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Exhibit:  SN-03-E-CR/YA-01, Page 28, lines 3-20.

In this section, CRITFC identifies reasons why it believes some sources of future fish and wildlife cost increases are not addressed in the Provincial Review estimates.  Please provide any documentation or evidence you have that the fish and wildlife needs left unaddressed by the Provincial Review are a BPA responsibility, that they are not authorized or required of other entities, and that they must be begun during the remainder of this rate period.  

Response:
It is important to understand that the Provincial Review focused on BPA’s portion of the Biological Opinion and the Council’s Fish and Wildlife Program.  Other federal activities, for example, habitat restoration on federal land, were not included in the Review.  If BPA does not implement these activities, we are not aware of other federal agencies that have these responsibilities.

In 2000, the staff of the federal Council on Environmental Quality compiled estimated funding needs for all federal agencies with responsibilities in restoration and recovery of Columbia Basin aquatic species (see attachment BPA-CR-025A.xls, tab “CEQ”).  This serves as an approximate allocation of responsibility among the federal agencies.  BPA’s share was estimated to be almost $445 million in FY 2003 or 46 percent of the total estimated federal need.  These BPA cost exceed the estimates from the Provincial Review for BPA funding by a significant amount.  This CEQ estimate did not account for inflation or additional species listings, and so would most likely be higher now.  

We conclude from this information that both BPA’s current fish and wildlife funding, and the funding levels identified in the Provincial Review are less than the allocation of costs prepared by CEQ to implement the Biological Opinions.  We also note that to the extent that other federal agencies do not implement the RPAs that were assigned to them, BPA may need to fill in to ensure that the RPAs are implemented and that BPA and the FCRPS are not in violation of the ESA.  Please see the response to BPA-CR-001.

We also note that putting off required work will increase its cost due to inflation, escalating land prices, and costs to restart programs currently being “down-sized” by the ongoing reductions in BPA’s Fish and Wildlife budget.
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