions and encouraging and assisting them (A) to enroll in schools of 
medicine, osteopathy, dentistry, veterinary medicine, optometry, podiatry, 
pharmacy, public health, nursing, or allied health professions; or (B), if they are 
not qualified to enroll in any such school, to undertake such postsecondary 
education or training as may be required to qualify them for enrollment; 

(2) publicizing existing sources of financial aid available to Indians enrolled 
in any school referred to in clause (1)(A) of this subsection or who are 
undertaking training necessary to qualify them to enroll in any such school; or 

(3) establishing other programs which the Secretary determines will enhance 
and facilitate the enrollment of Indians, and the subsequent pursuit and 
completion by them of courses of study, in any school referred to in clause 
(1)(A) of this subsection. 

(b) (1) No grant may be made under this section unless an application therefore 
has been submitted to, and approved by, the Secretary. Such application shall be 
in such form, submitted in such manner, and contain such information, as the 
Secretary shall by regulation prescribe: Provided, That the Secretary shall give a 
preference to applications submitted by Indian tribes or tribal organizations. 

(2) The amount of any grant under this section shall be determined by the 
Secretary. Payments pursuant to grants under this section may be made in 
advance or by way of reimbursement, and at such intervals and on such 
conditions as the Secretary finds necessary. 

(c) For the purpose of making payments pursuant to grants under this section, 
there are authorized to be appropriated $900,000 for fiscal year 1978, $1,500,000 for 
fiscal year 1979, and $1,800,000 for fiscal year 1980. For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 
1983, and 1984 there are authorized to be appropriated for such payments such sums 
as may be specifically authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. 

HEALTH PROFESSIONS PREPARATORY SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM FOR INDIANS 

SEC. 103. (a) The Secretary, acting through the Service, shall make scholarship 
grants available to Indians who— 

(1) have successfully completed their high school education or high school 
equivalency; and 

(2) have demonstrated the capability to successfully complete courses of 
study in schools of medicine, osteopathy, dentistry, veterinary medicine, 
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optometry, podiatry, pharmacy, public health, nursing, or allied health 
professions. 

(b) Each scholarship grant made under this section shall be for a period not to 
exceed two academic years, which years shall be for compensatory preprofessional 
education of any grantee. 

(c) Scholarship grants made under this section may cover costs of tuition, books, 
transportation, board, and other necessary related expenses. 

(d) There are authorized to be appropriated for the purpose of this section: 
$800,000 for fiscal year 1978, $1,000,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $1,300,000 for 
fiscal year 1980. For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984 there are authorized to 
be appropriated for the purpose of this section such sums as may be specifically 
authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. 

HEALTH PROFESSIONS SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 

SEC. 104. Section 225(i) of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 234(i)) is 
amended (1) by inserting “(1)” after “(i)”, and (2) by adding at the end the 
following: 
“(2)(A) In addition to the sums authorized to be appropriated under paragraph (1) 

to carry out the Program, there are authorized to be appropriated for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 1978, $5,450,000; for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
1979, $6,300,000; for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1980, $7,200,000; and 
for fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984 such sums as may be specifically 
authorized by an Act enacted after the Indian Health Care Improvement Act, to 
provide scholarships under the Program to provide physicians, osteopaths, dentists, 
veterinarians, nurses, optometrists, podiatrists, pharmacists, public health personnel, 
and allied health professionals to provide services to Indians. Such scholarships shall 
be designated Indian Health Scholarships and shall be made in accordance with this 
section except as provided in subparagraph (B). 
“(B)(i) The Secretary, acting through the Indian Health Service, shall determine 

the individuals who receive the Indian Health Scholarships, shall accord priority to 
applicants who are Indians, and shall determine the distribution of the scholarships 
on the basis of the relative needs of Indians for additional service in specific health 
professions. 
“(ii) The active duty service obligation prescribed by subsection (e) shall be met 

by the recipient of an Indian Health Scholarship by service in the Indian Health 
Service, in a program assisted under title V of the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act, or in the private practice of his profession if, as determined by the Secretary in 
accordance with guidelines promulgated by him, such practice is situated in a 
physician or other health professional shortage area and addresses the health care 
needs of a substantial number of Indians. 
“(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the term „Indians‟ has the same meaning 

given that term by subsection (c) of section 4 of the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act and includes individuals described in clauses (1) through (4) of 
that subsection.” 

INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE EXTERN PROGRAMS 

SEC. 105. (a) Any individual who receives a scholarship grant pursuant to section 
104 shall be entitled to employment in the Service during any nonacademic period 
of the year. Periods of employment pursuant to this subsection shall not be counted 
in determining the fulfillment of the service obligation incurred as a condition of the 
scholarship grant. 

(b) Any individual enrolled in a school of medicine, osteopathy, dentistry, 
veterinary medicine, optometry, podiatry, pharmacy, public health, nursing, or allied 

90 STAT. 1400 
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health professions may be employed by the Service during any nonacademic period 
of the year. Any such employment shall not exceed one hundred and twenty days 
during any calendar year. 

(c) Any employment pursuant to this section shall be made without regard to any 
competitive personnel system or agency personnel limitation and to a position which 
will enable the individual so employed to receive practical experience in the health 
profession in which he or she is engaged in study. Any individual so employed shall 
receive payment for his or her services comparable to the salary he or she would 
receive if he or she were employed in the competitive system. Any individual so 
employed shall not be counted against any employment ceiling affecting the Service 
or the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. 

(d) There are authorized to be appropriated for the purpose of this section: 
$600,000 for fiscal year 1978, $800,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $1,000,000 for 
fiscal year 1980. For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984 there are authorized to 
be appropriated for the purpose of this section such sums as may be specifically 
authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. 

CONTINUING EDUCATION ALLOWANCES 

Sec. 106. (a) In order to encourage physicians, dentists, and other health 
professionals to join or continue in the Service and to provide their services in the 
rural and remote areas where a significant portion of the Indian people resides, the 
Secretary, acting through the Service, may provide allowances to health 
professionals employed in the Service to enable them for a period of time each year 
prescribed by regulation of the Secretary to take leave of their duty stations for 
professional consultation and refresher training courses. 

(b) There are authorized to be appropriated for the purpose of this section: 
$100,000 for fiscal year 1978, $200,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $250,000 for fiscal 
year 1980. For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984 there are authorized to be 
appropriated for the purpose of this section such sums as may be specifically 
authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. 

TITLE II—HEALTH SERVICES 

HEALTH SERVICES 

SEC. 201. (a) For the purpose of eliminating backlogs in Indian health care 
services and to supply known, unmet medical, surgical, dental, optometrical, and 
other Indian health needs, the Secretary is authorized to expend, through the Service, 
over the seven-fiscal-year period beginning after the date of the enactment of this 
Act the amounts authorized to be appropriated by subsection (c). Funds appropriated 
pursuant to this section for each fiscal year shall not be used to offset or limit the 
appropriations required by the Service under other Federal laws to continue to serve 
the health needs of Indians during and subsequent to such seven-fiscal-year period, 
but shall be in addition to the level of appropriations provided to the Service under 
this Act and such other Federal laws in the preceding fiscal year plus an amount 
equal to the amount required to cover pay increases and employee benefits for 
personnel employed under this Act and such laws and increases in the costs of 
serving the health needs of Indians under this Act and such laws, which increases are 
caused by inflation. 

(b) The Secretary, acting through the Service, is authorized to employ persons to 
implement the provisions of this section during the seven-fiscal-year period in 
accordance with the schedule provided in subsection (c). Such positions authorized 
each fiscal year pursuant to this section shall not be considered as offsetting or 
limiting the personnel required by the Service to serve the health needs of Indians 
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during and subsequent to such seven-fiscal-year period but shall be in addition to the 
positions authorized in the previous fiscal year. 

(c) The following amounts and positions are authorized, in accordance with the 
provisions of subsections (a) and (b), for the specific purposes noted: 

(1) Patient care (direct and indirect): sums and positions as provided in 
subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $8,500,000 and two hundred and twenty-five 
positions for fiscal year 1979, and $16,200,000 and three hundred positions for 
fiscal year 1980. 

(2) Field health, excluding dental care (direct and indirect): sums and 
positions as provided in subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $3,350,000 and 
eighty-five positions for fiscal year 1979, and $5,550,000 and one hundred and 
thirteen positions for fiscal year 1980. 

(3) Dental care (direct and indirect): sums and positions as provided in 
subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $1,500,000 and eighty positions for fiscal 
year 1979, and $1,500,000 and fifty positions for fiscal year 1980. 

(4) Mental health: (A) Community mental health services: sums and posi-
tions as provided in subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $1,300,000 and thirty 
positions for fiscal year 1979,'and $2,000,000 and thirty positions for fiscal year 
1980. 

(B) Inpatient mental health services: sums and positions as provided in 
subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $400,000 and fifteen positions for fiscal year 
1979, and $600,000 and fifteen positions for fiscal year 1980. 

(C) Model dormitory mental health services: sums and positions as provided 
in subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $1,250,000 and fifty positions for fiscal 
year 1979, and $1,875,000 and fifty positions for fiscal year 1980. 

(D) Therapeutic and residential treatment centers: sums and positions as 
provided in subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $300,000 and ten positions for 
fiscal year 1979, and $400,000 and five positions for fiscal year 1980. 

(E) Training of traditional Indian practitioners in mental health: sums as 
provided in subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $150,000 for fiscal year 1979, 
and $200,000 for fiscal year 1980. 

(5) Treatment and control of alcoholism among Indians: $4,000,000 for fiscal 
year 1978, $9,000,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $9,200,000 for fiscal year 1980. 

(6) Maintenance and repair (direct and indirect): sums and positions as 
provided in subsection (e) for fiscal year 1978, $3,000,000 and twenty positions 
for fiscal year 1979, and $4,000,000 and thirty positions for fiscal year 1980. 

(7) For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984 there are authorized to be 
appropriated for the items referred to in the preceding paragraphs such sums as 
may be specifically authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. For such fiscal 
years, positions are authorized for such items (other than the items referred to in 
paragraphs (4)(E) and (5)) as may be specified in an Act enacted after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(d) The Secretary, acting through the Service, shall expend directly or by contract 
not less than 1 per centum of the funds appropriated under the authorizations in each 
of the clauses (1) through (5) of subsection (c) for research in each of the areas of 
Indian health care for which such funds are authorized to be appropriated. 

(e) For fiscal year 1978, the Secretary is authorized to apportion not to exceed a 
total of $10,025,000 and 425 positions for the programs enumerated in clauses (c)(1) 
through (4) and (c)(6) of this section. 

Appropriation 
authorization. 
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Appropriation 
authorization. 
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TITLE III—HEALTH FACILITIES 

CONSTRUCTION AND RENOVATION OF SERVICE FACILITIES 

SEC. 301. (a) The Secretary, acting through the Service, is authorized to expend 
over the seven-fiscal-year period beginning after the date of the enactment of this 
Act the sums authorized by subsection (b) for the construction and renovation of 
hospitals, health centers, health stations, and other facilities of the Service. 

(b) The following amounts are authorized to be appropriated for purposes of 
subsection (a): 

(1) Hospitals: $67,180,000 for fiscal year 1978, $73,256,000 for fiscal year 
1979, and $49,742,000 for fiscal year 1980. For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, 
and 1984, there are authorized to be appropriated for hospitals such sums as may 
be specifically authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. 

(2) Health centers and health stations: $6,960,000 for fiscal year 1978, 
$6,226,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $3,720,000 for fiscal year 1980. For fiscal 
years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984, there are authorized to be appropriated for 
health centers and health stations such sums as may be specifically authorized 
by an Act enacted after this Act. 

(3) Staff housing:'$1,242,000 for fiscal year 1978, $21,725,000 for fiscal year 
1979, and $4,116,000 for fiscal year 1980. For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, 
and 1984, there are authorized to be appropriated for staff housing such sums as 
may be specifically authorized by an Act enacted after this Act. 

(c) Prior to the expenditure of, or the making of any firm commitment to expend, 
any funds authorized in subsection (a), the Secretary, acting through the Service 
shall— 

(1) consult with any Indian tribe to be significantly affected by any such 
expenditure for the purpose of determining and, wherever practicable, honoring 
tribal preferences concerning the size, location, type, and other characteristics of 
any facility on which such expenditure is to be made; and 

(2) be assured that, wherever practicable, such facility, not later than one year 
after its construction or renovation, shall meet the standards of the Joint 
Committee on Accreditation of Hospitals. 

