
 

2416 Cades Way 
Vista, California 92081 

(760) 599–1813 
 

David@LEAPSHydro.com 

 

May 2, 2018 

Darrell Vance, District Ranger 
Trabuco Ranger District 
Cleveland National Forest 
1147 East Sixth Street 
Corona, CA 92879 

RE: Lake Elsinore Advanced Pumped Storage Project 
FERC Project No. 14227 

Dear Mr. Vance, 

The Nevada Hydro Company (“Nevada Hydro”) would like to thank you and Forest 
Supervisor William Metz for the letters provided to us in connection with the licensing by the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC” or the “Commission”) of our proposed Lake 
Elsinore Advanced Pumped Storage (“LEAPS”) project in FERC Docket P-14227.  We would also 
like to thank you and your team for the time devoted to our two meetings, at which we 
discussed the project and the information needed for our SF 299 Special Use application for 
LEAPS.  This letter is provided in response to these discussions to make available the 
information necessary for our SF 299 application to now be accepted by the U.S. Forest Service 
(“Forest Service”). 

Attached to this letter as Attachment 1 is our revised SF 299 application and, as discussed 
at our meetings, the necessary attachments to supplement the content of the application form 
itself.  The scope of the information provided mirrors the requirements set forth in your March 
26, 2018 letter to us (“March Letter”), and as further elaborated upon in our March 26, 2018 
meeting (“March Meeting”).   

As set forth in your March Letter, Section 1 of this letter identifies the various sections of 
the Form SF 299 that have been revised in response to the March Letter and the March 
Meeting.  Section 2 of this letter provides the material described in your March Letter, that is 
not directly tied to the line items in the form SF 299, and Section 3 addresses the “initial 
screening” information identified in your March Letter 

Nevada Hydro is hopeful that the information provided herein is responsive to all of the 
Forest Service’s concerns.  Nevada Hydro believes that some of the previous misunderstandings 
between itself and the Forest Service may have been a result of a misunderstanding of the 
scope of the LEAPS project.  To clarify, Nevada Hydro filed an original license application on 
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October 2, 2017 with FERC to construct, operate, and maintain a pumped storage hydroelectric 
project, which will include two reservoirs (Lake Elsinore and a to-be-constructed upper 
reservoir), two primary transmission lines, and other appurtenant facilities.  All of the 
hydroelectric project facilities, including the two primary transmission lines, are subject to 
FERC’s jurisdiction and will be licensed as one hydroelectric project.  As such, FERC will 
determine whether Nevada Hydro’s licensing proposal is in the public interest pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act (“FPA”) and whether the occupation of Forest Service lands is consistent 
with the purposes of the reservation involved (i.e., Cleveland National Forest) under Section 
4(e) of the FPA.  As with all special use authorizations associated with hydropower licenses, 
Nevada Hydro anticipates that any special use authorization issued by the Forest Service will 
have a term that is coterminous with the term of the FERC license, which is anticipated to be 50 
years. 

Nevada Hydro further notes that the U.S. Department of Agriculture is a signatory to the 
Memorandum of Understanding Implementing One Federal Decision under Executive Order 
13807 (“MOU”) under which many federal agencies have agreed to establish a cooperative 
relationship for the timely processing of environmental reviews for proposed major 
infrastructure projects.  In the spirit of this MOU, Nevada Hydro is hopeful that the Forest 
Service will agree to participate in the LEAPS license application proceeding as a cooperating 
agency for purposes of preparing an environmental impact statement that in is accordance with 
the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”).  A copy of this signed MOU may be found in 
Attachment 2. 

1.0. Content and Attachments Referenced in SF 299  

The SF 299 found in Attachment 1 has been modified as we discussed at our March 
Meeting.  Each item in the form contains either the full text or summary text to be responsive 
to each request.  In particular, revisions have been made to the following sections of the SF 
299.   

• Item 7 – Project Description 

• Item 8 – Maps 

• Item 12 – Technical and Financial Capability 

• Item 13a – Alternatives 

• Item 15 – Project Need and Feasibility 

• Item 16 – Socioeconomic Effects 

• Item 17 – Environmental Effects 

• Item 18 – Biological Effects 
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A listing of the attachments referenced in the SF 299 and in the remainder of this letter follow 
the body of this letter. 

2.0. Additional Required Information 

In addition to the revised sections of the SF 299 application listed above, the Forest 
Service requested additional items in its March Letter and at the March Meeting.  This section 
provides this additional information. 

