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_IT_MC_1018_003 

Klamath Falls Hearing - 10-18-2011 

---o0o--- 
STATEMENT PROVIDED BEFORE PUBLIC HEARING 

(Directly to Court Reporter) 

MR. DON GENTRY:  Don Gentry, G-e-n-t-r-y. 
Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 

I'm vice chairman of the Klamath Tribes and I'm 

here to communicate the Klamath Tribes' support of the 

findings of the Draft EIS/EIR and to express our continued 

support of the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreements and 

the Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement Agreements. 

The Draft EIS/EIR generally confirms that the 

KBRA and KHSA are good for the Klamath Tribes and good for 

the people of the Klamath Basin, from the headwaters to 

the mouth and beyond. 
Comment 2 - NEPA  

As supporters to the agreements and a party to 

the agreements, we felt that the EIS needed to be done in 

a comprehensive and detailed way, using the best available 

science, it needs to be open, we need to use the 

appropriate analysis to address the complex issues around 

this. 

And I appreciate the work that was done to it 

in addressing the complex issues head on, and just the 

summary testifies to that. 
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Final EIS/EIR 

We certainly believe that the EIS displays and 

reveals the positive and negative impacts.  We believe -- 

the Klamath Tribes believe that the agreements represent 

the best alternative to the status quo of continued 

conflict and legal battles.  With that, and accordingly, 
Comment 3 - Approves of Dam 
Removal 

the Klamath Tribes support Alternative 2 or, at a minimum, 

Alternative 3, for full or partial removal of the lower 

four dams in the Klamath River.  This is certainly the 

best way to restore our salmon and steelhead to the 

Klamath homelands which have been denied access to this 

area for over 94 years. Comment 4 - ITAs 

As a Klamath tribal hunter and fisherman, it's 

difficult to even explain how this has impacted the tribal 

community up here. 

I was taught by my father to hunt and fish for 

my family, as many of our tribal men and members of the 

community have.  I have had an opportunity to fish with my 

native friends downriver, and each time I do, I -- I feel 

a sense of loss for what we have been denied up here, as 

the Klamath people. Comment 5 - Fish 

I appreciate that the EIS looked at the facts 

and the historical information regarding the presence of 

salmon here in the upper basin and the importance of that 

salmon to the tribal community.  This loss has been 
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immeasurable to us.  It's because of that that we support 

removal of the dams.  We know that a free-flowing river is 

the best way and provides the greatest opportunity to 

restore those valuable fisheries, not only valuable to us 

and our lifestyle and culture, but to all the people in 

the whole basin, with positive impacts.  We believe that 

this is the best solution and this will pave the way for 

implementation of the KBRA and KHSA, which is critical to 

the sustainability of our people. 

Thank you. 
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WKHLU�GLHW�� 

� � � 
,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���&RPPHQW�,QFOXGHG�DV�3DUW�RI�WKH� 1R� 

5HFRUG��� 
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IT_MC_1019_011 

PUBLIC HEARING ON THE KLAMATH DAM 
---o0o--- 


CHILOQUIN, OREGON 

OCTOBER 19, 2011
 

---o0o--- 

MR. DON GENTRY:  Don Gentry, G-e-n-t-r-y, 

Vice-Chairman of the Klamath Tribes.  Thanks for providing 

this opportunity to speak. Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 

On behalf of the tribes, I came here to express our 

support of the findings of the Draft EIS, EIR and our 

continued support of the Klamath Basin Restoration 

Agreement and Klamath Hydro Electric Settlement Agreement. 

After hearing much of the testimony last night, I 

felt it would be important to commend the team for the 

hard work done.  It was a real difficult task that had to 

be done in a short period of time to address many complex 

and controversial issues. Comment 2- NEPA 

Though I haven't, I admit I haven't read the whole 

document thoroughly, I have read the summary and I have 

looked through parts of it, looked through the indices. 

I would have to say that you folks did a great job. 

I don't think any of the complex and controversial issues 

that have been identified in this open public process, 

which again was really important to us as signatories to 

the KBRA, I know it is important to the Secretary and to 

the public to have an open process that consider all the 

Vol. III, 11.6-315 - December 2012 



 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

Klamath Facilities Removal 
Final EIS/EIR 

potential implications and impacts on the folks in the 

community and all the resources. 

I believe that you addressed those head-on, and I 

think that you used the best available science, acceptable 

scientific methods.  And on top of that it was peer 

reviewed. 

I think that that's real critical to point out. 

Irrespective of whether you like the results or even the 

comments of some of the folks on the peer review team, it 

was peer reviewed. 

I kind of say that because some of the statements 

that were -- some folks, the opponents of the dam removal, 

focused on some of those less than convincing things that 

support dam removal, you know.  They want to focus on 

those things. 

But to me that testifies that this was an open 

process.  It wasn't something that was shoved down the 

throats of the public.  Basically you cited those 

statements even though that maybe wouldn't necessarily 

support dam removal. 

But the preponderance of the information gathered 

certainly supports dam removal and the importance of that 

in terms of restoring the fish.  So that is evident.  We 

can see that throughout the document. 
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Comment 3 - ITAs 

 

 

I think you've done a commendable job in addressing 

some of the needs to address the wrongs here in the Basin, 

the long-standing wrongs that have affected the Klamath 

peoples and other tribal communities. 

The fact that we've been denied salmon for 94 years 

is certainly an injustice.  And I appreciate the 

environmental justice section and what was done there to 

address those shortcomings and the long-standing issues 

that have affected us as native people. 

This is about all the community, the whole 

community.  And I see that that was addressed 

comprehensively in the EIS and EIR, and I appreciate that. 

And with that I wanted to express a little bit of 

why we support the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement 

which is related to action. 

I think you did as good a job as you could to 

address that, knowing that it's a related action and 

wasn't specifically designed to look at the benefits of 

the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement. 

But certainly the Klamath Basin Restoration 

Agreement was designed to address those issues that you 

put up front, the legal battles that have been ongoing, 

the battles over water, unpredictable water supplies to 

the ag community, fish kills that affected people up and 

Comment 3 
Environmental Justice 

Comment 4 - NEPA
 

Comment 5 - KBRA
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down the Basin, the coastal fisheries, the stability of 

our region.  That was the heart of the Klamath Basin 

Restoration Agreement to provide stability for all those 

involved here. 

And from that perspective, removing the dams, 

supporting the agreement is in the best interests of the 

public. Though some folks realize that they weren't a 

party to the agreement, so that the key parties had to be 

there because it affected the water.  At the heart of 

that, we addressed sustainable water to agriculture; we 

addressed the need of water for fish; we addressed the 

need to restore the system and addressed the real problems 

that have been ongoing.  Rather than put Band-Aids on 

things that provide drought relief and relief to the 

fisherman who couldn't fish because of the reduced 

population. This is a meaningful solution that will 

provide for all of us here in the Basin. 

And that really is a part of the Klamath Tribes 

culture, to be concerned for our neighbors.  We have 

always been welcoming people.  Maybe sometimes it can be 

perceived to our detriment. 

But that has been our personality, that is who we 

are, that is in our culture, our traditions, in our 

legends. 
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I am always reminded even if we had a flea to 

share, we would share that flea with our neighbor.  That's 

the heart of our people. 

Though we've been wounded and injustices have 

occurred, we are not focused on that -

THE FACILITATOR:  Time. 

MR. DON GENTRY:  We are not focused on that, we are 

focused on the solutions. 

Thank you. 

Vol. III, 11.6-319 - December 2012 



 

 

Klamath Facilities Removal 
Final EIS/EIR 

Comment Author *HQWU\��'RQ� 
Agency/Assoc. 7KH�.ODPDWK�7ULEHV� 
Submittal Date 2FWREHU���������� 

Comment Code Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���6RPH�3HRSOH�$SSURYH�RI�'DP�5HPRYDO� 1R� 
DQG�2WKHUV�2SSRVH�'DP�5HPRYDO�� 

� � � 
,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���&RPPHQW�,QFOXGHG�DV�3DUW�RI�5HFRUG�� 1R� 
� � � 
,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���&RPPHQW�,QFOXGHG�DV�3DUW�RI�5HFRUG�� 1R� 
� � � 
,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���&RPPHQW�,QFOXGHG�DV�3DUW�RI�5HFRUG��� 1R� 
� � � 
,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���&RPPHQW�,QFOXGHG�DV�3DUW�RI�5HFRUG�� 1R� 
� � � 
� 

Vol. III, 11.6-320 - December 2012 



Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

Vol. III, 11.6-321 - December 2012 

Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 

IT_LT_1019_082 



 

 

Klamath Facilities Removal 
Final EIS/EIR 

Comment Author *HQWU\��0DU\� 
Agency/Assoc. 7KH�.ODPDWK�7ULEHV� 
Submittal Date 2FWREHU���������� 

Comment Code Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

,7B/7B����B������	 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���6RPH�3HRSOH�$SSURYH�RI�'DP�5HPRYDO� 1R� 
DQG�2WKHUV�2SSRVH�'DP�5HPRYDO�� 

�	 � � 

� 

� 

Vol. III, 11.6-322 - December 2012 



 

 
 

 

 

 

  

  

 

 

    

  

 

   

 

  

 

 

  

  

Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

IT_MC_1019_006  
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE KLAMATH DAM 

---o0o--- 

CHILOQUIN, OREGON 


OCTOBER 19, 2011
 
---o0o--- 


MS. MARY GENTRY: Good evening, thank you for  


being here. 


(Speaker talks in native language.) 


THE FACILITATOR: Could you spell your last
 

name?
 

MS. MARY GENTRY: Mary Gentry, G-e-n-t-r-y. 


(Native language spoken), welcome to Chiloquin,  


home of the Klamath Tribes.
 

I am the wife of the vice chairman, Don Gentry, 


and I have his permission to speak. I pray that I don't  


dishonor him or the Klamath Tribes as I speak some of my
 

mind from some of the wounded feelings that I had last  


night, which is very tough to take.  


My Indian name is Loloka, which means Little
 
Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 

First, I support Alternative 2 and, at a 

Fire. 	 minimum, Alternative 3. 

Now I will ramble on a little about me. It  

seems to be a position, or the format of some of these 

hearings, or at least it was last night.  
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But please do not clap, anyone, for me, 

because I'm not running for any office, and I personally 

do not seek approval or validation for my position.  

I am an enrolled member of Klamath Tribes and I  

was born and raised right here in Chiloquin. I, too, am a 

fourth-generation ranching family and own land along the  

banks of the Sprague River. 

Prior to ranching, my family, as tribal people,  

lived and gathered in the pristine lands of the greater  

basin from time immemorial, and my ancestors observed the 

creation of Crater Lake and always knew exactly where it  

was. 

As a member of the Klamath Tribes, I have 

never been able to fish for salmon or cook it for my 

family but know our story of creation states that fish  

were placed here for our subsistence by the Creator 

himself, and as Adam was able to name the animals in the 

Garden, we as a tribe, were able to name the salmon, 

(native language spoken). 

I also work in this community. I pay federal,  

state, and county property taxes. I buy my goods and 

services in the Klamath Basin and I am an electricity  

user, I pay for electricity to run our ranch, although I  

also know how to live without electricity, as we lived on  
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the former Klamath Indian Reservation. Electricity was 

not placed on our land until the mid-1970s. 

And also, we are glad that we have electricity  

to run our casino. This is an economic self-sufficiency 

enterprise for the Klamath Tribes and it supports many 

jobs for our tribal community and the basin. It also is a 

very warm place to go when the power goes out, a place to 

get a nice meal and a warm cup of coffee, as this morning, 

when the power went out, because we have a generator that 

kicks in in ten seconds when the power goes out.  

My long-felt goal and personal desire is that 

we would treat each other honorably, with respect, and 

rise above racial issues that continue to be rampant 

within the Klamath Basin, which has been greater than the  

20 years, sir, that you have been involved in these  

issues. Comment 2 - ITAs 

It is a time for change and for the nation and 

this country to recognize the first people of this land, 

the Indians, Natives, First Nations, as people with 

inherent rights and with a vital role as the first 

stewards of this land. We have survived out-of-control 

government policies such as annihilation, extermination, 

and assimilation, and we take our sovereign status and 

treaty rights seriously and are not a special interest 
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group. The treaties are still supreme law and should be honored. 