CONSTRUCTION OF SAFE WATER AND SANITARY WASTE
 
DISPOSAL FACILITIES
 

SEC. 302. (a) During the seven-fiscal-year period beginning after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary is authorized to expend under section 7 of the 
Act of August 5, 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2004a), the sums authorized under subsection (b) 
to supply unmet needs for safe water and sanitary waste disposal facilities in existing 
and new Indian homes and communities. 

(b) For expenditures of the Secretary authorized by subsection (a) for facilities in 
existing Indian homes and communities there are authorized to be appropriated 
$43,000,000 for fiscal year 1978, $30,000,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $30,000,000 
for fiscal year 1980. For expenditures of the Secretary authorized by subsection (a) 
for facilities in new Indian homes and communities there are authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary for fiscal years 1978, 1979, and 1980. 
For fiscal years 1981, 1982, 1983, and 1984 for expenditures authorized by 
subsection (a) there are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be 
specifically authorized in an Act enacted after this Act. 

(c) Former and currently federally recognized Indian tribes in the State of New 
York shall be eligible for assistance under this section. 
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PREFERENCE TO INDIANS AND INDIAN FIRMS 

SEC. 303, (a) The Secretary, acting through the Service, may utilize the 
negotiating authority of the Act of June 25, 1910 (25 U.S.C. 47), to give preference 
to any Indian or any enterprise, partnership, corporation, or other type of business 
organization owned and controlled by an Indian or Indians including former or 
currently federally recognized Indian tribes in the State of New York (hereinafter 
referred to as an “Indian firm”) in the construction and renovation of Service 
facilities pursuant to section 301 and in the construction of safe water and sanitary 
waste disposal facilities pursuant to section 302. Such preference may be accorded 
by the Secretary unless he finds, pursuant to rules and regulations promulgated by 
him, that the project or function to be contracted for will not be satisfactory or such 
project or function cannot be properly completed or maintained under the proposed 
contract. The Secretary, in arriving at his finding, shall consider whether the Indian 
or Indian firm will be deficient with respect to (1) ownership and control by Indians, 
(2) equipment, (3) bookkeeping and accounting procedures, (4) substantive 
knowledge of the project or function to be contracted for, (5) adequately trained 
personnel, or (6) other necessary components of contract performance. 

(b) For the purpose of implementing the provisions of this title, the Secretary shall 
assure that the rates of pay for personnel engaged in the construction or renovation 
of facilities constructed or renovated in whole or in part by funds made available 
pursuant to this title are not less than the prevailing local wage rates for similar work 
as determined in accordance with the Act of March 3, 1931 (40 U.S.C. 276a-276a-5, 
known as the Davis-Bacon Act). 

SOBOBA SANITATION FACILITIES 

SEC. 304. The Act of December 17, 1970 (84 Stat. 1465), is hereby amended by 
adding the following new section 9 at the end thereof: “SEC. 9. Nothing in this Act 
shall preclude the Soboba Band of Mission Indians and the Soboba Indian 
Reservation from being provided with sanitation facilities and services under the 
authority of section 7 of the Act of August 5, 1954 (68 Stat. 674), as amended by the 
Act of July 31, 1959 (73 Stat. 267).”. 

TITLE IV - ACCESS TO HEALTH SERVICES 

ELIGIBILITY OF INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE FACILITIES
 
UNDER MEDICARE PROGRAM
 

SEC. 401. (a) Sections 1814(c) and 1835(d) of the Social Security Act are each 
amended by striking out “No payment” and inserting in lieu thereof “Subject to 
section 1880, no payment”. 

(b) Part C of title XVIII of such Act is amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following new section: 

“INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE FACILITIES 

“SEC. 1880, (a) A hospital or skilled nursing facility of the Indian Health Service, 
whether operated by such Service or by an Indian tribe or tribal organization (as 
those terms are defined in section 4 of the Indian Health Care Improvement Act), 
shall be eligible for payments under this title, notwithstanding sections 1814(c) and 
1835 (d), if and for so long as it meets all of the conditions and requirements for 
such payments which are applicable generally to hospitals or skilled nursing 
facilities (as the case may be) under this title. 
“(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), a hospital or skilled nursing hospital or 

skilled facility of the Indian Health Service which does not meet all of the conditions 

25 USC 1633. 

Construction 
personnel, pay 
rates. 

40 USC 276a, 
note. 

42 USC 2004a. 

42 USC 1395f, 
1395n. 
42 USC 1395x. 

Hospital or 
skilled nursing 
facility, eligibility 
for payments. 
42 USC 1395qq. 
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Ineligible 
hospital or skilled 
nursing facility, 
submittal of plan 
for compliance. 

Fund for 
improvements. 

Post, p. 1413. 
Post, p. 1410. 

42 USC 1395qq 
note. 

Services to an 
Indian 
beneficiary. 
42 USC 1395qq 
note. 
42 USC 1395. 

Eligibility for 
reimbursement. 
42 USC 1396j. 

Ante, p. 1401. 

Facilities, 
submittal of plan 
for compliance. 
42 USC 1396j 
note. 

and requirements of this title which are applicable generally to hospitals or skilled 
nursing facilities (as the case may be), but which submits to the Secretary within six 
months after the date of the enactment of this section an acceptable plan for 
achieving compliance with such conditions and requirements, shall be deemed to 
meet such conditions and requirements (and to be eligible for payments under this 
title), without regard to the extent of its actual compliance with such conditions and 
requirements, during the first 12 months after the month in which such plan is 
submitted. 
“(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of this title, payments to which any 

hospital or skilled nursing facility of the Indian Health Service is entitled by reason 
of this section shall be placed in a special fund to be held by the Secretary and used 
by him (to such extent or in such amounts as are provided in appropriation Acts) 
exclusively for the purpose of making any improvements in the hospitals and skilled 
nursing facilities of such Service which may be necessary to achieve compliance 
with the applicable conditions and requirements of this title. The preceding sentence 
shall cease to apply when the Secretary determines and certifies that substantially all 
of the hospitals and skilled nursing facilities of such Service in the United States are 
in compliance with such conditions and requirements. 
“(d) The annual report of the Secretary which is required by section 701 of the 

Indian Health Care Improvement Act shall include (along with the matters specified 
in section 403 of such Act) a detailed statement of the status of the hospitals and 
skilled nursing facilities of the Service in terms of their compliance with the 
applicable conditions and requirements of this title and of the progress being made 
by such hospitals and facilities (under plans submitted under subsection (b) and 
otherwise) toward the achievement of such compliance.”. 

(c) Any payments received for services provided to beneficiaries hereunder shall 
not be considered in determining appropriations for health care and services to 
Indians. 

(d) Nothing herein authorizes the Secretary to provide services to an Indian 
beneficiary with coverage under title XVIII of the Social Indian Security Act, as 
amended, in preference to an Indian beneficiary without such coverage. 

SERVICES PROVIDED TO MEDICAID ELIGIBLE INDIANS 

SEC. 402. (a) Title XIX of the Social Security Act is amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following new section: 

“INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE FACILITIES 

“SEC. 1911. (a) A facility of the Indian Health Service (including a hospital, 
intermediate care facility, or skilled nursing facility), whether operated by such 
Service or by an Indian tribe or tribal organization (as those terms are defined in 
section 4 of the Indian Health Care Improvement Act), shall be eligible for 
reimbursement for medical assistance provided under a State plan if and for so long 
as it meets all of the conditions and requirements which are applicable generally to 
such facilities under this title. 
“(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), a facility of the Indian Health Service 

(including a hospital, intermediate care facility, or skilled nursing facility) which 
does not meet all of the conditions and requirements of this title which are 
applicable generally to such facility, but which submits to the Secretary within six 
months after the date of the enactment of this section an acceptable plan for 
achieving compliance with such conditions and requirements, shall be deemed to 
meet such conditions and requirements (and to be eligible for reimbursement under 
this title), without regard to the extent of its actual compliance with such conditions 
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and requirements, during the first twelve months after the month in which such plan 
is submitted.”. 

(b) The Secretary is authorized to enter into agreements with the appropriate State 
agency for the purpose of reimbursing such agency for health care and services 
provided in Service facilities to Indians who are eligible for medical assistance 
under title XIX of the Social Security Act, as amended. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, payments to which any facility of 
the Indian Health Service (including a hospital, intermediate care facility, or skilled 
nursing facility) is entitled under a State plan approved under title XIX of the Social 
Security Act by reason of section 1911 of such Act shall be placed in a special fund 
to be held by the Secretary and used by him (to such extent or in such amounts as 
are provided in appropriation Acts) exclusively for the purpose of making any 
improvements in the facilities of such Service which may be necessary to achieve 
compliance with the applicable conditions and requirements of such title. The 
preceding sentence shall cease to apply when the Secretary determines and certifies 
that substantially all of the health facilities of such Service in the United States are in 
compliance with such conditions and requirements. 

(d) Any payments received for services provided recipients hereunder shall not be 
considered in determining appropriations for the provision of health care and 
services to Indians. 

(e) Section 1905(b) of the Social Security Act is amended by inserting at the end 
thereof the following: “Notwithstanding the first sentence of this section, the Federal 
medical assistance percentage shall be 100 per centum with respect to amounts 
expended as medical assistance for services which are received through an Indian 
Health Service facility whether operated by the Indian Health Service or by an 
Indian tribe or tribal organization (as defined in section 4 of the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act).”. 

REPORT 

SEC. 403. The Secretary shall include in his annual report required by section 701 
an accounting on the amount and use of funds made available to the Service 
pursuant to this title as a result of reimbursements through titles XVIII and XIX of 
the Social Security Act, as amended. 

TITLE V—HEALTH SERVICES FOR URBAN INDIANS 

PURPOSE 

SEC. 501. The purpose of this title is to encourage the establishment of programs 
in urban areas to make health services more accessible to the urban Indian 
population. 

CONTRACTS WITH URBAN INDIAN ORGANIZATIONS 

SEC. 502. The Secretary, acting through the Service, shall enter into contracts with 
urban Indian organizations to assist such organizations to establish and administer, 
in the urban centers in which such organizations are situated, programs which meet 
the requirements set forth in sections 503 and 504. 

CONTRACT ELIGIBILITY 

SEC. 503. (a) The Secretary, acting through the Service, shall place such condi-
tions as he deems necessary to effect the purpose of this title in any contract which 
he makes with any urban Indian organization pursuant to this title. Such conditions 
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shall include, but are not limited to, requirements that the organization successfully 
undertake the following activities: 

(1) determine the population of urban Indians which are or could be 
recipients of health referral or care services; 

(2) identify all public and private health service resources within the urban 
center in which the organization is situated which are or may be available to 
urban Indians; 

(3) assist such resources in providing service to such urban Indians; 
(4) assist such urban Indians in becoming familiar with and utilizing such 

resources; 
(5) provide basic health education to such urban Indians; 
(6) establish and implement manpower training programs to accomplish the 

referral and education tasks set forth in clauses (3) through (5) of this 
subsection; 

(7) identify gaps between unmet health needs of urban Indians and the 
resources available to meet such needs; 

(8) make recommendations to the Secretary and Federal, State, local, and 
other resource agencies on methods of improving health service programs to 
meet the needs of urban Indians; and 

(9) where necessary, provide or contract for health care services to urban 
Indians. 

(b) The Secretary, acting through the Service, shall by regulation Urban Indian 
prescribe the criteria for selecting urban Indian organizations with organizations, 
which to contract pursuant to this title. Such criteria shall, among other factors, take 
into consideration: 

(1) the extent of the unmet health care needs of urban Indians in the urban 
center involved; 

(2) the size of the urban Indian population which is to receive assistance; 
(3) the relative accessibility which such population has to health care services 

in such urban center; 
(4) the extent, if any, to which the activities set forth in subsection (a) would 

duplicate any previous or current public or private health services project funded 
by another source in such urban center; 

(5) the appropriateness and likely effectiveness of the activities set forth in 
subsection (a) in such urban center; 

(6) the existence of an urban Indian organization capable of performing the 
activities set forth in subsection (a) and of entering into a contract with the 
Secretary pursuant to this title; and 

(7) the extent of existing or likely future participation in the activities set 
forth in subsection (a) by appropriate health and health-related Federal, State, 
local, and other resource agencies. 

OTHER CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS 

SEC. 504. (a) Contracts with urban Indian organizations pursuant to this title shall 
be in accordance with all Federal contracting laws and regulations except that, in the 
discretion of the Secretary, such contracts may be negotiated without advertising and 
need not conform to the provisions of the Act of August 24, 1935 (48 Stat. 793), as 
amended. 

(b) Payments under any contracts pursuant to this title may be made in advance or 
by way of reimbursement and in such installments and on such conditions as the 
Secretary deems necessary to carry out the purposes of this title. 