2.1. Proponent Information 

Page 3 of the March Letter requested the following specific information about Nevada 
Hydro: (1) evidence of incorporation and current good standing; (2) shareholder information; 
(3) affiliate information; and (4) entity documentation such as a certificate of good standing.  
First, evidence of incorporation and good standing for Nevada Hydro is included in Attachment 
22.  Second, Nevada Hydro presently has two shareholders, as follows: 

Name Address 
Number of 
Shares Held 

% of Voting 
Stock 

Rexford Wait 
2416 Cades Way 

Vista, California 92081 
1,311 87% 

Grafton Asset 
Management Inc. 

1800, 421 7 Avenue SW 
Calgary Alberta, T2P 4K9 

Canada 
200 13% 

Third, Nevada Hydro has no affiliates, no partnerships or other unincorporated entities. 

2.2. Additional Documentation 

Page 3 of the March Letter requested the following information: (1) verification of land 
owner support; (2) evidence of support and cooperation from utility companies; (3) water 
rights documentation; (4) regulatory agency documentation; and (5) CEQA sponsor.  These 
items are addressed in the following subsections. 

2.2.1. Land Owner Support 

In the March Letter, the Forest Service states that it cannot authorize use of lands that are 
not administered by the Forest Service, and states that a complete proposal from Nevada 
Hydro will include written verification of the land owners’ participation in the proposal, as joint 
applicants or other defined roles.  The Forest Service has requested that Nevada Hydro submit 
to the Forest Service letters evidencing the landowners’ conditional approval of the proposed 
use of their lands. 

The special use authorization for which this SF 299 is being submitted will not be for the 
purpose of authorizing Nevada Hydro to construct, operate, maintain, or surrender any portion 
of the hydropower project, including the reservoirs, primary transmission lines, powerhouse, 
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and appurtenant facilities, and the Forest Service does not have the authority under the FPA to 
authorize the construction, operation, and maintenance of a hydropower project.  Rather, such 
a special use authorization will be for the purpose of specifying the terms under which Nevada 
Hydro will make use of Forest Service-administered federal land included within a license issued 
by FERC. 

Section 4(e) of the FPA, 16 U.S.C. § 797(e), gives FERC exclusive jurisdiction to authorize a 
hydropower project (and all of its project works) that occupies federal lands.  Section 21 of the 
FPA, 16 U.S.C. § 814, gives any license holder the right to use eminent domain to acquire any 
non-federal lands or other rights necessary to construct, operate, and maintain a licensed 
hydropower project.  Although Nevada Hydro anticipates that it will come to agreeable 
arrangements with non-federal land owners and rights holders necessary to operate the 
hydropower project, in the event that such agreements are not possible, the license will allow 
Nevada Hydro to acquire any remaining non-federal lands and other rights necessary to 
develop and operate the LEAPS project through eminent domain. 

2.2.2. Utility Cooperation 

On page 4 of the March Letter, the Forest Service states that the feasibility of the system, 
as proposed, is contingent upon acceptance of the interconnection by Southern California 
Edison Company (“SCE”) and San Diego Gas and Electric Company (“SDG&E”), and requests that 
each utility company submit letters showing support for the project. 

Nevada Hydro’s license application is not contingent upon acceptance of the 
interconnection with SCE and SDG&E because FERC does not have licensing jurisdiction with 
respect to the components of the electrical system that are part of the interstate transmission 
grid.  An interconnection agreement, by definition, concerns facilities and upgrades that are 
part of the transmission grid and thus interconnection facilities are not within FERC’s licensing 
jurisdiction.  Evidence of an interconnection agreement is not a prerequisite for FERC’s issuance 
of a license, and Nevada Hydro’s special use authorization application is limited solely to lands 
that would be occupied by the proposed hydropower project and does not include federal or 
other lands associated with the interconnection facilities. 

Notwithstanding, at the March Meeting, we discussed that Nevada Hydro indicated to the 
Forest Service that it has fully executed interconnection agreements with both SCE and with 
SDG&E.  Copies of each agreement may be found in Attachment 23 – Interconnection 
Agreements.   