I'd like to thank our tribal leadership, as  

they gave us the right to be involved in the KBRA, and I 

appreciate that. And I honor these men and the battles 

that they have taken on, and the former chairmen of our  

tribes, that they have taken on, and they battle and they 

continue, still, on my behalf. 

I thank you for the opportunity awarded to 
Comment 3 - Approves Dam Removal 

express my view. This historical restoration agreement 

and Klamath Hydroelectric Settlement Agreement awards us 

the opportunity to build relationships, sustain our 

individual lifestyles and various cultures, whether we are 

tribes, fishermen, ranchers, agricultural or ratepayers, 

and will all -- we will all benefit from a healthy 

environment. 

Undam the dams. This will provide us the 

opportunity for our salmon to return and that we may --

that it may sustain us as the creator intended. 

This hope gives me, our tribe, our leadership, 

the courage and the strength to work cooperatively with 

our community and the parties involved in this agreement. 

(Native language spoken.) 

Thank you. 
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IT_MC_1020_024  
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE KLAMATH DAM 


REMOVAL DRAFT EIS/EIR 

---o0o--- 


YREKA, CALIFORNIA
 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2011
 

MR. BOB GOODWIN: Good evening. It's getting 

late, isn't it? 

I'd like to thank you guys, Mark and Dennis, 

for putting this on -- 

THE FACILITATOR: Could you give us your name, 

please? 

MR. BOB GOODWIN: Bob Goodwin, I'm the 

self-government coordinator for the Karuk tribe and also a 

tribal member. And it's B-o-b G-o-o-d-w-i-n. 

And again, I'd like to thank you fellows for 

coming out and giving the residents of Siskiyou County an 

opportunity to speak. Obviously, there's some pretty 

strong opinions both ways. 

I have been involved in the process here since 

about 2001, and when I walked in the door and started 

listening to people, I wasn't in agreement with removing 

the dams, either, but I think that I took the time and 

looked at the information that was given out, we worked 

very closely with some of the farmers in the upper basin 

to assure that they are going to have water flows up there 

and also to assure that we are going to get better water 
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quality in the lower Klamath River. 

I grew up here, I was born in Yreka and I was 

raised in Happy Camp. I'm 47 years old and I have seen 

the decline of the salmon fishery, personally. I 

remember, as a kid, watching the salmon and just being 

amazed at how many were in Indian Creek and in Elk Creek 

and in Clear Creek and in the main stem of the river. The 

fish aren't there anymore. 

And people can point their fingers everywhere 

they want to point, but sometimes you need to look in the 

mirror and see what's happening right here, right in our 

homeland.  

Our medicine people do the ceremonies, I have 

been in the ceremonies, I have participated in the 

ceremonies, it's very powerful when you go down there, but 

it's also sad to see the decline of the salmon that is so 

important to our people. 

My children -- my daughter was up, speaking 

earlier. My son would be up here but I think he had to go 

buy a video game or something more important in his world, 

but I'm completely in support of what we are doing here. 

I know that there's more things that could be 

done to assure some of the people that are in the room 

today, and some of the people that have left already, that 

Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 
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their needs are going to be met, but I know that, working 

as hard as we have with the other tribes in the basin and 

with the other participants, that it's -- this is going to 

be a living document, I can see that, I have been a part 

of it. 

I wasn't for dam removal when I walked in the 

door; in fact, I was opposed to it and I had to have time 

to see what was being done by the science and also in my 

own mind, to look back at the number of fish that we used 

to have in the system. Comment 2 - Hydrology 

And when they built these dams here, you hear a 

lot of people talking about flood control and this and 

that; those aren't flood control dams, we know that. We 

have had some of the worst floods since the dams were in: 

'55, '64, '76, '97. Those dams didn't stop any of those 

floods. 

Now we are talking about increasing the 

capacity of Upper Klamath Lake by 97,000 acre feet. I 

think that's going to do more because the dams, combined, 

only hold about 12,000 acre feet, 13,000 acre feet. 

It only makes sense that we can work together, 

we can get this right, we have to be careful. Today is 

not the end of it, people are going to have more time for 

comment, and I really look forward to people coming down 
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and talking to us at the tribe and expressing their 


opinions, and I think that we can work through this and 


that we can get it done correctly. 


Again, I applaud you and thank you for your 


time.  


THE FACILITATOR:  Thank you.  
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IT_MC_1020_020 
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE KLAMATH DAM 


REMOVAL DRAFT EIS/EIR 

---o0o--- 


YREKA, CALIFORNIA
 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2011
 

MS. JACLYN GOODWIN: Hello, my name is Jaclyn 

Goodwin, J-a-c-l-y-n G-o-o-d-w-i-n. 

I am a Karuk tribal member and long-time Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 

resident of Siskiyou County. I support dam removal and 

the restoration agreement.  Our Karuk people have lived 

for thousands of years off of the salmon. Today we hardly 

get enough salmons for a few meals a year. 

The lack of salmon has impacted our health and 

threatens or culture. The benefits of dam removal far 

outweigh any kind of negative impact there may be. 

It's about doing what's right for the next 

generations so, in the future, the Klamath River may be 

restored to a healthy state for the salmon, the people, 

and the environment. 

Thank you. 
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Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

IT_EM_1118_099
 

From: Ron Griffith, enrolled member Karuk 1930 11/18/2011 11/18/2011 
643 North St. 
Yreka CA 96097 
Email: reg80427@gmail.com 
Ph. 530 598-8447 

To: The Secretary of Interior and to reviewers of the Klamath Hydroelectric 
Project Facilities Removal Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 

Subject: Public comments to be reviewed and entered into the record of factors 
considered in decision making regarding the DEIS and DEIR 

Dear Secretary of Interior and Reviewers: Comment 1 - Disapproves of Dam Removal 

Please reject KBRA 15.3.9 and the DEIS & DEIR documents. 
Comment 2 - ITAs 

These documents do not respect Indian rights, they include long-term 
discrimination against Indians regarding future participation in Klamath River 
decision-making, and they are not in the best interests of the ecological health 
of the river. The Klamath River situation is more complex than is reflected in 
the current documents, and the ideas set forward do not allow many citizens with 
major interests in the river to be heard or to express some of the additional 
complexity. If you will set aside these flawed documents then Indians and other 
disenfranchised individuals will have a chance to help decide these critical 
issues. I especially want to contribute and bring to light many important Shasta, 
Karuk, Yurok and Modoc Indian concerns. 

Yours Truly, 
Ron Griffith 
KSDcomments@dfg.ca.go 

The material to follow highlighted in purple represents some
 
brainstorming:
 

Public no power
 
Represent true stewardship of/for Mother Earth
 

Army Corp of Engineers 

EPA (Environmental Protection Agency) - Interpretation - Provide 

rules/standards/thresholds for impacts - Help mitigate Pros & Cons BLM (Bureau of 

Land Management)
 

Klamath whale
 
Underwater volcanoes along the coast had just erupted Underwater geography &
 
habitat changed due to lava coverage (wide area) Lava altered temperature, built 

mountains, burried plankton (Gray Whale
 
food)
 
Plankton eat muscle waste(?)
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Same time, small amounts of Japan's radioactive waste starting to hit US west 

coast Dredging & gold
 

Monday, November 21st
 
Deadline to respond to DEIS/DEIR ->
 
Negative impacts ->
 
Mitigation (no legal time constraint) -> Mitigated, another DEIS -> Pass as is, 

EIS ->
 

When/where was DEIS/DEIR for KBRA published/posted?
 
CRM = CEQA (California Environmental Quality Act) + Etc + Impact
 

Resighini Rancheria - Quartz Valley Indian Reservation/Del Norte Hoopa refused to 

sign KBRA because doing so would give up water/fishing rights
 

Conflicts of interest
 
Salmon nursery
 
Caution & critical state 

Biased
 
Bulldozed over - Need right legal language in DEIS response
 

DEIS is power to public/private. But need to know how to use it & how it works. 

Tribes need to empower themselves. Need legal team, person or advocate checking 

daily for new DEIS or approaching laws. Need time to prepare and respond to DEIS. 

Water tests? Soils tests? Air tests?
 
Habitat data? Cultural resource data? Need time to collect facts, and to be able 

to prove with the right legal language and data.
 

Klamath River water ->
 
#1 Tribes want & legally have 1st rite
 
#2 Oregon farmers want & legally have 2nd rite (usually get 1st rite - 

Political/commercial bias' - Conflicts of interests with Tribes)
 
#3 Commercial fishermen want & have no legal right (Share some interest with
 
Tribes - Conflict of interests with farmers)
 

IS/WILL? dam removal going to hurt the Oregon farmers?
 
What's up with Oregon farmers & commercial fisherman?
 
How do they feel about KBRA? Are they disputing?
 
KBRA allocates $92 million TAX dollars, and 330,000 acre square feet of water 

from the Klammath to irrigate 20,000 Tule acres, and the lower Klamath Wildlife 

Refugee. EVERY year - For 50 YEARS! Pretty specific amounts here. How many acre 

square feet of water does the Klamath River produce? Especially during the low 

periods? What's left for the ecosystem, the fish and the rest of the habitat?  

Will the Klamath produce as much water as it does now in even 10, 15, or 20 

years, much less 50? Warming trends suggest the Klamath will produce less. In 

this scenario, Tule will continue to be subsidized at the expense of the 

TAXPAYER, while the ecosystem receives less and less water (and energy).
 

What part/parts of the Klamath River will the 330,000 acre square feet of water 

be irrigated from? Above/below polluted areas?
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Comment Author *ULIILWK��5RQ� 
Agency/Assoc. .DUXN�7ULEH� 
Submittal Date 1RYHPEHU���������� 

Comment Code Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

� � � 
,7B(0B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���6RPH�3HRSOH�$SSURYH�RI�'DP�5HPRYDO� 1R� 

DQG�2WKHUV�2SSRVH�'DP�5HPRYDO��� 

,7B(0B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�77$���7ULEDO�,QYROYHPHQW�LQ�)XWXUH�'LVFXVVLRQV� 1R� 
RI�:DWHU�0DQDJHPHQW�� 

� 
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Comment Author +DOO��%HWW\� 
Agency/Assoc. 6KDVWD�,QGLDQ�1DWLRQ� 
Submittal Date 'HFHPEHU���������� 