(c) Notwithstanding any provision of law to the contrary, the Secretary may, at the 
request or consent of an urban Indian organization, revise or amend any contract 
made by him with such organization pursuant to this title as necessary to carry out 
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the purposes of this title: Provided, however, That whenever an urban Indian 
organization requests retrocession of the Secretary for any contract entered into 
pursuant to this title, such retrocession shall become effective upon a date specified 
by the Secretary not more than one hundred and twenty days from the date of the 
request by the organization or at such later date as may be mutually agreed to by the 
Secretary and the organization. 

(d) In connection with any contract made pursuant to this title, the Secretary may 
permit an urban Indian organization to utilize, in carrying out such contract, existing 
facilities owned by the Federal Government within his jurisdiction under such terms 
and conditions as may be agreed upon for their use and maintenance. 

(e) Contracts with urban Indian organizations and regulations adopted pursuant to 
this title shall include provisions to assure the fair and uniform provision to urban 
Indians of services and assistance under such contracts by such organizations. 

REPORTS AND RECORDS 

SEC. 505. For each fiscal year during which an urban Indian organization 
receives or expends funds pursuant to a contract under this title, such organization 
shall submit to the Secretary a report including information gathered pursuant to 
section 503(a)(7) and (8), information on activities conducted by the organization 
pursuant to the contract, an accounting of the amounts and purposes for which 
Federal funds were expended, and such other information as the Secretary may 
request. The reports and records of the urban Indian organization with respect to 
such contract shall be subject to audit by the Secretary and the Comptroller General 
of the United States. 

AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEC. 506, There are authorized to be appropriated for the purpose of this title: 
$5,000,000 for fiscal year 1978, $10,000,000 for fiscal year 1979, and $15,000,000 
for fiscal year 1980. 

REVIEW OF PROGRAM 

SEC. 507. Within six months after the end of fiscal year 1979, the Secretary, 
acting through the Service and with the assistance of the urban Indian organizations 
which have entered into contracts pursuant to this title, shall review the program 
established under this title and submit to the Congress his assessment thereof and 
recommendations for any further legislative efforts he deems necessary to meet the 
purpose of this title. 

RURAL HEALTH PROJECTS 

SEC. 508. Not to exceed 1 per centum of the amounts authorized by section 506 
shall be available for not to exceed two pilot projects providing outreach services to 
eligible Indians residing in rural communities near Indian reservations. 

TITLE VI—AMERICAN INDIAN SCHOOL OF MEDICINE;
 
FEASIBILITY STUDY
 

FEASIBILITY STUDY 

SEC. 601. The Secretary, in consultation with Indian tribes and appropriate Indian 
organizations, shall conduct a study to determine the need for, and the feasibility of, 
establishing a school of medicine to train Indians to provide health services for 
Indians. Within one year of the date of the enactment of this Act the Secretary shall 
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complete such study and shall report to the Congress findings and recommendations 
based on such study. 

TITLE VII—MISCELLANEOUS 

REPORTS 

SEC. 701. The Secretary shall report annually to the President and the Congress on 
progress made in effecting the purposes of this Act. Within three months after the 
end of fiscal year 1979, the Secretary shall review expenditures and progress made 
under this Act and make recommendations to the Congress concerning any 
additional authorizations for fiscal years 1981 through 1984 for programs authorized 
under this Act which he deems appropriate. In the event the Congress enacts 
legislation authorizing appropriations for programs under this Act for fiscal years 
1981 through 1984, within three months after the end of fiscal year 1983, the 
Secretary shall review programs established or assisted pursuant to this Act and shall 
submit to the Congress his assessment and recommendations of additional programs 
or additional assistance necessary to, at a minimum, provide health services to 
Indians, and insure a health status for Indians, which are at a parity with the health 
services available to, and the health status, of the general population. 

REGULATIONS 

SEC. 702. (a)(1) Within six months from the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall, to the extent practicable, consult with national and regional Indian 
organizations to consider and formulate appropriate rules and regulations to 
implement the provisions of this Act. 

(2) Within eight months from the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
publish proposed rules and regulations in the Federal Register for the purpose of 
receiving comments from interested parties. 

(3) Within ten months from the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
promulgate rules and regulations to implement the provisions of this Act. 

(b) The Secretary is authorized to revise and amend any rules or regulations 
promulgated pursuant to this Act: Provided, That, prior to any revision of or 
amendment to such rules or regulations, the Secretary shall, to the extent practicable, 
consult with appropriate national or regional Indian organizations and shall publish 
any proposed revision or amendment in the Federal Register not less than sixty days 
prior to the effective date of such revision or amendment in order to provide 
adequate notice to, and receive comments from, other interested parties. 

PLAN OF IMPLEMENTATION 

SEC. 703. Within two hundred and forty days after enactment of this Act, a plan 
will be prepared by the Secretary and will be submitted to the Congress. The plan 
will explain the manner and schedule (including a schedule of appropriation 
requests), by title and section, by which the Secretary will implement the provisions 
of this Act. 

LEASES WITH INDIAN TRIBES 

SEC. 704. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Secretary is authorized, 
in carrying out the purposes of this Act, to enter into leases with Indian tribes for 
periods not in excess of twenty years. 

6b-13 



   

  

  
 

     
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
______  
 

 
      

    
  

    
 

  
  
   

 
   

 
 

 
  

  

PUBLIC LAW 94-437—SEPT. 30, 1976 90 STAT. 1400
 

AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 

SEC. 705. The funds appropriated pursuant to this Act shall remain available until 25 USC 1675. 

expended. 

Approved September 30, 1976. 

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: 
HOUSE REPORTS: No. 94-1026 pt. I and 94-1026 part IV (Comm. on Interior and 

Insular Affairs), No. 94-1026 pt. II (Comm. on Ways and 
Means), and No. 94-1026 pt. Ill (Comm. on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce) all accompanying H.R. 2525. 

SENATE REPORT No. 94-133 (Comm. on Interior and Insular Affairs). 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

Vol. 121 (1975): May 16, considered and passed Senate. 
Vol. 122 (1976): July 30, considered and passed House, amended, in lieu of 

H.R. 2525. 
Sept. 9, Senate concurred in House amendment with an 

amendment. 
Sept. 16, House concurred in Senate amendment. 

WEEKLY COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: 
Vol. 12, No. 40: Oct. 1, Presidential statement. 
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Attachment 7 

Karuk Tribe Aquatic Species Impacts 

This summary was based primarily on the following sources for each species (full 

citations are listed in a bibliography at the end of this attachment and in the main 

report bibliography): 

1. Expert panel reports (EP) 

2. Final synthesis report (SR) 

3. Klamath EIS/EIR (EIS/EIR) 

4. DOI/BIA subteam Indian trust background report (DOI) 

All native species are historically and presently important socially, economically, 

and culturally to area tribes, as are impacts to those species; however it is 

important to note that some species are federally protected trust resources and 

others are not which differs by tribe. (DOI, June 2011b). The first section of this 

attachment covers the No Action Alternative followed by the Action Alternative 

information. 

No Action Alternative 

The ―Synthesis of the Effects to Fish Species of Two Management Scenarios for 

the Secretarial Determination on Removal of the Lower Four Dams on the 

Klamath River‖ (referred to here as the synthesis report, or biological subteam 

document) described some of the causes for the 2002 fish kill that occurred under 

current conditions: 

―The most noted fish health incident in the Klamath River was an 

adult fish die-off that occurred in September 2002 in the lower river. 

A minimum of 32,533 fall Chinook salmon, 629 steelhead, and 

344 coho salmon perished during this event as a result of poor 

environmental conditions, high escapement, and an epizootic 

outbreak of columnaris (Flavobacterium columnare) and Ich 

(Ichthyophthirius multifiliis) (USDI Fish and Wildlife Service 2003b) 

(California Department of Fish and Game 2004b; USDI Fish and 

Wildlife Service 2003b).  It is important to note that estimates from 

the Service mortality report ‗should be viewed as a minimum number 

of fish killed‘ (USDI Fish and Wildlife Service 2003a),‖ (Hamilton, 

et. al., June 13, 2011, p. 98). 
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Table 7-1.—Summary of Projected No Action Conditions by Species 

Coho Salmon 
(Threatened) 

Summation: Coho would likely remain endangered and continuation 
depressed populations below IGD and unavailable in UB. 

EP:  Marginal benefits and unavailable in UB. 

SR: Remain endangered and unavailable in UB.  Below IGD, 
current populations may remain depressed. 

EIS/EIR: Continue downward trend. 

DOI: Continue downward trend. 

Spring Chinook 
Salmon 

Summation:  Continue on current downward trajectory, remain 
unavailable in UB, and may become extinct/ESA listing. 

EP: Numerous negative factors listed. 

SR: Significantly lower than historic levels and some fishing 
restrictions; remain on current downward trajectory and 
unavailable in UB, may become extinct. 

EIS/EIR: Continued downward trend. 

DOI:  Remain at low levels and high risk of ESA and CESA 
uplisting. 

Fall Chinook 
Salmon 

Summation:  Continue current downward trajectory and remain 
unavailable in UB. 

EP:  Numerous negative factors listed. 

SR:  Significantly lower than historic levels; would remain 
unavailable in UB and would likely continue on current 
downward trajectory. 

EIS/EIR: Continuation of downward trend. 

DOI:  Chinook would remain in a depleted state and unavailable in 
UB. 

Pacific Lamprey Summation:  Pacific Lamprey would remain about the same or 
decline in Klamath River and remain unavailable in UB. 

EP:  No change, unavailable in UB. 

SR:  Remain the same or decline and continue to be unavailable in 
UB. 

EIS/EIR:  Essentially no change. 

DOI: Unavailable in UB. 

Steelhead Trout Summation:  May remain the same or improve slightly in Klamath 
River and remain unavailable in the UB. 

EP:  Unsure, remain unavailable in UB, small improvement 
otherwise. 

SR:  Somewhat uncertain, remain unavailable in UB, may decline. 

EIS/EIR:  No change. 

DOI:  Remain unavailable in UB. 

Green Sturgeon Summation:  Uncertain - range from low levels to may improve. 

(threatened) EP:  Not included/analyzed. 

SR:  May improve. 

EIS/EIR:  No change. 

DOI: Expected to remain at low levels. 
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Table 7-1.—Summary of Projected No Action Conditions by Species 

Redband and 
Rainbow Trout 

Summation:  No change to downward trend in size and abundance. 
EP:  No change. 
SR:  Continued downward trend in size and abundance. 
EIS/EIR:  Continued downward trend in size and abundance. 
BIA:  Not included/analyzed. 

Trout Summation: There would essentially be no impacts since eulachon 
are likely extinct in California. 

EP:   
SR:  
EIS/EIR:  
DOI:  

Crayfish (Benthic 
Macro 
invertebrates) 

Summation:  No change. 
EP and SR:  Not included/analyzed. 
EIS/EIR: No change expected. 
DOI:  Not included/analyzed, but stated importance of mussels to 

Karuk Tribe in DOI Tribal Reports (DOI, June 2011a and June 
2011b). 

Freshwater 
Mussels 
(Mollusks) 

Summation:  No change. 
EP and SR:  Not included/analyzed. 
EIS/EIR: No change expected. 
DOI:  Not included/analyzed, but stated importance of mussels to 

Karuk Tribe in DOI Tribal Background Report.  

Acronyms: Expert panel reports (EP), biological subteam synthesis report (SR), Klamath EIS/EIR (EIS/EIR), 
and DOI/BIA background reports (DOI).   Iron Gate Dam (IGD), Upper Basin (UB), Upper 
Klamath Basin (UKB), Upper Klamath Lake (UKL), hydroelectric reach (HR), Upper Klamath 
River (UKR), Endangered Species Act (ESA).   
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Salmon 

Coho (endangered)1 

In sum, coho salmon would continue to be unavailable in the Upper Klamath 

Basin during the project period, and are expected to remain endangered 

throughout the entire Klamath Basin during the project period. 

Expert Panel Report (Dunne, et al., April 25, 2011). 

No access to upstream habitats, and current trends would provide marginal 

benefits: 

―Coho salmon and steelhead will not have access to habitats upstream 

of Iron Gate Dam,― (p. 40) [and] Continuation of current level of 

restoration activities and flow regulation will provide very small, 

probably undetectable, benefits for the two [coho and steelhead]  

species,‖(p. 18). 

Synthesis Report 

Based on information in the synthesis report, Coho salmon would remain 

extirpated in the Upper Klamath Basin and likely remain endangered, and as such, 

are not expected to be at harvestable levels within the period of analysis despite 

efforts towards recovery (p. 49). 