2.2.3. Water Rights Documentation 

Section 4(e) of the FPA authorizes the Commission to issue hydroelectric licenses for 
projects that occupy federal lands, including lands managed by the Forest Service.  Standard 
Article 5, which is included in every license issued by the Commission, requires licensees to 
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obtain rights in non-federal lands, including water rights, necessary for the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of the project.  Nevada Hydro fully intends to comply with this 
requirement of the license.  Nevada Hydro notes that it is longstanding Forest Service policy not 
to include in any special-use permit for a FERC hydroelectric project conditions or requirements 
that are already included in the license. See, e.g., Forest Service Manual Chapter 2771.2 and 
Forest Service Handbook Chapters 20.4, 22.5.  Because Standard Article 5 requires a licensee to 
obtain necessary water rights within five years of license issuance, any requirement imposed by 
the Forest Service to obtain these rights sooner is inconsistent with FERC’s Standard Article 5, 
which will be included in the license. 

In its letter issued on January 3, 2018, the Commission requested additional information 
from Nevada Hydro regarding agreements in principle between Nevada Hydro and water 
districts with water rights associated with Lake Elsinore.  Nevada Hydro filed a response with 
FERC on April 3, 2018 and provided confidential information to FERC regarding the status of its 
negotiations with respect to the agreements in principle associated with necessary water rights.  
Nevada Hydro intends to obtain the necessary rights to construct, operate, and maintain the 
hydroelectric project as required by the FPA, the Commission, and the license. 

2.2.4. Regulatory Agency Documentation 

On page 4 of its March Letter, the Forest Service requests letters of determination from 
the California Public Utilities Commission (“CPUC”) and FERC establishing each regulatory 
agency's required level of involvement in the proposed project.   

As we discussed at our March Meeting, the CPUC has no role in the FERC hydropower 
license.  Under the FPA, FERC has exclusive authority to issue hydropower licenses for all 
project works associated with a hydropower project, including reservoirs, primary transmission 
lines, and powerhouses, and other appurtenant facilities.  The project proposed by Nevada 
Hydro in the FLA filed on October 2, 2017 (Project No. 14227) is entirely within FERC’s 
jurisdiction because the electrical configuration of the primary transmission lines have been 
arranged to ensure that there is no direct electrical link between the SCE and SDG&E 
transmission systems.  Therefore, Nevada Hydro will not be submitting any application for siting 
authority from the CPUC. 

2.2.5. CEQA Sponsor 

Also, on page 4 of its March Letter, the Forest Service requests the identification of a 
CEQA sponsor.  The only state authorization required for a FERC hydropower license is a water 
quality certification from the California Water Resources Control Board (“SWRCB”).  As noted in 
item 9 of the SF 299, Nevada Hydro will apply for a water quality certification within 60 days 
from the date of FERC’s issuance of the notice that the FLA is ready for environmental analysis, 
in accordance with FERC’s regulations at 18 C.F.R. § 4.34(b)(5)(i).  Pursuant to the regulations of 
the SWRCB, the SWRCB will comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) in 
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its review of the water quality application.  No other agencies will conduct a CEQA analysis 
associated with the FLA because no other state agencies have the authority to issue a permit or 
license associated with the hydropower project. 

3.0. Initial Screening Information 

Nevada Hydro understands that the initial screening analysis commencing on page 4 of the 
March Letter, predated the exchange of information that occurred in our March Meeting.  
Nevada Hydro is therefore providing written confirmation of its understanding of the present 
status of issues identified in the March Letter, in the following subsections. 

3.1. Impacts to Inventoried Roadless Area 

Page 5 of the March Letter notes that the “feasibility of dam construction, maintenance 
and emergency access without construction of roads within the Wildhorse Inventoried Roadless 
Area (IRA) [is] in question.”  The March Letter then goes on to note that portions of the project 
are within the IRA, and then points out that “[t]he reservoir and dam location appear to be 
generalized in the data, which indicate the vast majority of the reservoir and dam are to be 
located well within the IRA”. 

In our March Meeting, we discussed the fact that we have now precisely located the 
project facilities within and adjacent to the IRA, and it is clear that the upper reservoir site can 
be accessed and constructed without the need to construct additional roads.  Nevada Hydro 
provided a map showing that portions of the reservoir site extended outside of the IRA bounds 
and noted that the site could be accessed from these points without the need for road 
construction.  For your convenience the referenced map has been included in Attachment 24.   

Although you have not acknowledged our understanding, it is our understanding that our 
plans for construction and operation of the upper reservoir can be implemented without 
violating IRA mandates. 