Comment Code Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

,7B/7B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�&8/���)HGHUDO�5HFRJQLWLRQ��� 1R� 
� 
National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as 
amended in 1992 
� 
7KH�1+3$�LV�WKH�SULPDU\�IHGHUDO�OHJLVODWLRQ�JRYHUQLQJ� 
SUHVHUYDWLRQ�RI�FXOWXUDO�DQG�KLVWRULFDO�UHVRXUFHV�LQ�WKH�8QLWHG� 
6WDWHV��7KH�1+3$�HVWDEOLVKHG�D�QDWLRQDO�KLVWRULF�SUHVHUYDWLRQ� 
SURJUDP�ZKLFK�HQFRXUDJHV�WKH�LGHQWLILFDWLRQ�DQG�SURWHFWLRQ�RI� 
FXOWXUDO�UHVRXUFHV��6HFWLRQ�����RI�WKH�1+3$�UHTXLUHV�IHGHUDO� 
DJHQFLHV�WR�WDNH�LQWR�DFFRXQW�WKH�HIIHFWV�RI�WKHLU�XQGHUWDNLQJV�RQ� 
KLVWRULF�SURSHUWLHV�OLVWHG�LQ�RU�HOLJLEOH�IRU�WKH�1DWLRQDO�5HJLVWHU�RI� 
+LVWRULF�3ODFHV�DQG�DIIRUG�WKH�$GYLVRU\�&RXQFLO�RQ�+LVWRULF� 
3UHVHUYDWLRQ��$&+3��D�UHDVRQDEOH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�FRPPHQW�RQ� 
VXFK�XQGHUWDNLQJV�����86&�6HFWLRQ����I���7KH�$&+3� 
SURPXOJDWHG�WKH�6HFWLRQ�����LPSOHPHQWLQJ�UHJXODWLRQV��IRXQG�DW� 
���&)5�3DUW������ZKLFK�VHWV�IRUWK�WKH�6HFWLRQ�����SURFHVV�� 
LQFOXGLQJ�FRQVXOWDWLRQ�UHTXLUHPHQWV��� 
� 
,GHQWLI\LQJ�FRQVXOWLQJ�SDUWLHV�SXUVXDQW�WR����&)5�6HFWLRQ�������I��� 
7KH�SXEOLF�LQYROYHPHQW�SURFHVV�IRU�1(3$�KDV�EHHQ�H[WHQVLYH�DQG� 
VXVWDLQHG��,W�KDV�LQFOXGHG�RXWUHDFK�DQG�LQYLWDWLRQV�WR�FRQVXOW�WR� 
RWKHU�IHGHUDO�DJHQFLHV��VWDWH�DQG�ORFDO�JRYHUQPHQWV�� 
QRQJRYHUQPHQWDO�RUJDQL]DWLRQV��DQG�WKH�SXEOLF��,Q�DGGLWLRQ��'2,� 
KDV�VHSDUDWHO\�QRWLILHG�WKH�$&+3��&DOLIRUQLD�6+32��2UHJRQ� 
6+32��VL[�IHGHUDOO\�UHFRJQL]HG�,QGLDQ�WULEHV��WZR�,QGLDQ� 
RUJDQL]DWLRQV��DQG�RWKHU�LQWHUHVWHG�SDUWLHV��7ULEDO�FRQVXOWDWLRQ�IRU� 
6HFWLRQ�����ZDV�LQLWLDWHG�YLD�OHWWHU�GDWHG�2FWREHU�����������7ULEDO� 
FRQVXOWDWLRQ�LV�RQJRLQJ�� 

,7B/7B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���6RPH�3HRSOH�$SSURYH�RI�'DP�5HPRYDO� 1R� 
DQG�2WKHUV�2SSRVH�'DP�5HPRYDO�� 

� 

� 
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Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

IT_MC_1020_015 
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE KLAMATH DAM 


REMOVAL DRAFT EIS/EIR 

---o0o--- 


YREKA, CALIFORNIA
 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2011
 

MS. BETTY HALL:  I'm Betty Hall, and I'm a Comment 1 - Cultural Resources 

Shasta historian -- for the Shasta Tribe.  First of all I want everyone here 

to realize and to understand that Treaty R belongs to the 

Shasta Nation.  It was signed with the Shasta and Upper 

Klamath Indians on November 4th, 1851 in Scott Valley 

signed by 13 Shasta chiefs.  It belongs to the Shasta. 

The treaty does not belong to the Karuk Tribe. 

I know the council is here and I think they 

already know that.  But the Klamath, now -- the culture 

resource you have talked about, I talked to people about 

it, are Shasta sites, Shasta villages, Shasta burial 

grounds under those dam reservoirs. 

If they come out we are very concerned what's 

going to happen to them. That's a big concern of ours. Comment 2 - Fish 

Now the Klamath, you said they never had salmon 

for 90 years.  They never did have salmon, for centuries. 

When Peter Skene Ogden came to the Klamath area, he was 

the first white man to be there.  And they told him that 

they never had salmon on the Klamath River, and they told 

him that they never had any villages on the Klamath River. 

That's all Shasta aboriginal lands from Clear 
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Creek to the headwaters of the Klamath. The Klamath 

Indians and the BIA met with the officials when they were 

planning to put in the dams.  And they talked about fish 

ladders, and they said well, the fish didn't get up there 

anyway. So they put in the fishery. 

And the Klamath people were very happy they 

could have fish planted up in the Klamath Lake and 

Williamson and Sprague. 

Some of this doesn't make sense when you look 

back at history what it was on the river at that time. 

Thank you. 
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Comment Author +DOO��%HWW\� 
Agency/Assoc. 6KDVWD�,QGLDQ�1DWLRQ� 
Submittal Date 2FWREHU���������� 

Comment Code Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�&8/���6KDVWD�1DWLRQ�3DUWLFLSDWLRQ��� 1R� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�&8/���)HGHUDO�5HFRJQLWLRQ�� 

,7B0&B����B������ +LVWRULFDO�GLVWULEXWLRQV�RI�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�DUH�GHVFULEHG�LQ�WKH� 1R� 
'UDIW�(,6�(,5�LQ�6HFWLRQ����������$TXDWLF�5HVRXUFHV��+LVWRULFDO� 
UHFRUGV�UHYLHZHG�E\�+DPLOWRQ�HW�DO���������DQG�LQIRUPDWLRQ� 
REWDLQHG�IURP�DUFKDHRORJLFDO�VLWHV�DQDO\]HG�E\�%XWOHU�HW�DO��������� 
LQGLFDWH�WKDW�SULRU�WR�WKH�FRQVWUXFWLRQ�RI�&RSFR���'DP��&KLQRRN� 
VDOPRQ�DQG�VWHHOKHDG�VSDZQHG�LQ�WKH�WULEXWDULHV�XSVWUHDP�RI� 
8SSHU�.ODPDWK�/DNH��LQFOXGLQJ�WKH�6SUDJXH��:LOOLDPVRQ��DQG� 
:RRG�ULYHUV��� 
� 
7KH�TXHVWLRQ�UHJDUGLQJ�WKH�KLVWRULFDO�GLVWULEXWLRQ�RI�VDOPRQ�DQG� 
VWHHOKHDG�DERYH�,URQ�*DWH�'DP�ZDV�DOVR�DGGUHVVHG�LQ� 
SURFHHGLQJV�EHIRUH�$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�/DZ�-XGJH�+RQRUDEOH�3DUOHQ�/�� 
0F.HQQD�ZKR�FRQFOXGHG�WKDW�DJHQFLHV�KDG�PHW�WKHLU�EXUGHQ�RI� 
SURRI�RQ�WKLV�LVVXH��(,6����������)HGHUDO�(QHUJ\�&RPPLVVLRQ� 
5HOLFHQVLQJ���$PRQJ�RWKHU�ILQGLQJV��-XGJH�0F.HQQD�GHWHUPLQHG� 
�$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�/DZ�-XGJH�������WKDW��� 
� 
x� :KLOH�WKH�SUHFLVH�JHRJUDSKLF�GLVWULEXWLRQ�LV�XQFHUWDLQ��KLVWRULFDO� 
UHFRUGV�DQG�7ULEDO�DFFRXQWV�GHPRQVWUDWH�WKDW�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK� 
�&KLQRRN�VDOPRQ��&RKR�VDOPRQ��DQG�VWHHOKHDG�WURXW��PLJUDWHG� 
SDVW�WKH�SUHVHQW�VLWH�RI�,URQ�*DWH�'DP�ZKLFK�SURYLGHG�D�YLDEOH� 
HFRV\VWHP�DQG�KDELWDW�IRU�WKRVH�VWRFNV�RI�ILVK��)LQGLQJV�2I�)DFW� 
�)2)���$����S������� 

x� &KLQRRN�VDOPRQ��ERWK�VSULQJ�DQG�IDOO�UXQ��ZHUH�DEXQGDQW�LQ�WKH� 
WULEXWDULHV�RI�WKH�8SSHU�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ��LQFOXGLQJ�-HQQ\��)DOO�� 
DQG�6KRYHO�&UHHNV��DV�ZHOO�DV�WKH�:RRG��6SUDJXH��DQG� 
:LOOLDPVRQ�ULYHUV��)2)��$����S������� 

x� 6WHHOKHDG�WURXW�XWLOL]HG�KDELWDW�LQ�6SHQFHU��6KRYHO��)DOO��&DPS�� 
DQG�6FRWFK�FUHHNV��DQG�WKH\�ZHUH�OLNHO\�GLVWULEXWHG�DV�IDU� 
XSVWUHDP�DV�/LQN�5LYHU��)2)��$����S������� 
R�&RKR�VDOPRQ�VSDZQHG�LQ�)DOO�&UHHN��)2)��$����S������� 
R�7KH�UHFRUG�VKRZV�WKDW�WKRVH�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�SUR[LPDWH�WR� 
,URQ�*DWH�'DP�DUH�JHQHWLFDOO\�PRVW�VLPLODU�WR�WKRVH�SRSXODWLRQV� 
WKDW�H[LVWHG�LQ�WKH�8SSHU�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ�SULRU�WR�WKH� 
FRQVWUXFWLRQ�RI�WKH�GDPV��)2)��$�����S������� 

� 
$GGLWLRQDOO\��WKH�)HGHUDO�(QHUJ\�5HJXODWRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ��)HGHUDO� 
(QHUJ\�5HJXODWRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ�������FRQFOXGHG�WKDW�DQDGURPRXV� 
ILVK�RFFXUUHG�KLVWRULFDOO\�DERYH�,*'�� 
� 
7KH�FRPPHQW��DV�ZULWWHQ��SURYLGHV�QR�HYLGHQFH�WR�VXSSRUW�WKH� 
DUJXPHQW�WKDW�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�GLG�QRW�RFFXU�XSVWUHDP�RI�,*'��� 

� 
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IT_MC_1020_023 
PUBLIC HEARING ON THE KLAMATH DAM 


REMOVAL DRAFT EIS/EIR 

---o0o--- 


YREKA, CALIFORNIA
 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 20, 2011
 

MR. ROY HALL: My name is Roy, R-o-y, Hall, 

H-a-l-l. I'm chairman of the Shasta Nation.  The truth 

about dam removal. Comment 1 - Cultural Resources 

The Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement, 

Confidential and Privileged Settlement Communication with 

the exclusion of the general public's participation causes 

injury to the general public and the Shasta Nation. 

This agreement will force the Shasta's out of 

existence by the Karuk Tribe down the river and the 

Klamath Tribe up river, establishing fishing rights below 

Iron Gate Dam.  The federal government and several states 

are willing to destroy the Shasta Nation by creating 

artificial low fish numbers for absolute control of 

surface and groundwater and our lives through the KBRA 

charter. 

The Klamath Tribes never had an identified 

village site on the Klamath River. 

The Shasta's possess prehistoric village sites, 

as identified in Gibbs Journal, while traveling up river 

in 1851.  Mr. Gibbs documented the Shasta language 

encountered upon leaving Clear Creek on the Klamath River. 
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The foremost up river Shasta village site on the Klamath 

is near Lake Ewana, headwaters of the Klamath River. 

The Shasta's aboriginal recognized land base on 

the Klamath is identified at least 70 miles more or less 

below Iron Gate Dam, near Clear Creek.  Upstream the 

Shasta's aboriginal land base on the Klamath River from 

Iron Gate Dam includes more or less 50 miles of the 

Klamath River, to the lake now known as Lake Ewana.  The 

removal of four dams in the heart of the Shasta Nation 

requires that the Shasta Nation and the general public be 

allowed due process to file exceptions to the agreement, 

which has been denied. 
Comment 2 - KBRA 

Each party to the KBRA has an obligation to 

support this confidential agreement, no exceptions. 

Parties were selected that shall support and defend this 

agreement in each applicable venue or forum, including any 

administrative or judicial action in which it participates 

and which concerns the validity of any regulatory approval 

or authorizing legislation. 

To remain confidential the agreement utilizes a 

conspiracy of silence, a secret agreement to keep silent 

about an occurrence, situation or subject in order to 

promote or protect interests among selective groups that 

promoted the same selfish interests, conspire to join in a 
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secret agreement to do an unlawful or wrongful act or to 

use such means to accomplish a lawful end. 
Comment 3 - Cultural Resources 

The Karuk Tribe is now attempting to use the 

stolen Shasta Treaty R as their own to control Shasta 

Nation aboriginal lands and water rights, which is where 

the dam removal currently lies. 

Tribes and government agencies have erroneously 

disregarded the reserved Shasta Nation Treaty rights 

including hunting, fishing and water rights which are 

guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States.  A 

tribe need not be federally recognized to establish it is 

the beneficiary of a Treaty. 