Klamath  EIS/EIR 

The Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR indicated no change from current downward 

trends: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for coho salmon critical habitat in the 

short and long term.‖ (p. 3.3-60) 

―Coho salmon were once abundant in the Klamath River. Coho salmon in the Klamath 

River watershed are included within the SONCC coho salmon ESU and are currently listed as a 

threatened species under the Federal ESA. Historically, coho salmon inhabited an expansive 

range of the Klamath Basin, including habitat upstream of current dams - Iron Gate, Lewiston 

(Trinity River), and Dwinnell (Shasta River). Coho salmon populations within the Klamath River 

watershed have declined dramatically and currently exist only within a limited portion of their 

historical range. NMFS determined that coho salmon populations throughout the SONCC coho 

salmon ESU continue to be depressed relative to historical numbers, and strong indications exist 

that breeding groups have been lost from a significant percentage of streams within their historical 

range.‖ (p. 86). 
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DOI/ BIA Background Report 

[lower basin]―Under the No Action Alternative, it is expected that populations of 

these fishes will also continue to decline, particularly with anticipated changes in 

the climate, resulting in further reductions in tribal health.  Coho salmon, 

steelhead, green sturgeon, and Pacific lamprey are expected to remain at low 

population levels, with low viability of Klamath River populations…[existing 

efforts] will help reduce the stress on the fishes, but will not be sufficient to bring 

the species to recovery,‖ (DOI/BIA, p. 4-4). 

Spring and Fall Chinook Salmon2 

When project report sources are taken together, conclusions indicate that Chinook 

salmon would continue to be unavailable in the Upper Klamath Basin and Spring 

Chinook could possibly become extinct with Fall Chinook remaining low or its 

populations declining further. 

Expert Panel Reports (Goodman, et. al., June 13, 2011; July 20, 2011). 

The reports did not analyze the no action alternative per se, however aspects of 

current conditions were discussed.  The TMDLs would be less likely to be met 

under current conditions, disease rates would remain relatively high, escapement 

rates are low, there are too many hatchery fish (Iron Gate Hatchery), predation is 

relatively high, and water supplies may be too low, at least at critical times 

depending on various factors (including climate change and agriculture). 

Synthesis Report 

The biological subgroup report asserted that spring and fall Chinook salmon 

would continue to be unavailable in the Upper Klamath Basin, remain a fraction 

of historical levels in the lower basin, and spring-run Chinook may become 

extinct: 

―Chinook salmon populations were extirpated [above Iron Gate Dam] 

with the construction of Project dams.  Historically, the range of this 

species included tributaries to Upper Klamath Lake…[and] Under 

conditions with dams, Chinook salmon will remain extirpated in the 

Klamath River above IGD,‖ (p. 42-43). [In general and below IGD] 

―Chinook salmon in the Klamath River Basin are not listed under the 

State or federal ESA, but low abundance predictions of Klamath 

River Fall Chinook salmon in recent years have forced restrictions to 

West Coast commercial and recreational fisheries. Klamath River 

2 
The NMFS determined that there are modest genetic differences between the fall and spring 

runs, but Spring Chinook have higher fat content valued by Indians for greater subsistence value 

after winter rations were low and by non-Indians for better flavor. 
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fall-run Chinook salmon enter the Klamath River in August through 

October of each year, spawning shortly thereafter in the lower reaches 

of rivers and streams. These runs are substantially lower than 

historical levels.‖ (p. 82). 

Spring Chinook:
3 

[In general and below Iron Gate Dam] ―With minimal access to 

appropriate habitat, Spring Chinook runs will likely remain at a 

fraction of historical levels; it is possible that Klamath River spring 

run Chinook salmon runs will likely remain at a fraction of historical 

levels; it is possible that Klamath River spring-run Chinook salmon 

may become extinct over the period of analysis (Moyle et al. In press; 

Nehlsen et al. 1991)‖ (p. 83). 

Fall Chinook:
4 

[below Iron Gate Dam] Chinook salmon in the Klamath Basin are not 

listed under the state or federal ESA, but low abundance predictions 

of Klamath River Fall Chinook salmon in recent years have forced 

restrictions to West Coast commercial and recreational fisheries. 

Klamath River fall-run Chinook salmon enter the Klamath River in 

August through October of each year, spawning shortly thereafter in 

the lower reaches of rivers and streams. However, under conditions 

with dams, the status of naturally spawning fall-run Chinook salmon 

may continue on its current trajectory (R. Quiñones, USFS, pers. 

comm. (p. 82-83). 

3 
[existing conditions: spring run]Spring-run Chinook salmon enter the Klamath River from 

April to June of each year before migrating to smaller headwater tributaries. Historically, 

populations may have returned earlier, perhaps as early as February and March (Klamath 

Republican articles in Fortune et al. 1966). They require cold, clear rivers and streams with deep 

pools to sustain them through the warm summer months (McCullough 1999). These areas have 

been greatly reduced in the basin due to dams and degradation of habitat. Naturally spawned 

spring-run Chinook salmon populations are now a remnant of their historical abundance and 

primarily occur in the South Fork Trinity River and Salmon River Basins. 
4 
―[existing conditions: fall run]Chinook salmon in the Klamath Basin are not listed under the 

State or federal ESA, but low abundance predictions of Klamath River Fall Chinook salmon in 

recent years have forced restrictions to West Coast commercial and recreational fisheries. Klamath 

River fall-run Chinook salmon enter the Klamath River in August through October of each year, 

spawning shortly thereafter…These runs are substantially lower than historical levels. (p. 80) 
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Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

Spring Chinook: 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for spring-run Chinook salmon in the 

short and long term.‖ (p. 3.3-64) 

Fall Chinook: 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for fall-run Chinook salmon in the 

short and long term.‖ (p. 3.3-63) 

Draft BIA/DOI Subteam Technical Report 

Both Spring- and Fall-Run Chinook 

[upper basin] ―Under the No Action Alternative, Chinook salmon, 

steelhead, and Pacific lamprey will continue to be precluded from 

waters within the Klamath Tribes‘ land,‖ (p. 4-10). 

[lower Klamath River] ―Under the No Action Alternative, Chinook 

salmon populations will continue to be affected by loss of habitat, 

warm water, and blockage of substrate movement negatively affecting 

spawning habitat….The Chinook salmon populations will remain in a 

depleted state…there will be long term degradation of habitat 

complexity and suitability…increased disease, and impaired 

geomorphologic functions in the river downstream from Iron Gate 

Dam,‖ (p. 4-3 to 4-4). 

Spring Chinook: 

[lower Klamath River] ―Spring-run Chinook salmon will continue to 

remain at low population levels with a high risk of uplisting under the 

ESA and CESA,‖ 
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Pacific Lamprey 

In sum, populations below IGD would remain about the same or continue 

declining. 

Final Expert Panel (Close, et. al., January 14, 2010) 

The report stated it was uncertain whether Pacific lamprey were in the upper 

basin, and that there would likely continue to be no change (no Pacific Lamprey 

in the upper basin): 

[Upper Basin]―This area was historically accessible to anadromous 

fishes, but the historical occurrence by Pacific lamprey is 

unresolved… Nevertheless, improvements to fish passage scheduled 

for Keno Dam may open the upper Klamath Basin to Pacific lamprey 

irrespective of their historical occurrence (p. 46) [and] Pacific 

lamprey are currently extirpated above Iron Gate Dam; they are 

unable to pass the dam and the confirmed upstream limit in the 

mainstem Klamath River is Bogus Creek…‖ (p. 28). 

[Below IGD]‖Other habitat improvements [under no action] are also 

planned in a general way that may gradually extend small areas of 

both spawning and rearing conditions for resident lamprey in the 

sediment-starved UKL Basin and spawning conditions in the Klamath 

River downstream of IGD….but since the Panel was provided with no 

concrete information about TMDL actions, it is not possible to assess 

whether such effects are likely to be recognizable downstream of 

UKL without more specific information about the TMDL actions.‖ 

(p. 23). 

Synthesis Report
5 

Synthesis report conclusions were that Pacific lamprey may have been in the 

upper basin, and they will be unable to access suitable habitat in reaches above 

IGD, and populations below IGD may remain the same or decline: 

5 
―[existing conditions, below Iron Gate, synth rpt] There is little data on historical abundance 

or distribution of Pacific lamprey in the Klamath River Basin, however anecdotal evidence 

suggests stocks have been in decline since the late 1980‘s (Larson and Belchik 1998; (Moyle et al. 

2009) and are currently on a status ―Watch List‖ (Moyle et al. In review.). FERC believes this 

decline may be part of a coastwide trend (Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 2007). 

However, a lamprey distribution survey conducted by the Karuk Tribe in 2002 captured no 

lamprey ammocoetes in the reach below Iron Gate Dam to Cottonwood Creek (Karuk Tribal 

Fisheries 2010). Crews noted that ―ideally suitable‖ habitat with substrate consisting of soft (easy 

to push your finger into) sand and fine silt material was almost entirely absent within the reach 

(Karuk Tribal Fisheries 2010). Lamprey ammocoetes were captured directly below Cottonwood 

Creek, one of the first sediment contributing tributaries below the dam (Karuk Tribal Fisheries 

2010).‖ (p. 92-93). 
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[above Iron Gate Dam] The historical upstream distribution of 

Pacific lamprey was likely to at least Spencer Creek above IGD, 

although there is some uncertainty in this regard (Administrative Law 

Judge 2006)…Under conditions with dams, Pacific lamprey will be 

unable to access suitable habitat for spawning and juvenile rearing 

within tributaries and stream reaches above IGD. TMDL 

implementation will benefit this species.‖ (p. 51-52). 

[below Iron Gate Dam] ―Under conditions with dams, anadromous 

Pacific lamprey populations may remain at status quo or continue to 

decline below IGD. TMDL implementation for the Klamath River 

will likely benefit Pacific lamprey,‖ (p. 95). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for Pacific lamprey in the short and 

long term.‖ (p. 3.3-69) 

Draft BIA/DOI Subteam Technical Report 

[upper basin] ―Under the No Action Alternative, Chinook salmon, 

steelhead, and Pacific lamprey will continue to be precluded from 

waters within the Klamath Tribes‘ land,‖ (p. 4-10). 

Steelhead Trout6 

Overall, indications from the reports are that populations would likely continue 

declining. 

Expert Panel Report (Dunne, et. al., April 25, 2011) 

―…steelhead will not have access to habitats upstream of Iron Gate 

Dam, [and] This alternative could result in small improvements in 

habitat for steelhead due to TMDLs, NMFS coho BO, and 

ongoing…restoration activities.  However, these actions are not 

necessarily targeted for steelhead, and, without specific targeting for 

steelhead, their effectiveness…is unknown,‖ (p. 40 and 46). 

6 
Rainbow or redband trout that develop a more pointed head, migrate to the ocean, and 

become much larger than those that remain in fresh water. 

7-9 



 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

    

 
 

  

   

 

     

  

                                                 

                

          

            

          

          

          

         

   
 

Synthesis Report
7 

The report stated that steelhead used to be in the upper basin, but were extirpated 

with construction of the dams—a condition would remain unchanged under 

no action, and lower basin toward goal of recovery once TMDLs are 

implemented: 

[above Iron Gate Dam] ―Steelhead populations in the Klamath River 

above IGD were extirpated with the construction of Project dams.  

Historically, the range of this species included the tributaries of Upper 

Klamath Lake…Under conditions with dams steelhead will remain 

extirpated in the Klamath River above Iron Gate Dam.(p. 50). 

[below Iron Gate Dam] ―Under this scenario, considerable efforts to 

improve habitat are underway (National Marine Fisheries Service 

2010b) toward the goal of recovery of salmon and steelhead stocks. 

Once implemented, TMDLs and associated Implementation Plans are 

expected to improve water quality, reduce stress on salmonids from 

pollution, and contribute to their recovery (National Marine Fisheries 

Service 2010b).  (p. 93). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for steelhead in the short and long 

term.‖ (p. 3.3-67) 

Draft BIA/DOI Subteam Technical Report 

[upper basin] ―Under the No Action Alternative, Chinook salmon, 

steelhead, and Pacific lamprey will continue to be precluded from 

waters within the Klamath Tribes‘ land,‖ (p. 4-10). ―Coho salmon, 

steelhead, green sturgeon, and Pacific lamprey are expected to remain 

at low population levels, with low viability of Klamath River 

populations…[existing efforts] will help reduce the stress on the 

fishes, but will not be sufficient to bring the species to recovery,‖ 

(p. 4-4). 

―[Existing conditions below Iron Gate Dam] The limited data on summer steelhead 

abundance indicates this run is depressed, Steelhead are widely distributed throughout the 

Klamath River watershed below IGD. Populations, including summer, fall, and winter steelhead, 

are considered part of the Klamath Mountains Province ESU. Even though NMFS found that 

listing of the Klamath Mountain Province Steelhead Distinct Population Segment (DPS) was not 

warranted, NMFS expressed concerns about the status of steelhead within this DPS, and identified 

the DPS as a candidate species, which the agency would continue to monitor and re-assess 

(66 FR 17845). 