3.2. Riparian Conservation Areas and Critical Habitat 

Page 5 of the March Letter states that the proposed upper reservoir would inundate a 
portion of a Riparian Conservation Area (“RCA”), the underground primary transmission line is 
located within an RCA, and the outlet pipe and above-ground primary transmission lines cross 
multiple RCAs.  The March Letter further states that resource protection measures for RCAs are 
set forth in the Cleveland National Forest Land Management Plan. 

Nevada Hydro again notes that the special use authorization for which it has applied is not 
for the purpose of authorizing Nevada Hydro to construct, operate, maintain, or surrender any 
portion of the hydropower project, including the upper reservoir, the primary transmission 
lines, or the outlet pipe.  Rather, the special use authorization will be for the purpose of 
specifying the terms under which Nevada Hydro will make use of Forest Service-administered 
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lands.  Pursuant to Section 4(e) of the FPA, the Forest Service may submit Section 4(e) 
conditions in response to FERC’s notice that the FLA is ready for environmental analysis, which 
conditions will be included in any license issued by FERC.   

In addition, in balancing the public interest and the benefits provided by the project under 
Section 10(a) of the FPA, FERC will consider whether the FLA is consistent with any 
comprehensive plans prepared by an agency consistent with Federal law.  The Cleveland 
National Forest Land and Management Plan (2005) is a comprehensive plan on file with FERC,1 
and therefore FERC is required to take this plan into consideration in determining whether to 
issue a license to Nevada Hydro.  As this plan was in place prior to the issuance of the FEIS in 
2007, this was considered by the Commission at that time as well. 

3.3. Scenic Integrity 

Page 5 of the March Letter notes that the “proposed alignment of the transmission lines is 
mapped to be directly adjacent to the San Mateo Canyon Wilderness in areas managed for a 
naturally appearing landscape.  500 kV transmission lines would not meet the scenic integrity 
objective standard for these areas.” 

Before issuing a license to Nevada Hydro, FERC will consider the potential impacts caused 
by the proposed project, as well as mitigation to address these impacts.  This issue has been 
previously considered by the Commission in Section 3.3.7 of the 2007 FEIS (addressing Land Use 
and Aesthetic Resources), in the discussion of aesthetic resources focused on the “USFS Scenery 
Management System (at page 3-179).  This section of the 2007 EIS is included in Attachment 13.  
At page 3-202, the Commission notes that use “of dark, nonreflective lines and dark towers as 
recommended by USFS revised preliminary 4(e) condition no. 37 would help reduce the lines 
and towers visibility against the mountainous backdrop.”  While Nevada Hydro has modified 
the proposal with respect to the primary transmission lines in its October 2, 2017 FLA to ensure 
that each primary transmission line is electrically isolated and not capable of linking the SCE and 
SDG&E transmission systems, the physical location of the two primary transmission line routes 
are the same as that proposed in the Project No. 11858 proceeding.  The Forest Service could 
therefore propose similar mitigation in any Section 4(e) conditions it files with respect to the 
current proceeding (Project No. 14227). 

3.4. Travel Management and Access Routes 

Page 6 of the March Letter notes that a “review of the access routes provided with the GIS 
data found the proposed access system to be incomplete.”  This issue was discussed at our 
March Meeting and is addressed as we discussed.   

                                                      
1

/ See FERC’s “List of Comprehensive Plans January 2018,” which can be found at: 
https://www.ferc.gov/industries/hydropower/gen-info/licensing/complan.pdf  

https://www.ferc.gov/industries/hydropower/gen-info/licensing/complan.pdf
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Nevada Hydro intends to construct the project’s facilities in accordance with 
environmental restrictions and preconstruction mitigation measures.  

With regard to construction of the primary connections or “gen-ties”, overhead 
construction includes installation of gen-tie structures, as well as construction of ancillary 
facilities such as tower staging and access pads, pull sites, and guard structures. Construction 
yards will be used to stage and store materials. New access roads and upgrades to existing 
access roads will also be conducted on the overhead alignment only where permitted by the 
Forest Service. 

All work will be monitored, and mitigation activities will be enforced by the Forest Service 
permit monitors.  Several proposed measures, including measures for erosion control, water 
quality monitoring, habitat mitigation ratios, noxious weed control, avian protection, habitat 
mitigation, construction monitoring in aquatic and terrestrial environments, entrainment 
monitoring, and traffic control and management plans, will be monitored by these Permit 
Monitors. 