In terms of agreement, the term of the 

agreement as to contractual obligations shall be 50 years 

from the effective date.  The KBRA will need a Charter, 

foreign to our Constitution and unacknowledged by our laws 

and altering fundamentally the forms of our government. 

THE FACILITATOR: Mr. Hall, your time is up. 

If you would like to submit that, be included. 

Thank you. 
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Comment Author Hall, Roy 
Agency/Assoc. Shasta Indian Nation 
Submittal Date October 20, 2011 

Comment Code Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

IT_MC_1020_023-1 Master Response GEN-1 Comment Included as Part of the 
Record. 

No 

Master Response CUL-1 Shasta Nation Participation. 

IT_MC_1020_023-2 Master Response KHSA-1 Negotiations of KHSA and KBRA. No 

IT_MC_1020_023-3 Master Response CUL-2 Federal Recognition. No 
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IT_MC_1026_065 
KLAMATH DAM REMOVAL 
DRAFT EIS/EIR HEARING


OCTOBER 26, 2011

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 

ARCATA, CALIFORNIA 


MR. HIGGINS: Patrick Higgins, P-a-t-r-i-c-k 


H-i-g-g-i-n-s, consulting fisheries biologist for 20 


years in the Klamath River, helped write the restoration 


plan for the task force to the mid program review. 


People can consult klamathwaterquality.com. That's a 


good source of information I helped put together while 


working for tribes. 


And I'm currently on retainer to the Resighini 


Rancheria, a small tribe at the mouth of the Klamath. 


They have major problems with what they consider 


termination, similar to those expressed by councilman 


from the Hoopa Tribe, Hayley Hutt. And neither the 


Resighini, nor any other tribe that's a nonparty, would 


be able to participate in management decisions for 50 


Comment 1 - NEPA years. That's got a good precedent. 

Mr. Lynch sang the praises of the KBRA, and they 

were many, in his view, and, yet, the DEIS/DEIR says that 

the KBRA, the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement, is not 

sufficiently defined in order to be analyzed in the 

current documents. 2800 pages, and it doesn't analyze 

the KBRA. That's a patent violation of the National 

Environmental Policy Act and the California Environmental 

Quality Act, and it makes this deal very subject to 
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challenge. 


I'm really -- I would very much like to see our  


community host a debate of sorts over this, because 


Comment 2 - Fish 

almost any contention that he made, I believe, lacks
 

basis. More fish. Their fish model just says, "More 


miles will give you more fish." But the expert panels 


that were convened by the KBRA said that, in fact, the 


pollution would stop the fish from migrating to the 


Keno Reservoir. And even the FERC Final Environmental 


Impact Statements said that the node where fish diseases 


happen will move from Iron Gate up closer to Keno. 


So, if the fish diseases continue and in drought 


cycles forward, switches of the short-term Klamath 


cycles, like the PDO, we're going to get very, very 


serious droughts, somewhat like the '76, '77. And that's 


when the problems will arise, because most of the binding 


language is for delivery of water to the water users. 


The suckers will not be recovered. Three 


populations that have been extirpated will not be put 


back in place because of the KBRA land allocations. The 


sucker recovery is part of the TMDL. That's the 


Clean Water Act implementation. If they're not restored 


to Lower Klamath Lake, which they will not be for 50 


years, then the TMDL is not implemented. 


The groundwater. Groundwater in the lost river, 


there's a blind eye towards it. The KBRA doesn't deal 


with it. That means the suckers won't recover there. 
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More polluted water, more concentrated nutrients will go  


back into the Klamath. 


And, you know, if people want to learn more 


about this, they can consult www.klamathER. And it's 


"ecological restoration," but if "emergency room" helps, 


that's okay. So, klamathER.org. 


And, of course, I gave you 200 comments last 


time. I'll have more this time. 
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,7B0&B����B������	 7KH�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ�5HVWRUDWLRQ�$JUHHPHQW��.%5$��LV�DQDO\]HG�LQ� 1R� 
WKH�(,6�(,5��7KH�DSSOLFDEOH�UHVRXUFHV�VHFWLRQV�LQ�&KDSWHU���DQG� 
WKH�FXPXODWLYH�HIIHFWV�VHFWLRQ�LQ�&KDSWHU����&XPXODWLYH�(IIHFWV�� 
SURYLGH�D�GHVFULSWLRQ�RI�.%5$�HQYLURQPHQWDO�HIIHFWV��� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�1�&3����.%5$�LV�$QDO\]HG�DV�D�&RQQHFWHG� 
$FWLRQ��� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�1�&3����+RZ�.%5$�ZDV�$QDO\]HG�� 

�	 � � 
,7B0&B����B������	 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�$48±���(YDOXDWLRQ�RI�'DP�5HPRYDO�DQG� <HV� 

5HVWRUDWLRQ�DQG�$QDGURP\��('55$��0RGHO��� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�$48±���&KLQRRN�([SHUW�3DQHO�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ� 
%HWWHU�7KDQ�1R�$FWLRQ�� 
� 
7KH�'UDIW�(,6�(,5�KDV�EHHQ�UHYLVHG�WR�DFNQRZOHGJH�DQG�DGGUHVV� 
WKH�)HGHUDO�(QHUJ\�5HJXODWRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ��������DQDO\VLV�ZKLFK� 
H[FOXGHG�WKH�����PLOHV�RI�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�KDELWDW�DERYH�.HQR� 
,PSRXQGPHQW�/DNH�(ZDXQD�DQG�DVVRFLDWHG�EHQHILWV�EDVHG�XSRQ� 
SRRU�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�FRQGLWLRQV�LQ�WKLV�UHVHUYRLU�GXULQJ�VXPPHU� 
PRQWKV��7KH�)LVK�'LVHDVH�DQG�3DUDVLWHV�VHFWLRQV�RI�'UDIW�(,6�(,5� 
KDYH�DOVR�EHHQ�UHYLVHG�WR�FODULI\�WKH�ULVN�RI�PRYLQJ�WKH�QRGH� 
ZKHUH�VDOPRQ�GLVHDVHV�KDSSHQ�FORVHU�WR�.HQR�XQGHU�WKH�GDP� 
UHPRYDO�$OWHUQDWLYHV��� 
� 
7KH�)HGHUDO�(QHUJ\�5HJXODWRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ���������)LQDO� 
(,6�(,5��UDLVHG�WKH�LVVXH�RI�GLVHDVH�LQWURGXFWLRQ�UHODWHG�WR� 
UHLQWURGXFLQJ�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�RQ�S��������DQG��������FLWLQJ�WKH� 
'UDIW������$PHQGPHQW�WR�WKH�7DVN�)RUFH¶V�/RQJ�5DQJH�3ODQ� 
�/53���7KLV�LV�QRW�D�YDOLG�FLWDWLRQ�EHFDXVH�WKH�GUDIW�ZDV�QHYHU� 
DSSURYHG�E\�WKH�7DVN�)RUFH�DQG��WKHUHIRUH��QHYHU�DPHQGHG�WR�WKH� 
/53��7KH�TXRWHV�DQG�FRQFOXVLRQV�DWWULEXWHG�WR�WKLV�SODQ�RQ�S���� 
����WKURXJK�������LQ�)(5&¶V�GRFXPHQW�DUH�WKXV�LQFRUUHFW���� 
� 
7KH�FRPPHQW�LQFRUUHFWO\�UHSUHVHQWV�WKH�ILQGLQJV�RI�WKH�([SHUW� 
3DQHO�UHJDUGLQJ�IHGHUDOO\�OLVWHG�VXFNHUV��7KH�5HVLGHQW�)LVK�([SHUW� 
SDQHO�FRQFOXGHG�WKDW�RI�WKH�WZR�DOWHUQDWLYHV��ZLWKRXW�'DPV�DQG� 
ZLWK�.%5$��3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ��RU�&RQGLWLRQV�ZLWK�'DPV��&XUUHQW� 
&RQGLWLRQ���WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�SURYLGHV�JUHDWHU�SURPLVH�IRU� 
SUHYHQWLQJ�H[WLQFWLRQ�RI�IHGHUDOO\�OLVWHG�VXFNHUV�DQG�IRU�LQFUHDVLQJ� 
RYHUDOO�SRSXODWLRQ�DEXQGDQFH�DQG�SURGXFWLYLW\��%XFKDQDQ�HW�DO�� 
������S������7KH�NH\�EHQHILWV�RI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�WR�/RVW�5LYHU� 
VXFNHUV�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHUV�VWHP�IURP�PDMRU�KDELWDW� 
LPSURYHPHQW�DFWLYLWLHV�LQ�WKH�8SSHU�.ODPDWK�/DNH�DQG�LWV� 
WULEXWDULHV�WKDW�VXSSRUW�WKHVH�ILVKHV��6SHFLILF�GHWDLOV�RI�PRVW� 
DFWLYLWLHV�DUH�QRW�\HW�DYDLODEOH��WKHUHIRUH��WKH�3DQHO¶V�DVVHVVPHQW� 
ZDV�TXDOLWDWLYH�LQ�QDWXUH�DQG�DVVXPHV�VXEVHTXHQW�SODQQLQJ� 
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DFWLYLWLHV�ZLOO�WDUJHW�DFWLRQV�IRU�HDFK�VSHFLHV�DQG�OLIH�VWDJH��,Q� 
JHQHUDO��KDELWDW�LPSURYHPHQW�DFWLYLWLHV�ZLOO�LQFOXGH�ODNH�OHYHO� 
PDQDJHPHQW��ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�LPSURYHPHQWV��DQG�KDELWDW� 
UHVWRUDWLRQV��ZHWODQGV�DQG�VSDZQLQJ�DQG�UHDULQJ�KDELWDW���:DWHU� 
TXDOLW\�LQ�VWUHDPV�LV�H[SHFWHG�WR�LPSURYH�LQ�UHVSRQVH�WR�JUHDWHU� 
LQVWUHDP�IORZV��SXUFKDVH�RI�ZDWHU�ULJKWV��DQG�WR�UHYHJHWDWLRQ�RI� 
WKH�GHJUDGHG�ULSDULDQ�FRUULGRUV��:DWHU�TXDOLW\�VKRXOG�LQFUHDVH�LQ� 
ODNH�IULQJH�DUHDV�DGMDFHQW�WR�LPSURYHG�ZHWODQGV��ZKLFK�DUH� 
LPSRUWDQW�IRU�VXUYLYDO�RI�ODUYDO�DQG�MXYHQLOH�VXFNHUV��%XFKDQDQ�HW� 
DO��������S������ 
� 
:KLOH�LW�LV�SRVVLEOH�WKDW�WKH�FXUUHQW�LQIHFWLRQV�QLGXV��EUHHGLQJ� 
SODFH��IRU�&��VKDVWD�DQG�3��PLQLELFRUQLV�PD\�PRYH�XSVWUHDP� 
ZKHUH�VDOPRQ�VSDZQLQJ�FRQJUHJDWLRQV�RFFXU��WKH�OLNHOLKRRG�RI�WKLV� 
KDSSHQLQJ�LV�XQNQRZQ��$Q\�FUHDWLRQ�RI�DQ�LQIHFWLRQV�]RQH��RU� 
]RQHV��ZRXOG�EH�WKH�UHVXOW�RI�WKH�V\QHUJLVWLF�HIIHFW�RI�QXPHURXV� 
IDFWRUV��VXFK�DV�WKRVH�WKDW�RFFXU�ZLWKLQ�WKH�FXUUHQW�GLVHDVH�]RQH�LQ� 
WKH�.ODPDWK�5LYHU�LQ�WKH�UHDFK�IURP�WKH�6KDVWD�5LYHU�GRZQVWUHDP� 
WR�6HLDG�9DOOH\��IDFWRUV�QRWHG�E\�)(5&��������DQG�RWKHUV�DERYH��� 
5HHVWDEOLVKPHQW�RI�QDWXUDO�IORZ�DQG�VHGLPHQW�WUDQVSRUW�UDWHV�WR� 
WKH�ULYHU�GRZQVWUHDP�RI�WKH�FXUUHQW�ORFDWLRQ�RI�,URQ�*DWH�'DP� 
ZRXOG�GHYHORS�QDWXUDO�JHRPRUSKLF�FKDQQHO�IRUPLQJ�SURFHVVHV�WR� 
WKH�ULYHU��+HWULFN�HW�DO��������ZKLFK�ZRXOG�PDNH�WKLV�V\QHUJ\� 
XQOLNHO\�� 
� 
7KH�&KLQRRN�([SHUW�3DQHO�DVVHVVPHQW�LQGLFDWHG�WKDW�GDPV�RXW� 
SOXV�.%5$�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ��$OWHUQDWLYH���RU����RIIHUV�JUHDWHU� 
SRWHQWLDO�WKDQ�WKH�&XUUHQW�&RQGLWLRQV�LQ�LPSURYLQJ�FRQGLWLRQV�IRU� 
ZDWHU�TXDOLW\��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S������GLVHDVH���*RRGPDQ�HW� 
DO��������S�������UHFRORQL]DWLRQ��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S������� 
LQFUHDVHG�KDUYHVW�DQG�HVFDSHPHQW��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S������� 
SUHGDWLRQ��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S�������DQG�WROHUDWLQJ�FOLPDWH� 
FKDQJH�DQG�FKDQJHV�LQ�PDULQH�VXUYLYDO��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S�� 
����� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�:4���$�&�'�+\GURHOHFWULF�3URMHFW�,PSDFWV�WR� 
:DWHU�4XDOLW\�DQG�$QWLFLSDWHG�.+6$�.%5$�,PSURYHPHQWV��� 
� 
3RRU�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\��H�J���VHYHUH�K\SR[LD��WHPSHUDWXUHV�H[FHHGLQJ�
����&��KLJK�S+��LQ�WKH�UHDFK�IURP�.HQR�'DP�WR�/LQN�'DP�PLJKW� 
SUHYHQW�ILVK�SDVVDJH�DW�DQ\�WLPH�IURP�ODWH�-XQH�WKURXJK�PLG� 
1RYHPEHU��6XOOLYDQ�HW�DO��������86*6�������ERWK�DV�FLWHG�LQ� 
+DPLOWRQ�HW�DO���������+RZHYHU��HYLGHQFH�LQGLFDWHV�WKDW�8SSHU� 
.ODPDWK�/DNH�KDELWDW�LV�SUHVHQWO\�VXLWDEOH�WR�VXSSRUW�&KLQRRN� 
VDOPRQ�IRU�DW�OHDVW�WKH�2FWREHU�WKURXJK�0D\�SHULRG��0DXOH�HW�DO�� 
������'UDIW�(,6����������3RRU�VXPPHU�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�FRQGLWLRQV� 
PD\�QHFHVVLWDWH�VHDVRQDO�WUDS�DQG�KDXO�DURXQG�.HQR� 
,PSRXQGPHQW�IRU�VRPH�OLIH�VWDJHV�RI�&KLQRRN�XQWLO�.%5$�DQG� 
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� 
� 