7-10 

7 



 

  
 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 
 

    

  

  

 

 

 

 

  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 
  

 

 

 

     

 
 

    

                                                 

                

          

         

             

               

             

              

          

          

              

            

            

           

Green Sturgeon 

In sum, indications from the documents range from no change to possible 

improvement. 

Expert Panel Reports - Not included/analyzed. 

Synthesis Report
8 

Green sturgeon spawn primarily in the mainstem Klamath 

Riverdownstream of Ishi Pishi Falls, in the Trinity River downstream 

of Grey‘s Falls, and potentially in the lower Salmon River...However, 

the Northern green sturgeon…is considered a Species of Concern 

(69 FR 19975)…. Under this scenario, considerable efforts to 

improve habitat are underway (National Marine Fisheries Service 

2010b) toward the goal of recovery of salmon and steelhead stocks. 

Once implemented, TMDLs and associated Implementation Plans are 

expected to improve water quality, reduce stress on salmonids from 

pollution, and contribute to their recovery (National Marine Fisheries 

Service 2010b). These efforts may benefit green sturgeon as well.‖ 

(p. 96) 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for green sturgeon in the short and 

long term.‖ (p. 3.3-70) 

Draft BIA/DOI Subteam Technical Report 

―Coho salmon, steelhead, green sturgeon, and Pacific lamprey are 

expected to remain at low population levels, with low viability of 

8 
―[existing conditions, below Iron Gate] Green sturgeon are long-lived, slow-growing fish 

and the most marine-oriented of the sturgeon species. Green sturgeon are believed to spend the 

majority of their lives in nearshore oceanic waters, bays, and estuaries. Early life-history stages 

reside in fresh water, with adults returning to freshwater to spawn when they are more than 

15 years of age and more than 4 feet (1.3 m) in size. Green sturgeon are thought to spawn every 

two to four years (74 FR 52300). However, the Northern green sturgeon DPS is considered 

aSpecies of Concern (69 FR 19975). Green sturgeon populations in this DPS face a number of 

potential threats including concentration of spawning, lack of population data, harvest concerns, 

and loss of spawning habitat. The Klamath River drainage is thought to contain most of the total 

spawning population of green sturgeon (Adams et al. 2002). Green sturgeon are known to occupy 

the mainstem Klamath River to Ishi Pishi falls and the lower portions of the Salmon River. Green 

sturgeon also occupy the Trinity River. Each year juveniles are captured in outmigrant traps at 

Willow Creek. Green sturgeon are regularly harvested by Hoopa Valley Tribal members.‖ (p. 93). 
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Klamath River populations…[existing efforts] will help reduce the 

stress on the fishes, but will not be sufficient to bring the species to 

recovery,‖ (p. 4-4). 

Trout - Rainbow/Redband Trout9 

In sum, distribution, abundance and/or sizes of redband/rainbow would possibly 

decline since, among other things, the dams impair migration. 

Expert Panel Report 

―Under the current Conditions with Dams, distribution and abundance of 

Lake/River redband/rainbow trout is expected to remain stable,‖ (p.72). 

Synthesis Report 

―Redband trout need to migrate among habitats between the dams, 

mainstem tributaries and reservoirs…Under conditions with dams…[they] 

will continue to be blocked…by the lower three Klamath River dams and be 

greatly impaired in their movements by J.C. Boyle Dam (Jacobs et al. 

2008)…Migration impairment and hydropower peaking has apparently 

altered redband trout life history and abundance and led to the decline in 

size and abundance…‖ (p. 59). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

―Reduced redband trout abundance and distribution upstream of Iron Gate 

Dam attributable to Four Facilities features and operations would continue 

under the No Action/No Project Alternative. Habitat connectivity and 

suitability are substantially reduced in some reaches, which also suppresses 

the full range of life-history options formerly available to them. Other 

features of the redband trout populations in these reaches would likely be 

sustained under the No Action/No Project Alternative, such as declines in 

size (Jacobs et al. 2008, as cited in Hamilton et al. 2011) and condition 

factor,‖ (p.3.3-73). 

9 
Redband trout is a name used for an inland subspecies of rainbow trout in certain areas in the 

U.S. Bull trout, threatened, do not occur below IGD. 
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Draft BIADOI Subteam Technical Report - Not included/analyzed. 

Crayfish 

Expert Panel Reports - Not included/analyzed. 

Synthesis Report - Not included/analyzed. 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―Benthic Macroinvertebrates The effect of the No Action/No Project 

Alternative would be no change from existing conditions on 

macroinvertebrates in the short and long term.‖ (p. 3.3-74) 

Mussels 

Expert Panel Reports - Not included/analyzed. 

Synthesis Report - Not included/analyzed. 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

The Klamath EIS/EIR stated no change: 

―The effect of the No Action/No Project Alternative would be no 

change from existing conditions for freshwater mussels in the short 

and long term.‖ (p. 3.3-74) 
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Action Alternative 

Table 7-2.—Summary of Projected Action (KHSA and KBRA) Conditions by 
Species 

Coho Salmon 
(Threatened) 

Summation:  Below IGD, significant negative short term impacts and 
long term effects range from marginal to beneficial.  UB, uncertain 
whether they would reoccupy the area. 

EP:  Adverse impacts in short run, minimal beneficial effects in long 
run, and additional habitat in the UB would be marginal. 

SR: Likely reestablish Coho above IGD in a short period of time which 
will improve overall population persistence in the long run. 

EIS/EIR: Populations/habitat restored in JC Boyle to IGD reach. 
Below IGD, short term impacts would be adverse/significant and 
long term impacts beneficial. Unclear whether they would be 
available in upper river/UB. 

DOI: Expected coho to benefit. 

Spring Chinook 
Salmon 

Summation:  Below IGD, minimal short run impacts (about 2020) due 
to dam removal sediment, positive long run effects (roughly 2021-
2060), although extent varies from minimal to more extensive.  UB, 
Spring Chinook would reoccupy, possibly increase, but not to 
historic levels.  

EP: Abundance is exceptionally low therefore KBRA actions would 
have to be significant to improve survival of existing populations. 

SR:  Short run, reduced abundance, long run slight benefits. Potential 
to increase population in UB, but not to historical levels. 

EIS/EIR Short run less than significant effects. In the Lower 
KR/downstream of IGD, short run, some adverse effects, but would 
be minimized. Long term, benefit species in the reach beginning in 
2020.  Additional access to UB – total increase of 420 miles of 
habitat. 

DOI: Short run suffer losses from up to 1.2 to 2.4 million tons of 
released sediment.  Long run, quick recovery of the fall run and 
potentially spring run.  Salmon would have access to UB habitat. 
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Table 7-2.—Summary of Projected Action (KHSA and KBRA) Conditions by 
Species 

Fall Chinook 
Salmon 

Summation:  Estuarine habitat would not be affected.  Negative short 
run impacts (around 2020) due to dam removal sediment, 
especially in the lower Klamath.  Positive long run effects (about 
2021-2060).  Fall Chinook would reoccupy the UB, possibly 
substantial increase, particularly helpful in years when production 
is low.   

EP: Would experience a substantial increase in lower reaches and 
there could be significant adverse short term dame removal 
sediment impacts. 

SR:  Below IGD, short run adverse impacts, but population expected 
to fully recover within 5 years, and in the long run, modeling shows 
substantially more spawners.  Above IGD, greatest benefit would 
be in years production was low. 

EIS/EIR:  In HR/JC Boyle to IGD reach, short run sediment effects 
would only last about 4 months, long run, establish a more 
favorable water temperatures and quality, decrease disease/toxins 
that would benefit species 2021 onward. In the Lower 
KR/downstream of IGD, short run, adverse effects would be 
minimized, long run beneficial. Additional access to UB for a total 
increase of habitat. 

DOI: Gain access to 350 miles of historic spawning habitat. Short run 
suffer losses from up to 1.2 to 2.4 million tons of released 
sediment.  Long run, quick recovery of the fall run and potentially 
spring run. Salmon would have access to UB habitat. 

Pacific 
Lamprey 

Summation:  Below IGD, short run, 2012-2020 no change and around 
2020-2025/30 decline due to dam removal sediment could be 
severe, but would recover, especially UKR.  Long run (about 
2025/30 -2060), population would increase up to 10% (14% in the 
mainstem).  Potential to occupy UB.  

EP:  Below IGD their range would increase 1 – 10%.  Mainstem 
increase capacity about 14% or more.  Short term, 2012 to 2020, 
no change in harvest rates.  2020 to 2025/2030, short term decline 
due to sediment release.  Long term, 2025/2030 to 2060, gradual 
increase (up to 10%) resulting from recolonization.  IGD to Keno 
reach would see an increase in habitat quality and population. 
Potential to access and occupy UB. 

SR:  Below IGD, short term, effects from sediment could be severe, 
but would recover quickly.  Above IGD would quickly recolonize 
area between UKL and IGD, long term beneficial. 

EIS/EIR:  Estuarine habitat would not be affected.  Below IGD, short 
term, significant effects and long term benefits.  Not expected to 
occupy UB.  

DOI: Expected to benefit/increase. 
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Table 7-2.—Summary of Projected Action (KHSA and KBRA) Conditions by 
Species 

Steelhead Summation:  Below IGD, short term, adverse sediment impacts 
Trout (approximately 2020-2026),  long term, increased numbers, 
 possibly substantial.  UB, reestablish and increase, possibly 

substantial.   
EP:  Short term, sediment will be injurious to upstream migratory 

steelhead and coho.  Long term, increased numbers.  UB, 
assuming passage through Keno and UKL is successful, then 
increase in habitat and abundance, possibly substantial. 

SR:  Increased habitat available above IGD would enable 
reestablishment.  Below IGD, short term, reservoir drawdown 
would affect  6 year classes.  Long term Action Alternative would 
be beneficial. 

EIS/EIR:  Estuarine habitat would not be affected.  Short term 
significant sediment effects.  Long term restore connectivity of 
potentially useable habitat in UKB.  Below IGD, substantial long 
term benefit.   

DOI:  Expected to benefit/increase. 

Green 
Sturgeon
(threate

 
ned) 

Summation:  Short term minimal effects, long term benefit, possibly 
substantial. 

EP:  Not included/analyzed. 
SR:  Short term would have little influence on the population over the 

long term.  Dam removal and KBRA would likely be beneficial. 
EIS/EIR:  Estuarine habitat would not be affected.  In the short term 

significant effects, long term they could benefit substantially. 
DOI: Expected to benefit/increase. 

Redband and 
Rainbow Trout 
 

Summation:  Some short term impacts, long run increased 
abundance, potentially significant. 

EP:  Short term adverse, long term beneficial 
SR:  Mid to long term beneficial 
EIS/EIR:  Mid to long term beneficial 
DOI:  Same conclusions as other analyses. 

Trout Summation: Some short term impacts, long run increased abundance, 
potentially significant. 

EP:  Short term adverse, long term beneficial 
SR:  Mid to long term benficial 
EIS/EIR: Mid to long term benficial 
DOI: Not included/analyzed. 
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Table 7-2.—Summary of Projected Action (KHSA and KBRA) Conditions by 
Species 

Crayfish Summation:  Short term significant adverse effects, long term benefit. 
(Benthic Macro EP and SR:  Not included/analyzed. 
invertebrates) 

EIS/EIR: Would be a significant impact on crayfish populations in HR 
and mainstem Klamath River downstream of IGD, but recovery 
would be relatively fast. 

DOI: Not included/analyzed. 

Mollusks, Summation:  Significant adverse effects in HR and mainstem from 
mainly Mussels about 2020-2030, longer term beneficial. 

EP:  Not included/analyzed. 

SR:  No change. 

EIS/EIR: Would be a significant impact on mussel populations in HR 
and mainstem Klamath River downstream of IGD since it would 
take up to a decade to recover. 

DOI: Not included/analyzed. 

Sources and acronyms:	 Expert panel reports (EP), biological subteam synthesis report (SR), preliminary 
administrative draft EIS/EIR (EIS/EIR), and DOI Final Report (DOI/BIA). 
Acronyms: Iron Gate Dam (IGD), Upper Basin (UB), Upper Klamath Basin (UKB), 
Upper Klamath Lake (UKL), hydroelectric reach (HR), Upper Klamath River 
(UKR), Endangered Species Act (ESA). 

Salmon 

Coho 

In sum, it appears that there would be adverse short term impacts to coho salmon 

populations, and positive long term impacts for the action alternative. It is 

unclear whether there would be Coho salmon in the Upper Klamath Basin. 