Although roads can increase erosion and sedimentation more than any other practice 
associated with forest management, proper road planning is the single most important BMP. 
Through proper planning, most deleterious effects to soil and water resources are avoidable, 
thereby reducing the need for additional BMPs to mitigate less-than-optimally-planned roads.  
Planning is believed to provide greater environmental protection (versus without planning) 
while simultaneously controlling BMP implementation, and long-term maintenance.2 

For each individual project that is initiated on the Forest, a separate site-specific 
environmental assessment is conducted. The appropriate BMPs necessary to protect or 
improve water quality and the methods and techniques of implementing the BMPs are 
identified at the time of this on-site, project-specific assessment.  In this manner, the methods 
and techniques can be tailored to fit the specific physical/biological environment as well as the 
proposed project activities.  “Best Management Practices Evaluation Program: A User’s Guide”3 
identified current practices in 8 different resource categories. 

An example is BMP 2.7, Control of Road Drainage. This BMP dictates that roads will be 
correctly drained to disperse water runoff to minimize the erosive effects of concentrated 
water.  As a result: 

                                                      
2

/ Effectiveness of Best Management Practices that Have Application to Forest Roads: A LITERATURE SYNTHESIS United States 
Department of Agriculture, Pamela J. Edwards, Frederica Wood, and Robin L. Quinlivan General Technical Report NRS-163, 
October 2016. 

3

/ Best Management Practices Evaluation Program: A Users Guide. May 1992. USDA-Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Region. 
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• Cultural resource sites along the project alignment that cannot be avoided during 
construction will be evaluated for eligibility and a determination will be made for 
treatment. A Historic Properties Treatment Plan (HPTP) will be developed. No work will 
occur at these sites until the HPTP has been approved and mitigation measures have been 
fulfilled. 

• Visual resources specialists will refine the alignment to reduce visual impacts along the 
Project route. 

• Biological monitors will perform pre-construction surveys, survey sweeps preceding 
construction, vegetation clearing and ground disturbing activities. Depending on the 
location and sensitivity of resources, biological monitors will be present for all activities 
or when appropriate they will conduct spot checks throughout construction. Monitors 
will ensure implementation of all applicable mitigation measures, permits and plans and 
the staking and integrity of Environmentally Sensitive Area boundaries and exclusion 
fencing.  

• Weed Management Plan wash stations will be installed at yards to wash equipment and 
vehicles to prevent the spread of noxious weeds between different locations of the 
project area. Street sweepers will be employed where track-out may occur. 

During construction all trenches will be ramped or sloped to prevent wildlife entrapment. 
Steel plates will also be placed over excavated areas.  

3.5. Impacts to Fire Suppression Activities 

Page 6 of the March Letter reiterated the concerns expressed by the USFS and others with 
respect to fire risk.  It is an issue Nevada Hydro takes very seriously. 

Construction of the project, connected actions, and indirect effects would increase the 
probability of igniting a catastrophic wildfire above baseline conditions. This impact would be 
significant and unavoidable for the proposed project through the Trabuco Ranger District Fire 
sheds due to the extremely high risk of fire in these areas and due to the unacceptably high 
number of homes at risk even during normal weather conditions.  

Construction impacts could be significant but mitigable to a less than significant level. 
Situation awareness and operational considerations would dictate discontinuing construction 
during severe fire weather, coordinating with the Forest Service and fire agencies, fuel 
reduction, and potentially even making financial contributions for the maintenance of 
defensible space around at-risk homes.  

Transmission lines located in areas with high fire risk and high occurrence of lightning 
strikes creates a reliability risk to the grid system.  Dense smoke from wildfires can “trip” a 
circuit, causing it to go out of service, or outages can result from emergency line de-rating or 
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shut-downs during a nearby fire to prevent thermal damage to the line, to prevent a smoke-
caused trip, or to meet the safety needs of firefighters. 

The Forest Service and municipal fire-fighting organizations have set protocols and 
rigorous training procedures for line operations and for fire suppression, including the use of 
helicopters near high voltage power lines and how to fight fires on the ground near such 
facilities. The transmission array proposed by Nevada Hydro is not new or unique, and in fact a 
similar line traverses the valley and crosses the I-15 near Temescal Valley.  

Nevada Hydro is committed to abiding by industry-leading fire prevention and operation 
protocols in conjunction with Federal, National Forest, State and local officials. To the extent 
allowed by the Forest Service, Nevada Hydro will maintain a rigorous vegetation management 
program on the right-of-way, reducing fuel sources and limiting the opportunity for fire near 
transmission towers and lines. The transmission lines could also be monitored by camera, 
drones and physical inspection.  

