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Please provide any data, analysis, studies, documentation, or related materials on the effects of reducing fish and wildlife activities on the Northwest economy, including rural economies.

Response:

This request needs clarification to address fully.  It appears to be suggesting that the requester believes BPA has reduced its funding of fish and wildlife mitigation and recovery activities and the requester expects BPA to have documented the economic effects of such decisions.  BPA is unaware of any reductions in its funding of fish and wildlife mitigation and recovery actions.  There have been deferrals resulting from more projects being planned than could be funded within the amounts provided, but this is a step in managing Integrated Program finances to better pace implementation, not eliminate work.  Compared to the last rate period, BPA has increased the annual funding currently available for expense accruals by $39 million and the available borrowing authority by $9 million. For FYs 2004-2006 the Administrator has included as the levels in the SN CRAC process $139 million in expense accruals and $36 million in available borrowing authority.  See Letter from BPA Administrator to Judi Danielson, Chair, Northwest Power and Conservation Council (Mar. 28, 2003) (http://www.efw.bpa.gov/EW/FishandWildlifeDocs_Post/FishWildlifeUpdates/HMoore/danielson_resp03_0328.pdf.).  BPA asked the Council’s guidance on lowering average annual accrual expense spending for the Integrated Program to below $139 million for the out-years of this rate period.  If the SN CRAC final rate proposal reflects a change in fish and wildlife mitigation and recovery funding for the out-years in this rate period, the adverse economic impacts, if any, from that decision will be examined in the environmental compliance documentation accompanying the rate process.  It is important to note, however, that BPA’s fish and wildlife obligations are directed at biological benefit for the affected species rather than creation of economic development.  Any documentation for these kinds of effects will likely rely on the Business Plan, Watershed Restoration, and Wildlife Mitigation EISs and RODs, and, assuming it is completed in time, the forthcoming Fish and Wildlife Implementation Plan EIS.
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