Expert Panel Report (Dunne, April 25, 2011) 

Changed from essentially no effect to small beneficial effect in all reaches except 

UKB where it is more uncertain, especially for Coho (as opposed to steelhead) 

Action Alternative would likely have small beneficial effects in the long run and 

would have some adverse impacts in the short term (dam removal sediment), and 

additional habitat in the Upper Klamath Basin might be inaccessible: 

―Short-term effects of dam removal on sediment transport will be 

injurious to upstream migrating coho and steelhead, but longer-term 

prospects…is an increase and expansion in spawning and rearing 

habitat…for coho probably slightly.(p. 18) 

―…the difference between the Proposed Action and Current 

Conditions is expected to be small, especially in the short-term 
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(0-10 years after dam removal). Larger (moderate) responses are 

possible under the Proposed Action if the KBRA is fully and 

effectively implemented and mortality caused by the pathogen 

C. shasta is reduced. The more likely small response will result from 

modest increases in habitat area usable by coho with dam removal, 

small changes in conditions in the mainstem, positive but 

unquantified changes in tributary habitats where most coho spawn 

and rear, and the potential risk for disease and low ocean survival to 

offset gains in production in the new habitat.…Improvements on the 

order of two to four times the current freshwater survival are likely 

needed to offset low marine survival.  Nevertheless, colonization of 

the Project Reach between Keno and Iron Gate Dams by coho would 

likely lead to a small increase in abundance and spatial distribution of 

the ESU, which are key factors used by NMFS to assess viability of 

the ESU.‖(p. ii). 

[concerning Upper Basin] ―In the long-term, KBRA activities in 

the tributaries of Upper Klamath Lake will enhance flow and 

sedimentation and especially physical habitat quality, but will greatly 

benefit the fish only if the coho and steelhead can access the 

tributaries through Upper Klamath Lake. There is not strong evidence 

that coho previously migrated through Upper Klamath Lake.‖ 

(Hamilton et al. 2005).(p. 19). 

―The extent of new habitat for coho and steelhead upstream of Upper 

Klamath Lake will depend on the success of these fish to travel 

through the lake and establish populations in the tributaries. Thus, it 

will depend on the success of KBRA restoration activities.‖ (p. 29) 

―If both upstream and downstream passage through Keno Reservoir 

and Upper Klamath Lake are successful, then access to upstream 

habitat (above Upper Klamath Lake) could increase the abundance of 

steelhead (possibly substantially) and coho salmon if fish utilize 

the new habitat and can successfully complete their life 

cycles….However, recolonization of habitats above Upper Klamath 

Lake are uncertain because many factors may limit population 

success, especially for coho salmon.‖ (p. 40). 

Synthesis Report 

Dam removal would benefit coho salmon by providing additional habitat and 

reestablish them above Iron Gate Dam, and the KBRA would accelerate TMDL 

water quality benefits with essentially negligible short term impacts since most 

would be out of the mainstem by November: 

[short term below IGD] ―The effect of dam removal on the coho 

salmon population is not expected to be significant, despite direct 
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mortality to a proportion of some life stages (Stillwater Sciences 

2009a).  A decrease in coho salmon production is likely for two year 

classes (Stillwater Sciences 2009a).‖ (p. 91). 

[long term below IGD] ―Over the long term, water quality and habitat 

would improve for coho salmon downstream from IGD with dam 

removal.‖ (p. 91) 

[short term above IGD] ―Dam removal would result in an increase in 

habitat and likely reestablish coho salmon above Iron Gate Dam in a 

short period of time…  From 2012 to 2020 sport, commercial, and 

Tribal harvest will be held at minimal levels to rebuild runs under 

KBRA.  Consequently, incidental coho salmon harvest would be 

reduced.  Afterward 2020 coho incidental harvest would likely 

increase due to the increase effort directed at Chinook salmon, 

―(p. 49-50). 

[long term above IGD] ―Dam removal would result in an increase in 

habitat and coho salmon would likely access these habitats above IGD 

in a short period of time, as observed after barrier removal at 

Landsburg Dam in Washington (Kiffney et al. 2008) and dam 

removal at Little Sandy Dam in Oregon (B. Strobel, Portland Water 

Bureau, pers. comm.). Assuming coho salmon distribution up to 

Spencer Creek after dam removal, coho salmon will have an 

additional 68 miles of habitat, including approximately 45 miles of 

habitat in the mainstem Klamath River and tributaries (National 

Marine Fisheries Service 2007a; U.S. Department of the Interior 

2007), as well as an additional 23 miles of habitat currently inundated 

by the reservoirs (Cunanan 2009). From 2012 to 2020 sport, 

commercial, and Tribal harvest will be held at minimal levels to 

rebuild runs under KBRA20‖ Consequently, incidental coho salmon 

harvest would be reduced. After 2020 coho incidental harvest would 

likely increase due to the increased effort directed at Chinook 

salmon.‖(p. 49) 

[long term below IGD] ―Overall, dam removal and associated KBRA 

actions will accelerate TMDL potential water quality benefits to this 

species (USDI Secretarial Determination Water Quality SubGroup In 

Prep)…Access to habitat above IGD would provide connectivity 

across historically accessible habitats and allows fish to respond to 

changing environmental conditions… Thus, there would be less risk 

of extinction when more habitat is available across the ESU.‖ 

(p. 90-91). 
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Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

The Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR indicated that coho salmon would continue to 

be absent in the Upper Klamath Basin and that there would be adverse impacts in 

the short run to some portions of the populations with benefits in the long term 

due primarily to additional habitat and improved water quality and temperatures: 

[Overall Klamath River Reach - 9 coho population units total] ―Based 

on increased habitat availability and improved habitat quality, the 

effect of the Proposed Action would be beneficial for the coho salmon 

from the Upper Klamath River, Mid-Klamath River, Lower Klamath 

River, Shasta River, Scott River, and Salmon River population units 

in the long term. Based on improved habitat quality, the effect of the 

Proposed Action on coho salmon from the three Trinity River 

population units would be less-than-significant for the long term.‖ 

(p. 3.3-112).  

[Long term] ―These [primarily as a result of dam removal] changes 

would result in more favorable water temperature for salmonids, and 

would improve water quality and reduce instances of disease and 

algal toxins. All of these changes would benefit coho salmon 

produced in the Hydroelectric Reach in 2020 and thereafter.‖ 

(p. 3.3-107) 

[Upper Klamath River]‖There is no historical evidence that coho 

salmon occurred upstream of J.C. Boyle Reservoir…‖(p. 3.3-106). 

Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of a year class in the 

short term, the Proposed Action would have a significant effect on 

coho salmon from the Upper Klamath River, Mid-Klamath River, 

Shasta River, and Scott River population units after mitigation in the 

short term. (p. 3.3-111) 

[Hydroelectric Reach] ―These changes would result in more favorable 

water temperature for salmonids, and would improve water quality 

and reduce instances of disease and algal toxins. All of these changes 

would benefit coho salmon produced in the Hydroelectric Reach in 

2020 and thereafter.‖(p. 3.3-107) 

[Estuary]‖The Proposed Action is not expected to substantially 

change or affect coho salmon estuarine habitat. Sediment, flow, and 

water temperature effects would likely not extend downstream to the 

estuary.‖(p. 3.3-110). 

Draft DOI/BIA Subteam Technical Report 

―Coho salmon, steelhead, and Pacific lamprey populations are 

expected to increase in the Klamath River and its tributaries as a 

result of the Proposed Action,‖ (p. 4-15). 
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Spring and Fall Chinook 

Fall Chinook conclusions ranged from modest increase to a sizeable increase due 

primarily to improvements in water quality, temperature, and additional habitat.  

Short term impacts, although dam removal may have significant impacts, are not 

expected to last longer than five years at most.  For Spring Chinook, mid to long 

term conclusions ranged essentially no change to significant improvement due 

primarily to improvements in water quality, temperature, and additional habitat.  

Short term impacts would be negligible since dam removal would occur in the 

fall. 

Expert Panel Reports (Goodman, et. al., June 13, 2011; Goodman et al, July 20, 

2011) 

Conclusions indicate that fall Chinook would experience a substantial increase in 

lower reaches of the River and there may be significant adverse short term dam 

removal sediment impacts.  Improvements in spring Chinook populations is 

expected to be minimal, although the conclusion involves unknowns. An increase 

in Chinook salmon upstream of Keno Dam is uncertain. 

Addendum (Goodman, et. al., July 20, 2011) 

Fall Chinook 

―The Panel concluded that a substantial [about 10 percent of the 

average number of natural spawners, or about 10,000 spawners] 

increase in Chinook salmon is possible in the reach between Iron Gate 

Dam and Keno Dam. An increase in Chinook salmon upstream of 

Keno Dam is less certain. Within the range of pertinent uncertainties, 

it is possible that the increase in Chinook salmon upstream of Keno 

Dam could be large, but the nature of the uncertainties precludes 

attaching a probability to the prediction by the methods and 

information available to the Panel. The principal uncertainties fall into 

four classes: the wide range of variability in salmon runs in near-

pristine systems, lack of detail and specificity about KBRA, 

uncertainty about an institutional framework for implementing KBRA 

in an adaptive fashion, and outstanding ecological uncertainties in the 

Klamath system that appear not to have been resolved by the 

available studies to date.‖ (p. i). 

Spring Chinook 

―The prospects for the Proposed Action to provide a substantial 

positive effect for spring Chinook salmon is much more remote than 

for fall Chinook salmon. The present abundance of spring Chinook 

salmon is exceptionally low and spawning occurs in only a few 
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tributaries in the basin.‖(p. 25).  Also stated that conditions would be 

more favorable under action verses no action concerning climate 

change. 

Final Report (Goodman, et. al., June 13, 2011) 

Fall Chinook 

[short term middle and lower River] ―…sediments from Klamath 

project reservoirs may have significant effects on the survival of the 

run and brood present when the dams are removed.‖(p. 20-21). 

[Keno to Iron Gate Dam reach and LKR mid to long term] ―…a 

substantial increase in Chinook salmon is possible in the reach 

between Iron Gate dam and Keno Dam.‖ (p. i)  [Dam 

removal/sediment]..the degree to which these persistent sands will 

reduce Chinook salmon spawning success in the lower mainstem 

Klamath River, relative to increase spawning success in the project 

area, is unknown.‖(p. 21) 

[Upstream of Keno Dam] ―…An increase in Chinook salmon 

upstream of Keno Dam is less certain.‖(p. i) 

Spring Chinook 

―The prospects for the Proposed Action to provide a substantial 

positive effect for spring Chinook salmon is much more remote than 

for fall Chinook salmon. The present abundance of spring Chinook 

salmon is exceptionally low and spawning occurs in only a few 

tributaries in the basin…Intervention would be needed to establish 

populations in the new habitats, at least initially….KBRA actions 

would need to greatly improve survival of existing populations…‖ 

(p. 25). 

Synthesis Report 

The mobility of Chinook salmon (and other anadromous species) require 

consideration of the entire Klamath River Basin when examining impacts for 

particular reaches or areas, as with commercial fisheries, described by the 

synthesis report: 

[above IGD]―….While this management scenario would not create a 

commercial fishery above IGD, anadromous salmonid access to 

habitat above IGD would benefit commercial salmon fisheries. 

(p. 69). 
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[below IGD] By truncating the range of flows that led to diverse life 

history strategies, changes in the annual hydrology have influenced 

populations of fish that have evolved under the natural flow regime. 

These changes included effects on the environmental cues used to 

trigger anadromous salmonid migrations (outmigration, spawning) 

and the availability and quality of habitat necessary to meet the life 

history needs of species (National Marine Fisheries Service 2002).‖ 

(p. 70) 

Spring Chinook 

[Entire River] ―Dam removal provides an opportunity for spring-run 

Chinook salmon to become reestablished in the upper Klamath 

River,‖ (p.47).  ―Restoration under KBRA provides considerable 

potential to increase spring run abundance.  However, Huntington 

(2006) cautioned that the existing potential for Chinook salmon 

production within the basin above UKL is clearly much lower than 

his estimate of historical potential,‖(p. 42). 

[below Iron Gate Dam – short term] The overall effect of dam 

removal to the spring-run Chinook population is not anticipated to be 

considerable (Stillwater Sciences 2009a),‖ (p. 85). 

[below Iron Gate Dam – long run] ―Implementing either the KBRA 

type flows or the Hardy et al. (2006) Phase II flow recommendations 

was predicted to decrease the occurrence of poor production years in 

the future by 2/3. This would have significant positive consequences 

for Chinook salmon given their life cycle in the Klamath River 

(Hetrick et al. 2009).  Overall, dam removal and associated KBRA 

actions will accelerate TMDL potential water quality benefits to this 

species (USDI Secretarial Determination Water Quality SubGroup In 

Prep). The restored temperature regime would mean varied and 

differing effects to anadromous fish below IGD,‖(p. 85). 