70'/�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�LPSURYH�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\��7KLV�LV�FRQVLVWHQW� 
ZLWK�WKH�ILVKZD\�SUHVFULSWLRQV�RI�'2,�DQG�8��6�'HSDUWPHQW�RI� 
&RPPHUFH��'2&���'2,�������12$$�)LVKHULHV�6HUYLFH�������� 
2YHUDOO��GDP�UHPRYDO�DQG�DVVRFLDWHG�.%5$�DFWLRQV�ZRXOG� 
DFFHOHUDWH�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�LPSURYHPHQWV��'XQQH�HW�DO��������DQG� 
70'/�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�EHQHILWV�WR�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK��:DWHU�4XDOLW\� 
6XEJURXS�������'UDIW�(,6����������� 
� 
� 

� 
� 

� 
� 

� � 

Vol. III, 11.6-377 - December 2012 



 

 
               

      
     
     

 
               
      
      
      
      
      
      
               
   
      
      
      
 
               
  
      
      
  
 
               
      
      
      
      
      
      

 
 
               
      

 
      

 
      
      

 
 

  

 

Agreement and its interrelationship to the Klamath Basin  
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IT_MC_1025_039 
KLAMATH DAM REMOVAL 
DRAFT EIS/EIR HEARING

OCTOBER 25, 2011
PUBLIC TESTIMONY 

ORLEANS, CALIFORNIA Comment 1 - Approves of Dam Removal 

MR. HIGGINS: Patrick Higgins, consulting
fisheries biologist, P-a-t-r-i-c-k H-i-g-g-i-n-s, and I'm
a consultant to the Resighini, R-e-s-i-g-h-i-n-i,
Rancheria. And the Resighini favor dam removal, but
they're very concerned about the Klamath Hydro Settlement 

Restoration Agreement. 

In fact, the DEIS/DEIR, I feel, doesn't use best 

Comment 2 - Hydrology 

available science, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act and the California Environmental 
Quality Act. They have ignored the National Academy of
Sciences and the KBRA expert panel's advice on
considering refilling of Lower Klamath Lake, both to
restore sucker fish and the natural flows of the Klamath. 

In fact, the flows, under the KBRA, will depart 
Comment 3 - Fish 

further from normal. And if flushing flows are not
available in dry years, I'm concerned that the algae 
blooms that currently set up fish kills will continue. 

And it is also an opinion issued in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement by FERC, the

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, that, in fact, the
fish disease cycles will continue, but the node will
reflect upstream from Iron Gate. 

Comment 4 - NEPA 

But the DEIS/DEIR just doesn't even analyze any
of the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement aspects, which
is not legal under NEPA. It's called piecemeal-ing. And 
it's also illegal under CEQA, because things like 
maintaining agricultural activities, industrial
agriculture, in the wildlife refuges of Tule Lake and
Lower Klamath Lake, have profound impacts both on water
supply and on water quality. 


And so, when the KBRA says that those marshes

within national wildlife refuges will be industrially
farmed for 50 years, going forward, it has impacts on the
Keno Reservoir that will make it remain toxic. Now, your
expert panel says that the fish won't jump through there,
so, therefore, you won't restore salmon to the
Upper Basin, even if you remove the dams, because the
nutrient problems that are killing the river go

     unaddressed by the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement. 
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And my contention is, it's hard to test within
the DEIS/DEIR because they don't even consider these
issues. And I think it's just flat-out not in compliance
with NEPA and what we state.

 But, for instance, the DEIS/DEIR does not
concern itself with the lands in California,
Lower Klamath Lake, which was formally the water storage
and water filter for the Klamath River and held the flows 
up through June and July and would be a wonderful 
floodwater storage mechanism. It's not considered by the
DEIS/DEIR. It doesn't even consider California, in terms
of the Upper Klamath Basin, and that region, nor
Tule Lake, nor Lost River. 

There is extirpated sucker populations in
Lower Klamath Lake, Tule Lake, and Lower Lost River, and
those will not be restored because of the KBRA's land use 
requirements and the water use in the Lost Basin. So,
it's going to block the ESA implementation. And under 
this deal, the State of California will actually issue a
blank take permit for endangered species, including
Lost River suckers, shortnose suckers, bald eagles,
peregrine falcons, sandhill cranes, and it doesn't even
study California and the area that's impacted that have
these species. 


So, there's legal flaws here that are extremely

egregious, from my perspective. 

Comment 5 - NEPA 
Dennis comments -- he says, "Comments are highly 

valued." Well, I filed a couple hundred on behalf of the
Resighini in the Cooperators' Draft, and I didn't find any change in 
substance on the key points of my agruments 

Ecological restoration, like the Everglades, 

Comment 6 - Alternatives 

where to cure toxic blue-green algae in the seas off of
Florida, they increased freshwater and they increased
marsh. And then, if that's not enough, you increase it
more. That's the only scientifically valid method, and
yet, it's not adopted here.  There's no NEPA alternative 
on ecological restoration. 

And if folks want to explore this further and
kind of fact-check on the science, they can surf
Klamath -- www.klamathER, ecological restoration, .org or
klamathER, Klamath emergency room. 

When wet years, when good ocean, that's going to
switch within the next decade to '76, '77, '86 and
'94-type drought conditions. This is insufficient, and,
unfortunately, the KBRA is a poison pill inside dam 
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removal. 
MS. JONES: Okay.
MR. LYNCH: Thank you, Patrick. 
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,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���6RPH�3HRSOH�$SSURYH�RI�'DP�5HPRYDO� 1R� 
DQG�2WKHUV�2SSRVH�'DP�5HPRYDO�� 

,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�*(1���%HVW�$YDLODEOH�,QIRUPDWLRQ��� 1R� 