The creation of a new reservoir in Decker Canyon will provide a new, convenient source of 
water for fire suppression high on the mountain in the Cleveland National Forest. This will allow 
for easier access to water and shorter trip times for firefighters. 

3.6. Downstream safety 

The March Letter requested that the application address risk “to downstream life, 
property and resources from catastrophic dam failure”.  Given recent events in the news, 
Nevada Hydro understands the concern expressed.  After consulting with its experts, Nevada 
Hydro has concluded that the potential for failure of the dam described in its recently updated 
supporting design report is extremely low due to the reasons explained further below:  

• The design of the dam and reservoir are directed towards a very safe facility under static 
and seismic loading conditions; 

• They will be well-maintained by the owner and operator and kept in good condition; 

• A dam safety monitoring and surveillance program will be implemented and maintained 
by the owner and operator;  

• Any conditions that could affect the safety of the dam will be detected and addressed 
before any significant problems or damage can occur; and, 

• There will be no discharge of reservoir water downstream of the dam on the ground 
surface or into the groundwater system. 

Experts have concluded that dams can fail for one or a combination of the following 
factors, but the proposed dam for the LEAPS Upper Reservoir will be designed and constructed 
to eliminate, or at least minimize, these factors.   
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3.6.1. Structural failure of materials used in dam construction 

Since the proposed Concrete Faced Rockfill Dam (CFRD) will be constructed using high-
quality rockfill and a high-quality concrete liner constructed under stringent quality control and 
quality assurance review, the potential for structural failure of materials used in dam 
construction is almost zero. 

3.6.2. Movement and/or failure of the foundation supporting the dam 

Since the proposed CFRD dam will be constructed on a competent bedrock after removal 
of all weathered bedrock and any unsuitable materials, movement and/or failure of the 
foundation is nearly impossible. 

3.6.3. Settlement and cracking of concrete or embankment dams 

Some amount of settlement and cracking are inevitable in any dam project.  For the 
proposed CFRD, rockfill will not crack but can settle during the initial filling of the reservoir.  The 
upstream concrete liner can crack during the initial filling, but the concrete liner will be 
designed with adequate joints provided with waterstops, so we can eliminate major cracking by 
allowing the crack to occur through predefined joints that are protected with waterstops to 
prevent leakage of the reservoir.  Also, for the subject project, the upstream face of the dam 
and the reservoir slopes will have a flexible double lining to prevent leakage through any 
cracks.  The proposed dam will have about 20 feet of total freeboard to accommodate static 
and seismic settlements and to prevent overtopping of the dam due to settlement.  

3.6.4. Piping and internal erosion of soil in embankment dams 

The proposed CFRD dam will be constructed without soil materials and using only high-
quality rockfill and a high-quality concrete liner.  Also, the fractures in the foundation and 
abutments will be grouted before the start of the construction.  Therefore, the potential for 
occurrence of piping and internal erosion are essentially impossible. 

3.6.5. Overtopping caused by floods/inflow that exceed the capacity of the dam 

The upper reservoir does not have a big catchment (drainage) area to contribute to flood 
inflow into the reservoir.  All inflow to the reservoir will be diverted to the downstream area 
using V-ditches.  The only inflow that may come into the reservoir is the direct rainfall within 
the reservoir limits.  The proposed project will be designed with redundant alarms and safety 
systems to prevent overtopping due to uncontrolled inflow from the reversible pump-turbine 
system to be installed within the powerhouse.  Therefore, the occurrence of overtopping due to 
floods is essentially impossible. 

3.6.6. Inadequate maintenance and repair 

Nevada Hydro will develop a proper monitoring, inspection, maintenance and repair plan 
for the subject project to keep the dam and the reservoir in an excellent condition.  Thus, any 



Darrell Vance, District Ranger page 12 
May 2, 2018 

 

adverse conditions will be detected and fixed in a timely manner to eliminate the potential for 
any dam breach.   

4.0. Conclusion 

Mr. Vance, we trust that this package, while a bit voluminous, meets the needs of the 
Forest Service and will enable you to accept this application and commence to work with the 
FERC. 

Sincerely, 

David Kates 
David Kates 
For The Nevada Hydro Company. 
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cc:  Commission Docket P-14227 
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