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1:The EIS analysis is intended to be an analysis of the alternatives compared to the baseline projections.  As discussed in Section 3.1.3, baseline projections are used to compare possible future without interim surplus criteria to future with interim surplus criteria conditions.  Under baseline conditions and each of the alternatives, the fact that reservoir elevations will have an increased probability to fall over time is predominantly a result of increased depletions in the Upper Basin states.  Reclamation believes that the level of analysis for energy resources presented in the EIS, and the comparison of the alternatives to baseline conditions appropriately identifies the potential effects of interim surplus criteria.2: The analysis shows the effects of each alternative reservoir operating strategy when compared to the baseline strategy.  Increases or decreases in energy and capacity between the baseline strategy and the alternatives are shown on a yearly basis.  This analysis accurately reflects the operating constraints on the powerplants in the modeling parameters.  Powerplant operations change daily with differing conditions, but from an overall power production perspective, the analysis results provide a useful comparison of the anticipated reduction in energy and capacity within the WSCC region.  A substantial portion of the reduction is included in baseline conditions; alternatives would result in incremental changes.  The quantities of capacity needed to replace incremental reductions, while not significant when compared to the total capacity installed in the WSCC region, may have impacts on power contractors that must purchase replacement power.  These impacts were not analyzed in the FEIS.3:  This analysis is not intended to analyze the effects of the Glen Canyon Dam Operation EIS and Record of Decision.  The assumptions that were used for interim surplus criteria modeling related to operating points were used in the analysis of power production for both baseline conditions and each of the alternatives.  Since the analysis contained in this EIS is concerned with the difference between baseline conditions and the alternatives, and the underlying assumptions are the same for all cases, the net difference should not change substantially.4: Please see response to Comment 16-2.
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5:  Please see response to Comment 16-2.6:  Please see response to Comment 16-2.7: Please see response to Comment 16-2.