,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�$48���$�WKURXJK�,�12$$�)LVKHULHV�6HUYLFH� 1R� 
%2��(6$�DQG�.%5$�:DWHU�0DQDJHPHQW�� 
� 
)ORZV�XQGHU�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�$OWHUQDWLYH�LQFOXGH�PLQLPXP� 
EDVHG�IORZV�HTXDO�WR�WKH�(FRORJLFDO�%DVH�)ORZ��(%)��OHYHOV� 
UHFRPPHQGHG�E\�+DUG\��������IRU�WKH�SHULRGV�IURP�0DUFK�WKURXJK� 
-XQH��DQG�IURP�$XJXVW�WKURXJK�6HSWHPEHU�WR�LQVXUH�DGHTXDWH� 
SURWHFWLRQ�RI�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�GXULQJ�GU\�ZDWHU�\HDUV���,Q�DGGLWLRQ�� 
IORZ�WDUJHWV�ZHUH�LQFUHDVHG�DERYH�WKRVH�(%)�IORZV�UHFRPPHQGHG� 
E\�+DUG\��������IURP�����WR�������FIV�LQ�$XJXVW��DQG�IURP������� 
WR�������FIV�LQ�6HSWHPEHU�WR�IXUWKHU�UHGXFH�WKH�OLNHOLKRRG�RI� 
DQRWKHU�DGXOW�ILVK�NLOO�VLPLODU�WR�WKH�RQH�WKDW�RFFXUUHG�LQ��������$V�D� 
UHVXOW�RI�WKHVH�FKDQJHV�GDLO\�IORZV�DW�,URQ�*DWH�'DP�QHYHU�GURS� 
EHORZ�����FIV�LQ�6HSWHPEHU�LQ�WKH�GULHVW�ZDWHU�\HDUV����,Q�DGGLWLRQ�� 
XQGHU�.%5$�WKHUH�LV�DQWLFLSDWHG�WR�EH�DGGLWLRQDO�RSHUDWLRQDO� 
IOH[LELOLW\�WR�RSWLPL]H�ZDWHU�XVH�WKURXJK�WKH�GHYHORSPHQW�RI�D� 
GURXJKW�SODQ�DQG�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI�UHDO�WLPH�ZDWHU�PDQDJHPHQW� 
WKURXJK�WKH�7HFKQLFDO�$GYLVRU\�7HDP¶V�PDQDJHPHQW�RI� 
HQYLURQPHQWDO�ZDWHU�� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�$48���-�12$$�)LVKHULHV�6HUYLFH�%2��(6$�DQG� 
.%5$�:DWHU�0DQDJHPHQW�� 
� 
)XWXUH�)HGHUDO�DFWLRQV�LQIOXHQFLQJ�PDLQVWHP�.ODPDWK�5LYHU�IORZV� 
ZLOO�EH�VXEMHFW�WR�LQWHUDJHQF\�FRQVXOWDWLRQV�XQGHU�6HFWLRQ���RI�WKH� 
(6$��5HJDUGOHVV�RI�WKH�RXWFRPH�RI�WKH�6HFUHWDULDO�'HWHUPLQDWLRQ�� 
IXWXUH�IORZ�UHOHDVHV�ZLOO�UHTXLUH�FRPSOLDQFH�XQGHU�WKH�(6$�WR� 
LQVXUH�IORZ�UHOHDVHV�DYRLG�MHRSDUGL]LQJ�6RXWKHUQ�2UHJRQ�1RUWKHUQ� 
&DOLIRUQLD�&RDVW��621&&��FRKR�VDOPRQ�DQG�DYRLG�GHVWUXFWLRQ�RU� 
DGYHUVH�PRGLILFDWLRQ�RI�WKHLU�GHVLJQDWHG�FULWLFDO�KDELWDW�� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�$48����&KLQRRN�([SHUW�3DQHO�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ� 
%HWWHU�7KDQ�1R�$FWLRQ�� 
� 
7KH�)HGHUDO�(QHUJ\�5HJXODWRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ���������)LQDO� 
(,6�(,5��UDLVHG�WKH�LVVXH�RI�GLVHDVH�LQWURGXFWLRQ�UHODWHG�WR� 
UHLQWURGXFLQJ�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�RQ�S��������DQG��������FLWLQJ�WKH� 
'UDIW������$PHQGPHQW�WR�WKH�7DVN�)RUFH¶V�/RQJ�5DQJH�3ODQ� 
�/53���7KLV�LV�QRW�D�YDOLG�FLWDWLRQ�EHFDXVH�WKH�GUDIW�ZDV�QHYHU� 
DSSURYHG�E\�WKH�7DVN�)RUFH�DQG��WKHUHIRUH��QHYHU�DPHQGHG�WR�WKH� 
/53��7KH�TXRWHV�DQG�FRQFOXVLRQV�DWWULEXWHG�WR�WKLV�SODQ�RQ�S���� 
����WKURXJK�������LQ�)(5&¶V�GRFXPHQW�DUH�WKXV�LQFRUUHFW��� 
� 
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0LJUDWLRQ�RI�DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�WR�WKH�8SSHU�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ�ZRXOG� 
QRW�EH�D�VLJQLILFDQW�IDFWRU�FRQWULEXWLQJ�WR�GLVHDVH�LQ�UHVLGHQW�ILVK� 
�$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�/DZ�-XGJH��������7KH�$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�/DZ�-XGJH� 
DOVR�VXSSRUWHG�WKLV�DVVHVVPHQW�LQ�ILQGLQJ�WKDW�WKH�PRYHPHQW�RI� 
DQDGURPRXV�ILVK�YLD�SUHVFULEHG�ILVKZD\V�SUHVHQWV�D�UHODWLYHO\�ORZ� 
ULVN�RI�LQWURGXFLQJ�SDWKRJHQV�WR�UHVLGHQW�ILVK�DERYH�,*'� 
�$GPLQLVWUDWLYH�/DZ�-XGJH�'HFLVLRQ�DW�����8OWLPDWH�)LQGLQV�RI�)DFW� 
DQG�&RQFOXVLRQV�RI�/DZ�����0DQ\�RI�WKH�SDWKRJHQV��VXFK�DV�&�� 
VKDVWD��)��FROXPQDULV��3��PLQLELFRUQLV��DQG�,FK��SUHVHQW�EHORZ�,*'� 
DUH�DOVR�SUHVHQW�DERYH�WKH�GDP��,G����� 
� 
7R�KHOS�GHWHUPLQH�LI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�ZLOO�DGYDQFH�UHVWRUDWLRQ� 
RI�WKH�VDOPRQLG�ILVKHULHV�RI�WKH�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ��D�&KLQRRN�6DOPRQ� 
([SHUW�3DQHO�ZDV�FRQYHQHG�WR�DWWHPSW�WR�DQVZHU�VSHFLILF� 
TXHVWLRQV�WKDW�KDG�EHHQ�IRUPXODWHG�E\�WKH�SURMHFW�VWDNHKROGHUV�WR� 
DVVLVW�ZLWK�DVVHVVLQJ�WKH�HIIHFWV�RI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�FRPSDUHG� 
ZLWK�H[LVWLQJ�FRQGLWLRQV��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO����������7KH�3DQHO� 
FRQFOXGHG�WKDW�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�DSSHDUV�WR�EH�D�PDMRU�VWHS� 
IRUZDUG�LQ�FRQVHUYLQJ�WDUJHW�ILVK�SRSXODWLRQV�LQ�WKH�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ��� 
7KH�([SHUW�3DQHO�SUHGLFWHG�WKDW��EDVHG�RQ�WKH�LQIRUPDWLRQ� 
SURYLGHG�WR�WKHP��LW�ZDV�SRVVLEOH�WKDW�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�ZRXOG� 
SURYLGH�D�VXEVWDQWLDO�LQFUHDVH�LQ�WKH�DEXQGDQFH�RI�QDWXUDOO\� 
VSDZQHG�.ODPDWK�5LYHU�&KLQRRN�VDOPRQ�DERYH�WKDW�H[SHFWHG� 
XQGHU�H[LVWLQJ�FRQGLWLRQV�LQ�WKH�UHDFK�EHWZHHQ�,URQ�*DWH�'DP�DQG� 
.HQR�'DP���,Q�DGGLWLRQ��WKH�3DQHO�FRQFOXGHG�WKDW�WKH�3URSRVHG� 
$FWLRQ�RIIHUV�JUHDWHU�SRWHQWLDO�WKDQ�WKH�FXUUHQW�FRQGLWLRQV�IRU� 
&KLQRRN�VDOPRQ�WR�WROHUDWH�FOLPDWH�FKDQJH�DQG�FKDQJHV�LQ�PDULQH� 
VXUYLYDO��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO����������:KLOH�WKH�3DQHO�DJUHHG�WKDW�WKHUH� 
ZDV�DOVR�HYLGHQFH�IRU�GUDPDWLF�LQFUHDVHV�LQ�DEXQGDQFH� 
DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�XSVWUHDP�RI�.HQR�'DP��WKH\� 
FDXWLRQHG�WKDW�DFKLHYLQJ�VXEVWDQWLDO�JDLQV�LQ�&KLQRRN�VDOPRQ� 
DEXQGDQFH�DQG�GLVWULEXWLRQ�LQ�WKH�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ�LV�FRQWLQJHQW� 
XSRQ�VXFFHVVIXOO\�UHVROYLQJ�NH\�IDFWRUV��GLVFXVVHG�LQ�WKLV�UHSRUW�LQ� 
GHWDLO��WKDW�ZLOO�FRQWLQXH�WR�DIIHFW�SRSXODWLRQ��VXFK�DV�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�� 
GLVHDVH��DQG�LQVWUHDP�IORZV���,Q�DGGLWLRQ��WKH\�VWDWHG�WKH�FRQFHUQ� 
WKDW�VXFFHVVIXO�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI�.%5$�ZRXOG�EH�UHTXLUHG��DQG� 
ZRXOG�QHHG�DSSURSULDWH�VFLHQWLILF�OHDGHUVKLS�� 
� 
:KLOH�LW�LV�SRVVLEOH�WKDW�WKH�FXUUHQW�LQIHFWLRQV�QLGXV��EUHHGLQJ� 
SODFH��IRU�&��VKDVWD�DQG�3��PLQLELFRUQLV�PD\�PRYH�XSVWUHDP� 
ZKHUH�VDOPRQ�VSDZQLQJ�FRQJUHJDWLRQV�RFFXU��WKH�OLNHOLKRRG�RI�WKLV� 
KDSSHQLQJ�LV�XQNQRZQ��$Q\�FUHDWLRQ�RI�DQ�LQIHFWLRQV�]RQH��RU� 
]RQHV��ZRXOG�EH�WKH�UHVXOW�RI�WKH�V\QHUJLVWLF�HIIHFW�RI�QXPHURXV� 
IDFWRUV��VXFK�DV�WKRVH�WKDW�RFFXU�ZLWKLQ�WKH�FXUUHQW�GLVHDVH�]RQH�LQ� 
WKH�.ODPDWK�5LYHU�LQ�WKH�UHDFK�IURP�WKH�6KDVWD�5LYHU�GRZQVWUHDP� 
WR�6HLDG�9DOOH\��IDFWRUV�QRWHG�E\�)(5&��������DQG�RWKHUV�DERYH��� 
5HHVWDEOLVKPHQW�RI�QDWXUDO�IORZ�DQG�VHGLPHQW�WUDQVSRUW�UDWHV�WR� 
WKH�ULYHU�GRZQVWUHDP�RI�WKH�FXUUHQW�ORFDWLRQ�RI�,URQ�*DWH�'DP� 
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ZRXOG�GHYHORS�QDWXUDO�JHRPRUSKLF�FKDQQHO�IRUPLQJ�SURFHVVHV�WR� 
WKH�ULYHU��+HWULFN�HW�DO��������ZKLFK�ZRXOG�PDNH�WKLV�V\QHUJ\� 
XQOLNHO\�� 
� 
7KH�&KLQRRN�([SHUW�3DQHO�DVVHVVPHQW�LQGLFDWHG�WKDW�GDPV�RXW� 
SOXV�.%5$�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ��$OWHUQDWLYH���RU����RIIHUV�JUHDWHU� 
SRWHQWLDO�WKDQ�WKH�&XUUHQW�&RQGLWLRQV�LQ�LPSURYLQJ�FRQGLWLRQV�IRU� 
ZDWHU�TXDOLW\��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S������GLVHDVH���*RRGPDQ�HW� 
DO��������S�������UHFRORQL]DWLRQ��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S������� 
LQFUHDVHG�KDUYHVW�DQG�HVFDSHPHQW��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S������� 
SUHGDWLRQ��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S�������DQG�WROHUDWLQJ�FOLPDWH� 
FKDQJH�DQG�FKDQJHV�LQ�PDULQH�VXUYLYDO��*RRGPDQ�HW�DO��������S�� 
����� 
� 
3RRU�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\��H�J���VHYHUH�K\SR[LD��WHPSHUDWXUHV�H[FHHGLQJ�
����&��KLJK�S+��LQ�WKH�UHDFK�IURP�.HQR�'DP�WR�/LQN�'DP�PLJKW� 
SUHYHQW�ILVK�SDVVDJH�DW�DQ\�WLPH�IURP�ODWH�-XQH�WKURXJK�PLG� 
1RYHPEHU��6XOOLYDQ�HW�DO��������86*6�������ERWK�DV�FLWHG�LQ� 
+DPLOWRQ�HW�DO���������+RZHYHU��HYLGHQFH�LQGLFDWHV�WKDW�8SSHU� 
.ODPDWK�/DNH�KDELWDW�LV�SUHVHQWO\�VXLWDEOH�WR�VXSSRUW�&KLQRRN� 
VDOPRQ�IRU�DW�OHDVW�WKH�2FWREHU�WKURXJK�0D\�SHULRG��0DXOH�HW�DO�� 
������'UDIW�(,6����������3RRU�VXPPHU�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�FRQGLWLRQV� 
PD\�QHFHVVLWDWH�VHDVRQDO�WUDS�DQG�KDXO�DURXQG�.HQR� 
,PSRXQGPHQW�IRU�VRPH�OLIH�VWDJHV�RI�&KLQRRN�XQWLO�.%5$�DQG� 
70'/�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�LPSURYH�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\��7KLV�LV�FRQVLVWHQW� 
ZLWK�WKH�ILVKZD\�SUHVFULSWLRQV�RI�'2,�DQG�'2&��'2,�������12$$� 
)LVKHULHV�6HUYLFH��������2YHUDOO��GDP�UHPRYDO�DQG�DVVRFLDWHG� 
.%5$�DFWLRQV�ZRXOG�DFFHOHUDWH�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�LPSURYHPHQWV� 
�'XQQH�HW�DO��������DQG�70'/�ZDWHU�TXDOLW\�EHQHILWV�WR� 
DQDGURPRXV�ILVK��:DWHU�4XDOLW\�6XEJURXS�������'UDIW�(,6���������� 

