Council Actions/Reports – FY 2006
Columbia River Basin Research Plan

Covered in the report.  Comment included in draft letter.
A Resource Adequacy Standard for the Pacific Northwest

Covered in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.
Columbia Basin Data Center Proposal

No specific reference in report.  General topic mentioned on page 25.  Previous CBFWA comment:
CBFWA Members believe that the critical needs identified in your proposal are being met or will be met following the FY 2007-2009 project selection process. We encourage the Council to consider the outcome of their funding recommendations before deciding how to proceed with the development of an RFP to create a Columbia Basin Data Center to avoid possible duplication.

International Columbia River Basin Center of Knowledge Proposal

No reference in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.
Electricity Generation for the Pacific Northwest: Map Brochure

No reference in report.  No official CBFWA comment.

Fifth Annual Report to Northwest Governors on Expenditures of the Bonneville Power Administration

No specific reference in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.
Proposal to Add Province-Level Biological Objectives

Covered in the report on page 22.  Previous CBFWA comment:
The CBFWA members expect the Council to fully recognize the expertise of federal and regional state fish and wildlife agencies and tribes during any amendment process.  

The CBFWA members support inclusion of biological objectives in the Program.  When amending new biological objectives into the Program, the Council should consider associated metrics that would be used to document progress and success, availability of data necessary to support those metrics, feasibility of and timeframes for collecting and assembling the data, level of analysis necessary to calculate metrics, and frequency of reporting.  In addition, the CBFWA members strongly support the basinwide provision and scientific principle in the current Program that call for management actions to be taken in an adaptive manner.  Without an adaptive management framework, the region will not be well positioned to monitor or respond to changes (intentional or otherwise) in fish and wildlife populations and their environment.  
The CBFWA members are concerned that many existing subbasin plans do not define objectives in a consistent manner or in terms that effectively inform decisions concerning Program planning and implementation.  The Council should work with the fish and wildlife managers to revise or refine subbasin-level objectives in a consistent manner for every subbasin
It is vital when setting biological objectives for the Program, at any geographic scale, that the Council works with CBFWA members to establish a transparent, long-term reporting method for measuring the Program’s success against those objectives.  The Status of Resource Project has begun reporting in this vane and it is our understanding that if biological objectives are set through an amendment process, the Status of the Resource Project will adapt in format and content to support reporting against those objectives.  

FY 2007-09 Draft Council Recommendations

Covered in the report.  Previous CBFWA comment:
We commend the Council for providing a wide variety of entities and interests the opportunity to participate in these discussions and for meaningful input into the Council’s decision-making process.  In the 25 years since the passage of the Northwest Power Act (Act), many of these entities and interests have never had the quantity and quality of input and participation in Council decision-making as they were provided for both Subbasin Planning and for project selection.   However, the CBFWA members are concerned that the Council may not be adequately implementing the Program as envisioned in the Act.   

At the current level of funding the region will be unable to effectively implement the subbasin plan portion of the Program as envisioned and composed by the local subbasin planners.  Inadequate funding of the implementation of the Fish and Wildlife Program’s subbasin plans undermines the ability to achieve the Program's goals. Equally important, stakeholder relationships are at risk due to competition for inadequate funds.
The CBFWA Members believe that the Council has significantly deviated from the province level recommendations, particularly in the Basinwide category, and may have deviated significantly from their own Program.
Pacific Northwest Resource Adequacy Implementation Plan (draft)

Covered in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.

A Pilot Capacity Adequacy Standard for the Pacific Northwest

Covered in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.
The Role of Renewable Resources in the Fifth Power Plan

Indirectly covered in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.
Summary of Components of the “Best of the Region” Standard for New Non-Residential Building Proposal: Invitation to Comment.
Indirectly covered in the report as part of implementing the Power Plan.  No official CBFWA comment.
Three Step Review Process

Covered in the report.  No official CBFWA comment.

Council Non-Action – FY 2006

Lack of comprehensive evaluation to determine funding level adequate to implement the program
Previous CBFWA comment:

The CBFWA members are concerned that the FY 2007-2009 funding level was set arbitrarily by Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) in their rate setting process and did not take into consideration the true cost of adequately implementing the Program as envisioned in the Act.  The poor status of Columbia River fish and wildlife resources demands immediate attention. The Act calls for “a Program to protect, mitigate, and enhance fish and wildlife, including related spawning grounds and habitat, on the Columbia River and its tributaries.”  The current Program is failing by most accounts (e.g., the Council’s Program set goals to - reverse the decline of anadromous fish populations by 2005 and to increase runs to 5 million by 2025, restore native resident fish abundance to near historic levels, protect and expand habitat and ecosystem function, and to monitor and evaluate habitat and species responses to wildlife mitigation actions). At the current level of funding the region will be unable to effectively implement the subbasin plan portion of the Program as envisioned and composed by the local subbasin planners.  Inadequate funding of the implementation of the Fish and Wildlife Program’s subbasin plans undermines the ability to achieve the Program's goals. Equally important, stakeholder relationships are at risk due to competition for inadequate funds.  

The CBFWA members call on the Council to initiate a comprehensive evaluation of the true cost of implementing the Program at a level that will achieve the region’s goals.  The subbasin plans can provide the foundation for developing the true cost estimate to meet the requirements of the Act.  The fish and wildlife managers are prepared to engage the Council in this discussion. It is now clear to us that the funding level established by BPA is insufficient to fully implement the subbasin plans adopted into the Program.  It is also apparent that there will be additional needs, on top of the current funding, to fully meet BPA’s obligations under the biological opinion remand process.  The CBFWA members also support an innovative funding category, but agree that in the current funding scenario, additional funds should be provided to support it.
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