Fall Chinook 

[Overall] ―Modeling for fall-run Chinook salmon showed the chance 

of getting substantially more fall-run Chinook salmon spawners is 

much better with the dams removed than with the dams remaining, 

over a 50 year period (Oosterhout 2005).‖ (p. 88) 

[above Iron Gate Dam]―A ranking level model comparison of fall run 

Chinook spawners in the upper watershed predicts that numbers 

will likely be higher with dam removal than under existing 

conditions…over a 50 year period (Oosterhout 2005),‖ (p. 46).  

―…conditions for fall-run Chinook migration appear favorable (at 

least through Upper Klamath Lake),‖ (p. 48).  ―KBRA flows are 

intended to benefit fall-run Chinook salmon. Hetrick‘s analysis of 
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KBRA type23 flows interim flows showed the greatest benefits of 

would be in years when production was low (Hetrick et al, 2009),‖ 

(p. 85). 

[below Iron Gate Dam – short term] The reduction in the number of 

fall-run spawners that would occur under the worst-case scenario 

would be evident for three years of direct impact from a given 

sediment pulse (Stillwater Sciences 2009a)…Overall, it appears that 

the impacts on fall-run Chinook salmon due to suspended sediments 

will be short-term, and that the population will fully recover within 

five years after dam removal (Stillwater Sciences 2008),‖ (p. 85). 

[middle Klamath River mid to long term] ―KBRA flows are intended 

to benefit fall-run Chinook salmon. Hetrick‘s analysis of KBRA 

type23 flows interim flows showed the greatest benefits of would be in 

years when production was low (Hetrick et al, 2009). For years where 

modeled historical production was high, there was little difference 

from KBRA management…Implementing either the KBRA type 

flows or the Hardy et al. (2006) Phase II flow recommendations was 

predicted to decrease the occurrence of poor production years in the 

future by 2/3. This would have significant positive consequences for 

Chinook salmon given their life cycle in the Klamath River (Hetrick 

et al. 2009).‖ (p. 85).  

[long term middle and lower Klamath River] ―The miles of habitat 

below IGD with suitable temperatures for Chinook salmon migration 

during August 15 to September 15 would increase from 20 miles with 

dams in to more than 100 miles with dams out (Figure 12)… Dam 

removal would reestablish connectivity of resident and anadromous 

fish to habitat currently blocked by the dams (Burroughs et al. 2010).‖ 

(p. 85 and 87). 

[below IGD long run] ―Modeling for fall-run Chinook salmon shows 

the chance of getting substantially more fall-run Chinook salmon 

spawners is much better with the dams removed than with the dams 

remaining, over a 50 year period (Oosterhout 2005).‖ (p. 88). 

Draft DOI/BIA Subteam Technical Report 

[Overall long run]―…Chinook salmon would gain access to more than 

350 miles of historic spawning habitat,‖ (p. 4-14). 

[Short term] Chinook salmon are expected to suffer losses resulting 

from a release of up to 1.2 to 2.4 million tons of fine sediment, 

causing high suspended sediment loads and local, short-term sediment 

deposition,‖ (p. 4-14). 
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[Long term] ―…Improved temperatures (reduced by 7 degrees to 

9 degrees Celsius) from October through November would create 

more ideal temperatures for adult migration and spawning. 

Implementation of the proposed action will directly affect Chinook 

salmon by accelerating the TMDL process, and thus improving water 

quality conditions at a more rapid rate…This life cycle change 

benefits the Klamath River Chinook salmon because it takes them 

closer to their historic conditions…These factors in combination will 

result in an anticipated quick recovery of the fall-run and potentially 

spring run, Chinook salmon populations,‖ (p. 4-15.) 

[UKB]―Chinook salmon would be able to access habitat in the 

Klamath River within the Tribes‘ reservation…[and] their numbers 

are expected to increase,‖ (p. 4-19). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

Spring Chinook 

[short term] ―Based on minimal reduction in the abundance of a year 

class in the short term, the effect of the Proposed Action would be 

less-than-significant for spring-run Chinook salmon in the short term. 

Based on minimal reduction in the abundance of a year class in the 

short term, the Proposed Action would be a less-than-significant 

effect on spring-run Chinook salmon after mitigation.‖ (p. 3.3-105) 

[long term] ―Based on increased habitat availability and improved 

habitat quality, the effect of the Proposed Action would be beneficial 

for spring-run Chinook salmon in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-106). 

[in the Upper Klamath River]…dam removal would allow…access to 

the Upper Klamath River upstream of J.C. Boyle Reservoir.  The 

access would expand the…current habitat to include historic habitat 

along the mainstem Klamath river and upstream to the Sprague, 

Williamson, and Wood Rivers (Hamilton, et al, 2005)…a potential 

increase in access to 49 significant tributaries in the UKB, comprising 

420 miles of additional potentially productive habitat…‖. The 

Proposed Action would not result in changes to suspended or 

bedload sediment, flow-related habitat, or algal toxins and disease.‖ 

(p. 3.3-101).  

[hydroelectric reach] ―The Proposed Action would restore spring-run 

Chinook salmon access to the Hydroelectric Reach. Adults could first 

access this reach in spring 2021 after dam removal; thus, short-term 

gains in flow-related habitat or habitat expansion would be limited to 

later cohorts. The Proposed Action would eliminate the Four 
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Facilities and would establish a flow regime that more closely mimics 

natural conditions by increasing spring flow and by incorporating 

more variability in daily flows.‖ (p. 3.3-102). 

[lower Klamath] ―The Proposed Action would release dam-stored 

sediment downstream to the lower Klamath River Reach in the short 

term, and would establish a flow regime that more closely mimics 

natural conditions in the long term. Adult spring-run Chinook salmon 

do not currently occur upstream of the Salmon River, and would not 

be expected to be able to use the mainstem Klamath River upstream 

of Iron Gate Dam until conditions in the Hydroelectric Reach are 

suitable.‖ (p. 3.3-102). 

[Estuary] ―The Proposed Action is not expected to substantially 

change or affect spring-run Chinook salmon estuarine habitat.‖ 

(p. 3.3-105). 

Fall Chinook: 

[short term] ―Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of a 

year class in the short term, the effect of the Proposed Action would 

be significant for fall-run Chinook salmon in the short term.  Based 

on minimal reduction in the abundance of a year class in the short 

term, the Proposed Action would be a less-than-significant effect on 

fall-run Chinook salmon after mitigation.‖ (p. 3.3-100). 

[long term] ―Based on increased habitat availability and improved 

habitat quality, the effect of the Proposed Action would be beneficial 

for fall-run Chinook salmon in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-101). 

[in the Upper Klamath River]―…removal of  the four dams would 

allow fall-run Chinook salmon to gain access to the upper Klamath 

River upstream of J.C. Boyle Reservoir.  The access would expand 

the Chinook salmon‘s current habitat to include historic habitat along 

the mainstem Klamath River, upstream to the Sprague, Williamson, 

and Wood Rivers (Hamilton et al. 2005)…a potential increase in 

access to 49 significant tributaries in the UKB, comprising 420 miles 

of additional potentially productive habitat…‖(p. 3.3-95) 

[hydroelectric reach] ―The Proposed Action would restore fall-run 

Chinook salmon access to the Hydroelectric Reach. Adults could first 

access this reach in fall 2020 after dam removal. Because of this they 

would not exposed to the elevated SSCs that would occur during dam 

removal.‖ (p. 3.3-96). 
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[downstream of Iron Gate Dam] ―The Proposed Action would 

establish a flow regime that more closely mimics natural conditions in 

the lower Klamath River. Flows under the Proposed Action are 

intended to benefit fall-run Chinook salmon.‖ (p. 3.3-99). 

[Estuary] The Proposed Action would not substantially change or 

affect estuarine habitat used by fall-run Chinook salmon.‖ (p. 3.3-99). 

Pacific Lamprey 

In sum, there could be a total increase in their range of 1 to 10 percent below Iron 

Gate dam and increased capacity in the mainstem of about 14 percent or more.  

From about 2010 to 2020, there would be no change, and from 2020 to about 

2025 to 2030 there is expected to be a short term decline due to sediment release, 

and from 2030 to 2060, there is would likely be a gradual increase. 

Final Expert Panel (January 14, 2010) 

From about 2012 to 2020, there would be no change in harvest rates, and from 

roughly 2020 to anywhere from about 2025 to 2030, a short term decline due to 

sediment issues associated with dam removal, and from about 2030 to 2060, there 

is expected to be a gradual increase and there is the potential for Pacific Lamprey 

to exist in the Upper Klamath Basin: 

―Increased extent of habitat (capacity) for Pacific lamprey…was 

estimated approximately at 14 percent (Section 5.2.1). However, 

larval habitat quality in the reach between Iron Gate Dam and Keno 

Dam will be less desirable than in downstream reaches currently 

available to anadromous lamprey, making the increase in lamprey 

production as the result of dam removal and KBRA in this reach 

alone less than 14 percent. …Conditions without Dams and with the 

KBRA might lead to an increase in productivity below Iron Gate Dam 

also (due to a potential increase in spawning habitat upstream of Iron 

Gate Dam and reestablishment of natural sediment dynamics 

downstream of Iron Gate Dam), the Panel then roughly estimated that 

there might be a total increase of production of outmigrant lamprey 

(and hence harvest potential) in the range of 1 to 10 percent relative to 

conditions with Dams. Within the range of 1 to 10 percent, the 

production of lamprey in this extended range downstream of Keno 

Dam will depend on the survival of adults in the ocean and the 

success of the KBRA.‖(p. 45-46). 

[hydroelectric reach] ―Dam removal will put an end to rapid 

fluctuations of flow for peaking of power production in the 

impounded reach.  Halting of this practice will remove the frequent 

alternation of hours of high flow velocities followed by rapid 

dewatering of channel margins‖ (p. 25). 
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[below Iron Gate Dam]‖…might be a total increase of production of 

outmigrant lamprey (and hence harvest potential) in the range of 1 to 

10 percent relative to Conditions with Dams.  Within the range of 1 to 

10 percent, the production of lamprey in this extended range 

downstream of Keno Dam will depend on survival of adults in the 

ocean and the success of the KBRA,‖(p. 46). 

[mainstem] ―Dam removal would then increase the extent of potential 

mainstem habitat by approximately 14 percent,‖ (p. 29).  ―Capacity 

for Pacific Lamprey in the Klamath River system is predicted to 

increase by a maximum of 14 percent (based on analysis of mainstem 

habitat), with potentially more if habitat in the upper Klamath River 

Basin is accessible and suitable,‖(p. 32). 

[above IGD] ‖Pacific lamprey are currently extirpated above Iron 

Gate Dam; they are unable to pass the dam and the confirmed 

upstream limit in the mainstem Klamath River is Bogus 

Creek…Hamilton e. al. (2010) estimated that an additional 69 miles 

of Pacific lamprey habitat will be opened up by removal of the four 

lower Klamath River dams.‖ (p. 28-29). 

Synthesis Report 

Dam removal is expected to expand their range and Pacific lamprey would 

recolonize the Upper Klamath Basin and benefit mid to long term despite negative 

short term impacts: 

[below IGD short term] ―… nearly half of the escapement returns to 

the Trinity River and its tributaries…where effects would be less 

severe because of dilution….With few ammocoetes directly below 

IGD, effects are unlikely to impact the Pacific lamprey population as 

a whole.  Due to their wide spatial distribution in the Klamath basin, 

straying behavior, and high fecundity, Pacific lamprey are anticipated 

to recover relatively quickly from dam removal impacts (Stillwater 

Sciences 2009a).‖ (p. 95). 

[Below IGD mid to long term] ―…increased habitat availability and 

reestablishment of natural sediment dynamics following dam removal 

are likely to help reduce the impacts of dam removal for any Pacific 

lamprey in the mainstem that survive initial sediment releases 

(Stillwater Sciences 2009a)…Overall, dam removal and associated 

KBRA actions will accelerate TMDL water quality benefits to this 

species (USDI Secretarial Determination Water Quality SubGroup In 

Prep),‖ (p. 95). 

[above Iron Gate Dam]―…dam removal would be more conducive to 

the reestablishment of anadromous Pacific lamprey above IGD… 

Capacity for Pacific lamprey in the Klamath River system is predicted 
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to increase by a maximum of 14 percent (based on analysis of 

mainstem habitat), with potentially more if habitat in the upper 

Klamath River Basin is accessible and suitable (Close et al. 2010). 

Full implementation of KBRA could potentially increase the capacity 

of Pacific lamprey habitat upstream from Keno Dam (Close et al. 