,7B0&B����B������ 0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�1�&3����.%5$�LV�$QDO\]HG�DV�D�&RQQHFWHG� 1R� 
$FWLRQ��� 
� 
$V�GHVFULEHG�LQ�WKH�6HFWLRQ���������RI�(,6�(,5��WKH�3URSRVHG� 
$FWLRQ�UHVXOWV�LQ�KLJKHU�ZDWHU�HOHYDWLRQV�LQ�8SSHU�.ODPDWK�/DNH�� 
ZKLFK�ZRXOG�EHQHILW�/RVW�5LYHU�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHUV��7KH�.%5$� 
LV�H[SHFWHG�WR�SURYLGH�EHQHILWV�WR�VXFNHU�SRSXODWLRQV�WKURXJK�WKH� 
IROORZLQJ�PHDVXUHV��QXWULHQW�UHGXFWLRQ��UHFRQQHFWLQJ�IRUPHU� 
ZHWODQGV�WR�$JHQF\�/DNH��UHFRQVWUXFWLQJ�TXDOLW\�UHDULQJ�KDELWDW�IRU� 
HDUO\�OLIH�VWDJHV��DQG�UHVWRULQJ�VKRUHOLQH�VSULQJ�VSDZQLQJ�KDELWDW� 
UHVWRUDWLRQ��DPRQJ�RWKHUV��5HVWRUDWLRQ�DFWLRQV�DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK� 
.%5$�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�XQGHU�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�FRXOG�DOWHU� 
KDELWDW�DYDLODELOLW\�DQG�VXLWDELOLW\�DQG�DIIHFW�ORVW�ULYHU�DQG� 
VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHUV�DQG�DUH�DQWLFLSDWHG�LQ�WKH�ORQJ�WHUP�WR�LPSURYH� 
FRQGLWLRQV�IRU�VXFNHU�SRSXODWLRQV�ZLWKLQ�.ODPDWK�/DNH��%DVHG�RQ�� 
� 
� 
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LPSURYHG�KDELWDW�TXDOLW\��WKH�HIIHFW�RI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�ZRXOG� 
EH�EHQHILFLDO�IRU�/RVW�5LYHU�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHU�SRSXODWLRQV�LQ� 
WKH�ORQJ�WHUP�� 
� 
/RVW�5LYHU�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHUV�DUH�OLVWHG�DV�IXOO\�SURWHFWHG� 
VSHFLHV�XQGHU�&')*�FRGH��WKXV��DQ\�WDNH�RI�WKHVH�VSHFLHV�LV� 
SURKLELWHG��+RZHYHU��D�FRPSRQHQW�RI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ� 
LQFOXGHV�OHJLVODWLRQ�WR�SHUPLW�WKH�WDNH�RI�VRPH�LQGLYLGXDOV�GXULQJ� 
LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ��5HVHUYRLU�UHPRYDO�DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK�GDP�UHPRYDO� 
XQGHU�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�FRXOG�DOWHU�KDELWDW�DYDLODELOLW\�DQG� 
DIIHFW�ORVW�ULYHU�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHUV��'UDIW�(,6�(,5�������������S�� 
��������WR������������%DVHG�RQ�UHGXFWLRQ�LQ�DEXQGDQFH�ZLWKLQ� 
UHVHUYRLUV��WKH�HIIHFW�RI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�ZRXOG�EH�VLJQLILFDQW� 
IRU�/RVW�5LYHU�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHU�SRSXODWLRQV�LQ�WKH�VKRUW�WHUP�� 
�,ELG����+RZHYHU��DV�GLVFXVVHG�DERYH��LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI�0LWLJDWLRQ� 
0HDVXUH�$5���FRXOG�EH�LPSOHPHQWHG�WR�UHGXFH�WKH�LPSDFW�WR� 
LQGLYLGXDOV�ZLWKLQ�UHVHUYRLUV�E\�UHVFXLQJ�ILVK�SULRU�WR�UHVHUYRLU� 
GUDZGRZQ��%DVHG�RQ�VPDOO�QXPEHUV�RI�LQGLYLGXDOV�DIIHFWHG�DIWHU� 
PLWLJDWLRQ��WKH�HIIHFW�RI�WKH�3URSRVHG�$FWLRQ�ZRXOG�EH�OHVV�WKDQ� 
VLJQLILFDQW�IRU�/RVW�5LYHU�DQG�VKRUWQRVH�VXFNHU�SRSXODWLRQV�LQ�WKH� 
VKRUW�WHUP�DIWHU�PLWLJDWLRQ����,ELG��� 
� 
,PSDFWV�RQ�RWKHU�&DOLIRUQLD�VSHFLDO�VWDWXV�VSHFLHV�DUH�SUHVHQWHG�LQ� 
6HFWLRQ�����7HUUHVWULDO�UHVRXUFHV��� 

,7B0&B����B������ &RPPHQWV�UHFHLYHG�IURP�WKH�&RRSHUDWLQJ�$JHQFLHV�RQ�WKH� 1R� 
&RRSHUDWLQJ�$JHQF\�'UDIW�ZHUH�WDNHQ�LQWR�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�E\�WKH� 
/HDG�$JHQFLHV�GXULQJ�GHYHORSPHQW�RI�WKH�'UDIW�(,6�(,5��� 
� 
0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�1�&3����5HVSRQVH�WR�3XEOLF�&RPPHQW��� 
� 
$GGLWLRQDOO\��DOO�FRPPHQWV�ZLOO�EH�FRQVLGHUHG�E\�WKH�6HFUHWDU\�RI� 
WKH�,QWHULRU�ZKHQ�PDNLQJ�KLV�'HWHUPLQDWLRQ�RQ�ZKHWKHU�UHPRYDO�RI� 
WKH�IRXU�K\GURHOHFWULF�GDPV�RQ�WKH�.ODPDWK�5LYHU�WKDW�DUH�RZQHG� 
E\�3DFLIL&RUS�ZLOO�DFFRPSOLVK�WKH�IROORZLQJ�WZR�JRDOV�����WR� 
DGYDQFH�UHVWRUDWLRQ�RI�WKH�VDOPRQLG�ILVKHULHV�RI�WKH�EDVLQ��DQG� 
���EH�LQ�WKH�SXEOLF�LQWHUHVW��ZKLFK�LQFOXGHV��EXW�LV�QRW�OLPLWHG�WR�� 
FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RI�WKH�SRWHQWLDO�LPSDFWV�RQ�DIIHFWHG�ORFDO� 
FRPPXQLWLHV�DQG�,QGLDQ�7ULEHV�� 

,7B0&B����B������ 7KH�FRPPHQW�DXWKRU�VXJJHVWV�WKDW�WKH�(,6�(,5�VKRXOG�LQFOXGH� 1R� 
UHVWRUDWLRQ�DOWHUQDWLYHV�RWKHU�WKHQ�WKH�.%5$���7KH�/HDG�$JHQFLHV� 
UHFRJQL]H�WKDW�UHVWRULQJ�WKH�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ�LV�D�FRPSOLFDWHG� 
SURFHVV�DQG�WKDW�WKHUH�DUH�VHYHUDO�DSSURDFKHV�WKDW�FDQ�EH�WDNHQ� 
WRZDUGV�UHVWRUDWLRQ���%XW�DV�H[SODLQHG�PRUH�IXOO\�LQ�0DVWHU� 
5HVSRQVH�$/7���(OLPLQDWLRQ�RI�$OWHUQDWLYH�����'DP�5HPRYDO� 
:LWKRXW�.%5$�IURP�'HWDLOHG�6WXG\��GDP�UHPRYDO�FRQWHPSODWHG� 
XQGHU�WKH�.+6$�FDQQRW�EH�LPSOHPHQWHG�ZLWKRXW�LPSOHPHQWLQJ�WKH� 
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.%5$���7KHUHIRUH��DQ�DOWHUQDWLYH�WKDW�ZRXOG�LPSOHPHQW�D� 
UHVWRUDWLRQ�SURMHFW�RWKHU�WKDQ�WKH�.%5$�LV�QRW�IHDVLEOH���$OVR�DV� 
H[SODLQHG�LQ�0DVWHU�5HVSRQVH�$/7����.%5$�DV�LW�LV�FRQWHPSODWHG� 
LQ�WKH�DFWXDO�DJUHHPHQW�LV�D�ZKROH�SURJUDP�DQG�RQH�FDQQRW� 
LPSOHPHQW�VRPH�.%5$�FRPSRQHQWV�EXW�QRW�RWKHUV�DQG�VWLOO�H[SHFW� 
LW�WR�\LHOG�WKH�VDPH�EHQHILWV�DV�IXOO�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI�WKH�.%5$�� 
� 
$GGLWLRQDOO\��WKH�FRPPHQW�DXWKRU�VWDWHG�WKDW�LQFUHDVLQJ�IUHVKZDWHU� 
DQG�PDUVK�KDELWDW�LV�WKH�³RQO\�VFLHQWLILFDOO\�YDOLG�PHWKRG´�IRU� 
HFRORJLFDO�UHVWRUDWLRQ���7KH�FRPPHQW��KRZHYHU��GLG�QRW�LQFOXGH� 
DQ\�GHWDLOV�RU�VFLHQWLILF�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKLV�FODLP���7KH�.%5$� 
LQFRUSRUDWHV�SODQV�DQG�DGGLWLRQDO�UHVWRUDWLRQ�DFWLRQV�LQ�WKH�IXWXUH� 
DQG�GRHV�QRW�IRUHFORVH�RWKHU�PHDVXUHV�IRU�HFRV\VWHP�UHVWRUDWLRQ� 
LQ�WKH�.ODPDWK�%DVLQ�� 
� 

� � � 
� 

Vol. III, 11.6-385 - December 2012 



                           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Klamath Facilities Removal 
Final EIS/EIR 

IT_MC_1027_054 
KLAMATH DAM REMOVAL 
DRAFT EIS/EIR HEARING


OCTOBER 27, 2011

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 


KLAMATH, CALIFORNIA 


MR. HIGGINS: Good evening. Patrick Higgins, 

P-a-t-r-i-c-k H-i-g-g-i-n-s. I'm a consulting fisheries 

biologist and currently employed by the 

Resighini Rancheria to review the environmental document

 here. 

I've got 20 years of studying the Klamath. I 

helped to write the long-range plan to restore the river 

for the Klamath Task Force. I helped with its 

mid-program review. I have up an information system, 

krisweb.com, and I have also helped put together a water

 quality information system called klamathwaterquality.com

 that people can review for information to substantiate my

 remarks. 

Comment 1 -
Approves of Dam I'm afraid I'm the purveyor this evening of some
Removal 

inconvenient truths. I have agreed that the dams need to

 be removed. And the Resighini Rancheria favors speedy

 dam removal.  However, the Secretary's decision

 encompasses not just the Klamath Hydro Settlement

Comment 2 - NEPA 


Agreement, related to dam removal, but it also


 encompasses the Klamath Basin Restoration Agreement.


 Mr. Lynch actually went on at length to describe


 its benefits, and, yet, unfortunately, you'll find that
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Comment 3 - 
NEPA 

Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

the DEIS and DEIR do not cover the KBRA. They say that

 it is too ill-defined to yet be analyzed and that, in the

 future, we can see the analysis in another process. That

 actually is in violation of the National Environmental

 Policy Act. It's in violation of CEQA, the California

 Environmental Quality Act.

 And, you know, originally, the Upper Klamath 

Lake, the Lower Klamath Lake, Tule Lake, vast, vast 

wetlands and lakes. The sky was black with ducks. These

 were tea-colored lakes, 300,000 acres, hundreds of square

 miles. Now 80 percent are filled. 

The sucker fish, the canary in the Upper Klamath

 coal mine, it can live in dissolved oxygens of 3. We're

 breathing 8. That would kill a trout. It would kill us.

 It can take dissolved ammonia levels that are extremely

 high. It can take pH that would kill a rainbow trout. 

Why is the sucker, the indicator species, going, blinking

 out? And it's because they have taken too much in the 

Upper Basin. And, in fact, the only thing the sucker 
Comment 3 -
Alternatives 

lacks is tennis shoes. It can't walk on land. If the program 

was meeting NEPA and CEQA standards for use of best available 

science, there would

 be an ecologically-based alternative. The Resighini have

 repeatedly asked for such an alternative, and they have

 been told that they can't have it because it's not in the

 Settlement; and if it's not in the Settlement and the 
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KBRA, then it's not under consideration. Well, that's


 another violation of NEPA.

 So, this is bad engineering. It's driven by

 land and water use negotiated by farmers and ranchers.