2010). (p. 52). 

Overall, dam removal and associated KBRA actions will accelerate 

water quality improvements (Dunne et al. 2011) and TMDL water 

quality benefits to this species… (p. 52). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

[short term] ―Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of a 

year class in the short term, the effect of the Proposed Action would 

be significant for Pacific lamprey in the short term [and] after 

mitigation.‖ (p. 3.3-123). 

[Long run] ―Based on increased habitat availability and improved 

habitat quality, the effect of the Proposed Action would be beneficial 

for Pacific lamprey in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-123) 

[in the Upper Klamath River]―…removal of  the four dams would 

allow fall-run Chinook salmon to gain access to the upper Klamath 

River upstream of J.C. Boyle Reservoir.  The access would expand 

the Chinook salmon‘s current habitat to include historic habitat along 

the mainstem Klamath River, upstream to the Sprague, Williamson, 

and Wood Rivers (Hamilton et al. 2005)…a potential increase in 

access to 49 significant tributaries in the UKB, comprising 420 miles 

of additional potentially productive habitat…‖(p. 3.3-95) 

[hydroelectric reach] ―The Proposed Action would provide Pacific 

lamprey with access to the Hydroelectric Reach and tributaries…Most 

sediment released from the reservoirs would likely be eroded within 

the first five months after dam removal (by May 2020), returning 

sections of river currently inundated by reservoirs and riverine 

sections between reservoirs to a pool-riffle morphology. After erosion 

of dam-stored sediment, the Hydroelectric Reach would likely contain 

gravel suitable for lamprey spawning and rearing. The Proposed 

Action would also eliminate the reservoirs and establish a flow 

regime that more closely mimics natural conditions.‖ (p. 3.3-120). 

[downstream of Iron Gate Dam] ―The Proposed Action would release 

dam-stored sediment and reduce dissolved oxygen downstream to the 

lower Klamath River in the short term, and restore a flow regime 

that more closely mimics natural conditions in the long term.‖ 

(p. 3.3-121). 
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[Estuary] ―The Proposed Action would not substantially change or 

affect Pacific lamprey estuarine habitat used by fall-run Chinook 

salmon.‖ (p. 3.3-121). 

Draft DOI/BIA Subteam Technical Report 

―Coho salmon, steelhead, and Pacific lamprey populations are expected to 

increase in the Klamath River and its tributaries as a result of the Proposed 

Action,‖ (p. 4-15). 

Steelhead Trout 

Short term effects of dam removal would be negative, but short-lived, and 

positive in the long term, primarily due to many more miles of habitat available. 

Expert Panel Report (Dunne, et. al., April 25, 2011) 

[short term] ―Short-term effects of dam removal on sediment 

transport will be injurious to upstream migrating coho and steelhead, 

but longer-term prospects of dam removal with KBRA is an increase 

and expansion in spawning and rearing habitat – for steelhead 

probably considerably, and for coho probably slightly.‖ (p. 18). 

―…effects of dam removal on sediment transport will be injurious to 

upstream migrating coho and steelhead, but longer-term prospects of 

dam removal with KBRA is an increase and expansion in spawning 

and rearing habitat - for steelhead probably considerably, and for 

coho probably slightly.‖ (p. 18). 

―the Proposed Action could result in increased spatial distribution and 

numbers of steelhead, and in the long-term (decades), increased 

numbers relative to those under Current Conditions.‖ (p. ii). 

[concerning Upper Basin] ―In the long-term, KBRA activities in the 

tributaries of Upper Klamath Lake will enhance flow and 

sedimentation and especially physical habitat quality, but will greatly 

benefit the fish only if the coho and steelhead can access the 

tributaries through Upper Klamath Lake. There is not strong evidence 

that coho previously migrated through Upper Klamath Lake.‖ 

(Hamilton et al. 2005). (p. 19). 

―The extent of new habitat for coho and steelhead upstream of Upper 

Klamath Lake will depend on the success of these fish to travel 

through the lake and establish populations in the tributaries. Thus, it 

will depend on the success of KBRA restoration activities.‖ (p. 29) 
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―If both upstream and downstream passage through Keno Reservoir 

and Upper Klamath Lake are successful, then access to upstream 

habitat (above Upper Klamath Lake) could increase the abundance of 

steelhead (possibly substantially) and coho salmon if fish utilize the 

new habitat and can successfully complete their life cycles…. 

However, recolonization of habitats above Upper Klamath Lake are 

uncertain because many factors may limit population success, 

especially for coho salmon.‖ (p. 40). 

Synthesis Report 

―Overall, dam removal and associated KBRA actions will accelerate 

TMDL potential water quality benefits to this species (USDI 

Secretarial Determination Water Quality SubGroup In Review).‖ 

(p. 94). 

[below Iron Gate Dam] ―Summer and winter steelhead are currently 

distributed throughout the Klamath River downstream of IGD and its 

tributaries, spawning primarily in tributaries such as Trinity, Scott, 

Shasta, and Salmon rivers. Reservoir draw down impacts are 

predicted to be greatest for the portion of the steelhead adults 

migrating to spawn in tributaries upstream of the Trinity River 

confluence, and are anticipated to affect at least six year classes of 

this group (Stillwater Sciences 2009a)….Access to additional habitat 

in the upper Klamath River watershed would benefit steelhead runs. 

In general, dam removal with KBRA would likely result in the 

restoration of more reproducing populations, higher genetic diversity, 

and the opportunity for variable life histories and use of new 

habitats.‖ (p. 93) 

[above Iron Gate Dam] Steelhead populations in the Klamath River 

above IGD were extirpated with the construction of Project dams. 

―Conditions without dams would enable reestablishment of steelhead 

above Iron Gate Dam and result in an increase in the amount of 

habitat for this species…Because of their ability to navigate steeper 

gradient channels and spawn in smaller and intermittent streams 

(Platts and Partridge 1978), steelhead would realize the extent of 

anadromous habitat gain to a greater degree than other 

species.‖(p. 50-51). 

Overall, dam removal and associated KBRA actions will accelerate 

TMDL potential water quality benefits to this species…,‖ (Hamilton 

et. al., November 23, 2010, p. 50-51). 
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Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

[short term] ―Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of a 

year class in the short term, the effect of the Proposed Action would 

be significant for summer and winter steelhead in the short 

term…[and] after mitigation‖ (p. 3.3-119) 

[long term] ―Based on increased habitat availability and improved 

habitat quality, the effect of the Proposed Action would be beneficial 

for summer and winter steelhead in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-119-120) 

[Upper Klamath] ―Under the Proposed Action, dam removal would 

allow steelhead to gain access to the upper Klamath River upstream 

of J.C. Boyle Reservoir. This would expand the population‘s 

distribution to include historical habitat along the mainstem Klamath 

River upstream to the Sprague, Williamson, and Wood Rivers 

(Hamilton et al. 2005).‖ (p. 3.3-112). 

[hydroelectric Reach] ―The Proposed Action would restore steelhead 

access to the Hydroelectric Reach [beginning in] fall 2020 (winter 

steelhead) or winter 2021 (summer steelhead) after dam removal 

(summer steelhead spawning typically does not begin until 

December). Elevated suspended sediment concentrations resulting 

from dam removal would likely have returned to background levels 

similar to existing conditions. The Proposed Action would 

also…establish a flow regime that more closely mimics natural 

conditions by increasing spring flow and by incorporating more 

variability in daily flows.‖ (p. 3.3-112 to 3.3-113). 

[Lower Klamath] ―The Proposed Action would release dam-stored 

sediment downstream to the lower Klamath River in the short term, 

and restore a flow regime that more closely mimics natural conditions 

in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-113). 

Draft DOI DOI/BIA Subteam Technical Report 

―Coho salmon, steelhead, and Pacific lamprey populations are 

expected to increase in the Klamath River and its tributaries as a 

result of the Proposed Action,‖ (p. 4-15). 

Green Sturgeon 

Green sturgeon only occur in the lower Klamath River. Short term sediment 

would impact sturgeon, possibly severely, much of the spawning and rearing 

occurs away from areas most impacted.  Improved water quality, temperature, 

and flow regimes would have beneficial mid to long term effects. 
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Expert Panel Reports - Not included/analyzed. 

Synthesis Report 

―Although green sturgeon in the mainstem Klamath River at the time 

of dam removal could be severely affected, much of the spawning and 

rearing habitat occurs downstream of the Trinity River confluence 

where sediment concentrations are predicted to be lower.  Any 

impacts to green sturgeon life stages in the mainstem Klamath River 

during dam removal will have little influence on the population as a 

whole over time (Stillwater Sciences 2009a).  The return to a 

temperature and flow regime that more closely mimic historical 

patterns would likely benefit green sturgeon. Overall, dam removal 

and associated KBRA actions will accelerate TMDL potential water 

quality benefits to this species (USDI Secretarial Determination 

Water Quality SubGroup In Review),‖ (p. 97). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

[short term] ―Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of a 

year class in the short term, the effect of the Proposed Action would 

be significant for green sturgeon in the short term [and] after 

mitigation.‖ (p. 3.3-126). 

[long term] ―Based on improvements in habitat quality within part of 

their range, the effect of the Proposed Action would be less-than

significant for green sturgeon in the long term.‖ (p.3.3-126). 

[lower Klamath River] ―The Proposed Action would release dam-

stored sediment downstream to the lower Klamath River in the short 

term, and restore a flow regime that more closely mimics natural 

seasonal flow patterns in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-123). 

[Estuary] ―The Proposed Action is not expected to substantially 

change or affect estuarine habitat. Sediment, flow, and water 

temperature effects resulting from the Proposed Action would likely 

not extend downstream to the estuary.‖(p. 3.3-124). 

Draft DOI/BIA Subteam Technical Report - Not included/analyzed. 
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Trout - Redband/Rainbow 

In sum, since redband trout need to migrate from various areas, dam removal 

would facilitate movement, would halt mortality related to turbines, improve 

water temperatures and related conditions which would improve populations, 

probably substantially. 

Expert Panels 

[short run] ―While there would be short-term adverse impacts from dam 

removal…the Proposed Action would likely create significant increases in 

size, abundance, and distribution of resident trout in the 43 mi…of the 

Klamath River between J.C. Boyle Reservoir and Iron Gate Dam.‖ (p. 73). 

[long run] ―It is expected that eventually the entire reach downstream of 

Keno Dam would be capable of supporting a resident redband/rainbow trout 

fishery after the removal of the four dams.  It is possible that the trophy 

fishery will expand seven times from below Keno Dam to the Iron Gate 

reach….Recreational fishing opportunities would be expected to increase in 

proportion to the increase in trout abundance in all areas.‖ (p. 74-75). 

Synthesis Report 

Under dam removal and KBRA, redband trout would be able to migrate 

volitionally, as observed after a similar dam removal…Removal of J.C. 

Boyle Dam and restoration of a more nature flow regime would likely 

reverse the decline in abundance and size of adult redband trout 

migrating….With dam removal and no power generation, redband trout 

would no longer be entrained in turbines… Effective habitat…would be 

increased in the reach from the J.C. Boyle powerhouse to the California 

state line under the flows associated with dam removal and KBRA.‖(p. 61). 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

―Since construction of Copco 1 Dam and Iron Gate Dam, resident trout 

upstream of Iron Gate Dam are considered redband trout, and resident trout 

downstream of Iron Gate Dam are considered coastal rainbow trout (FERC 

2007)…. Redband trout need to migrate among habitats, mainstem, tributaries, 

and reservoirs to meet their life-history requirements.‖ (p. 3.3-12 to 3.3-13)‖ 
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Draft DOI/BIA Subteam Technical Report - Not included/analyzed. 

Crayfish (Benthic Macro invertebrates) 

Expert Panels - Not included/analyzed. 

Synthesis Report - Not included/analyzed. 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

[short term] ―Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of a 

year class in the short term, the effect of the Proposed Action would 

be significant for macroinvertebrates in the short term.‖ (p. 3.3-134) 

[long term] ―Based on increased habitat availability and 

improved habitat quality, the effect of the Proposed Action on 

macroinvertebrates would be beneficial in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-134) 

Mussels (Mollusks) 

Expert Panels - Not included/analyzed. 

Synthesis Report - Not included/analyzed. 

Klamath Settlement EIS/EIR 

[short term] ―Based on substantial reduction in the abundance of 

multiple year classes in the short term and the slow recovery time of 

freshwater mussels, the effect of the Proposed Action would be 

significant for mussels in the short term.. [and]…after mitigation. 

(p. 3.3-132 to 3.3-133). 

[long term] ―Based on increased habitat availability and habitat 

quality in the long term, the effect of the Proposed Action would be 

beneficial for mussels in the long term.‖ (p. 3.3-133) 
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