 And it ignores the National Academy of Sciences and


 National Research Council report. It ignores the expert


 panel reports actually convened by the KBRA. And it


 doesn't follow a science-based approach. Comment 4 - Water Quality 

The only way to clean up the nutrient pollution,

 which is the essential central problem in the Klamath,


 compounded by the dams but huge without the dams, we need


 an Everglades-like program. In the Everglades, where the


 sea is poisonous because of toxic algae, they're going to


 return freshwater, they're going to increase wetlands,


 and, if it's not enough, they're going to do more under


 adaptive management.


 Nutrient pollution is going to continue on the


 Klamath. Now, you can read the Chinook panel report.


 You can read the Coho/steelhead expert panel report. If


 you don't have a fix at the top of the Basin that


 includes land retirement, you're not going to get there.


 It's going to, basically, cause the disease nodes that


 are currently below Iron Gate. And this is in the FERC


 EIS, the final report, and also in the expert panel


 reports. That node is going to move. It's going to move


 where the salmon congregate to spawn, closer to Keno, and
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where the algae beds that support an intermediate host of


 parasite will thrive. Comment 5 - Fish 

Under the DEIS/DEIR, we're not looking at

 California habitat for suckers, and, yet, the California


 Department of Fish and Game will issue a blank take


 permit for suckers under this deal. That's


 unconscionable. Comment 6 - Alternatives 

And so, I really feel that Option 8, which is no

 longer under consideration, four-dam removal without


 KBRA, would be preferable. I don't believe that we can


 sign this Settlement and fund this deal, to the tune of a


 billion dollars, and expect the government to uphold the


 law.
 Comment 7 - Water Quality 

If the farmers and ranchers in the Upper Basin

 didn't receive $92 million in subsidies, the footprint of

 that ag would shrink. The nutrient pollution would 

shrink. There's no talk of abating -- there's no -- look 

up "pesticides" in this thing. They don't even talk 


about it. And, yet, the refuges, that really should be


 back to ducks and back to water filtration, are the 

highest place for pesticide use in Siskiyou County. 

If people doubt what I'm saying and they would 

like substantiation or to check it, you can look at 

klamathecologicalrestoration.org. That's klamathER.org.

 If "emergency room" works better for you to remember 

that, klamathER.org. MR. LYNCH: Thank you. 
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Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

Higgins, Patrick 
Resighini Rancheria 
October 27, 2011 

Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

Master Response GEN-2 Some People Approve of Dam Removal No 
and Others Oppose Dam Removal. 

The KBRA is analyzed in the EIS/EIR. The applicable resources No 
sections in Chapter 3 and the cumulative effects section in 
Chapter 4 provide a description of KBRA environmental effects. 

Master Response N/CP-13 KBRA is Analyzed as a Connected 
Action. 

Master Response N/CP-22 How KBRA was Analyzed. 

The comment author suggests that the EIS/EIR should include No 
restoration alternatives other then the KBRA.  The Lead Agencies 
recognize that restoring the Klamath Basin is a complicated 
process and that there are several approaches that can be taken 
towards restoration.  But as explained more fully in Master 
Response ALT-4 Elimination of Alternative 8 - Dam Removal 
Without the KBRA from Detailed Study, dam removal 
contemplated under the KHSA cannot be implemented without 
implementing the KBRA.  Therefore, an alternative that would 
implement a restoration project other than the KBRA is not 
feasible.  Also as explained in Master Response ALT-4, KBRA as 
it is contemplated in the actual agreement is a whole program and 
one cannot implement some KBRA components but not others 
and still expect it to yield the same benefits as full implementation 
of the KBRA. 

The Lead Agencies have worked to include the best available 
science in the EIS/EIR; the science process is described in Master 
Response GEN-3 Best Available Information. 

The comment also mentions that the Resighini have "asked 
repeatedly" for the document to include an ecologically based 
alternative, but the comment does not provide details of what this 
alternative should include.  The comment appears to reference 
other communications about this alternative with Interior.  The 
Lead Agencies do not have a record of these requests, either in 
public scoping comments, comments made as a Cooperating 
Agency on the Administrative Draft EIS/EIR, records of 
government-to-government meetings, or comments on the public 
EIS/EIR. While the EIS/EIR may not include the specific 
ecological alternative considered by the comment author, the 
EIS/EIR does have an ecologically based alternative.  The 
Proposed Action was developed specifically to be protective of 
natural resources in the system, and many KBRA components 
focus on improving habitat throughout the basin.  
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Master Response AQU-21 NRC Dam Removal Help Coho. 

Master Response AQU-6A Expert Panel Coho, Steelhead and 
Chinook. 

Master Response AQU-19 Chinook Expert Panel Proposed Action 
Better Than No Action. 

Master Response AQU-17 Expert Panel Second Line of Analysis, 
Not the Only Line of Evidence. 

IT_MC_1027_103-4 Concern #1: Nutrient pollution will continue in the Klamath Basin 
and dam removal may help, but it will not be enough. 

No 

Master Response WQ-4 Hydroelectric Project Impacts to Water 
Quality & Anticipated KHSA/KBRA Improvements. 

Concern #2: An Everglades-like restoration program is needed to 
reduce nutrient pollution in the upper basin. 

The Everglades restoration program uses a variety of pollutant 
management/reduction techniques. Many of these same 
techniques are being contemplated for use as part of the Klamath 
River TMDL implementation program. Several water quality 
improvement activities have been recently funded through the 
KHSA Interim Measures (Interim Measures 10, 11, and 15; see 
Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.2.4.1, p. 3.2-34 to 3.2-35). Projects 
currently being considered under IM 11 include water quality pilot 
projects for organic matter removal, sediment sequestration of 
nutrients, treatment wetlands, and natural wetland restoration, 
among others, to address nutrient over-enrichment in Upper 
Klamath Lake and the Klamath River reaches downstream from 
the lake. As stated in the EIS/EIR, pilot scale projects are still in 
the data collection or planning stage, so an assessment of water 
quality impacts from these projects is not yet practical (see Draft 
EIS/EIR p. 3.2-25). 

Master Response WQ-4A, C and D Hydroelectric Project Impacts 
to Water Quality and Anticipated KHSA/KBRA Improvements. 

Master Response WQ-22 TMDLs and the No Action/No Project 
Alternative (and Alternative 4). 

IT_MC_1027_103-5 As discussed in Section 3.3.4.3 of the Draft EIS/EIR under 
Alternatives 2 (p. 3.3-126) and 3, the KBRA is expected to provide 
benefits to sucker populations through: nutrient reduction, 
reconnecting former wetlands to Agency Lake, reconstructing 
quality rearing habitat for early life stages, and restoring spring 

No 
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IT_MC_1027_103-6 

IT_MC_1027_103-7 

Chapter 11 - Comments and Responses 

Higgins, Patrick 
Resighini Rancheria 
October 27, 2011 

Comment Response Change in 
EIS/EIR 

shoreline spawning habitat among others. The KBRA speaks to 
the settlement of long-running disputes concerning the use of 
Klamath Basin water for irrigation, fish and wildlife. It also speaks 
to water quality improvements in the basin. Addressing the water-
related issues within the basin is expected to benefit all species of 
resident fish, including suckers. The EIS/EIR concludes that based 
on improved habitat quality, the effect of the Proposed Action 
would be beneficial for Lost River and shortnose sucker 
populations in the long term (Draft EIS/EIR 3.3-127). The Resident 
Fish Expert Panel concluded that a “dams out plus KBRA” 
management scenario provides promise for preventing extinction 
of sucker species and for increasing overall population abundance 
and productivity (Buchanan et al. 2011). 

It is not the explicit objective of the KBRA to recover suckers, 
although suckers will benefit in many ways.  There are other tools 
to address the challenges described in the comment.  For 
example, the USFWS has released (October 2011) a draft revised 
Recovery Plan for the two endangered sucker species that 
identifies objectives and criteria for recovery which will inform and 
focus future recovery actions.  Additionally, the USFWS has 
initiated designation of Critical Habitat for the Lost River sucker 
and shortnose sucker (76 FR 76337, December 07, 2011), which 
will be finalized by November 30, 2012. 

Master Response AQU-33 ESA Compliance. 

The KBRA recognizes that certain species, including the Lost river No 
sucker and short nose sucker, are fully protected under the 
California Fish and Game Code. Within 60 days of any 
concurrence to an Affirmative Secretarial Determination, CDFG is 
to provide draft legislation to the KBRA parties regarding a limited 
authorization for incidental take of certain fully protected species. 
CDFG would provide this draft legislation to KBRA parties only if 
such authorization is necessary for implementation of the KBRA.  
Any draft legislation authorizing take of fully protected species 
must be approved by the California legislature and put into law by 
the Governor before CDFG could authorize such take. 

Concern:  Dam removal will exacerbate fish disease by moving No 
habitat for the parasite host upstream. 

Master Response AQU-27 Disease.  

As part of KBRA, continued agricultural use in the Reclamation 
Klamath Project is part of the Purpose and Need Statement. The 
KBRA is a negotiated settlement and the EIS/EIR does not 
analyze alternatives to the KBRA. Draft EIS/EIR Section 3.2.3.8 
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Inorganic and Organic Contaminants (p. 3.2-30 to 3.2-33) and 
Section (Appendix) C.7 (p. C-63 to C-72) present existing 
information on pesticides and herbicides in the Klamath Basin. 

IT_MC_1027_103-8 The KBRA is analyzed in the EIS/EIR. The applicable resources 
sections in Chapter 3 and the cumulative effects section in 
Chapter 4 provide a description of KBRA environmental effects. 

No 

Master Response N/CP-22 How KBRA was Analyzed. 

The majority of Federal land where farming may occur currently in 
the Klamath Basin would be on the several National Wildlife 
Refuges.  The KBRA does not require the Lower Klamath Lake 
and Tule Lake National Wildlife Refuges to allow or continue lease 
land farming. The KBRA provides for an allocation of water to the 
refuges. Water required for lease land farming does not count 
against the Refuge Allocation (KBRA Section 15.1.2.D.i). See 
www.Klamathrestoration.gov for a copy of the KBRA. 

Future refuge management decisions with respect to lease land 
farming would be speculative and are beyond the scope of the 
analysis of this EIS/EIR. 

Farming and agricultural practices on private lands are beyond the 
scope of the analysis of this EIS/EIR. 

IT_MC_1027_103-9 Master Response ALT-4 Elimination of Alternative 8 - Dam 
Removal Without KBRA from Detailed Study. 

No 
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IT_MC_1025_038 
KLAMATH DAM REMOVAL 
DRAFT EIS/EIR HEARING

OCTOBER 25, 2011 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
ORLEANS, CALIFORNIA 

MR. HILLMAN: Good evening. They say, at the 

beginning of time, when the spirit people roamed the 

earth, only the spirit people, and at the time of the 

     great transformation, some of those spirit people were 

transformed, some into human beings, some into rocks, 

trees, water, the salmon, the sun, the moon, and the 

stars. And from that time forward, we've continued to 

recognize that the salmon are our very close relatives.

 This is what our world view is based on, has 

fixed the world people. We have a responsibility to all

 of our relations. They have a responsibility to us. 

I took the Draft EIS to put it on my nightstand

 the other night, and before I went to sleep I read it, 

ayy. Yeah, it was -- my reading skills, I don't read 

that fast, but I have looked through the document and 

read a few chapters in it. I would like to acknowledge 

the effort that was put into development of this Comment 1 - ITAs 

document. A lot of hard work and a lot of good science.

 You said that the fundamental reason why we're

 here tonight is to help the Secretary to make his

 determination whether or not dam removal is in the public

 interest. And I would just like for folks and the 
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     Secretary to acknowledge that -- I'm not sure who he

 considers public and whose interests it is, but I would 

assert that the public includes all of the spirit people. 

They are also public. We can't separate ourselves and

 think that because we're human that we're somehow above

 all of the nonhuman spirit people. They are our

 relations. And they are also part of the public

 interest, and their interest needs to be considered here,

 as well.

 Thank you for allowing me to speak and giving me

 cuts. And, I guess, if my kids were worse behaved, maybe

     you'll let me go first, huh?  Ayy. So, thank you. 

MR. LYNCH: Thank you, Mr. Hillman. 
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