AUGUSTINE BAND OF CAHUILLA INDIANS
FO. Box 846 = Coachella, CA 82236 = (760) 398-4722 = Fax (V60) 598-4252
Tribal Chairperson: MaryAnn Green

Sent by e-mail to Post 201 ?BCP@W&pa.ng

Mr. Darrick Moe

Western Area Power Administration
Desert Southwest Regional Manager
P.O. Box 6457

Phoenix, AZ 85005-6457

Re: Comments of the Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians to the Federal Register
Notice of October 30, 2012 Regarding Western Area Power Administration’s
Proposed Marketing Criteria — Post 2017 Boulder Canyon Project Resource
Pool.

Dear Mr, Moe:

On behalf of the Augustine Band of Cahuilla Indians (“Tribe”) L am submitting these
comments in response to the Western Area Power Administration’s (“Western”) call for
the same in its Federal Register Notice dated October 30, 2012 relating to electrical
power marketing criteria for Post-2017 allocations ( the “Marketing Criteria™) from the
Boulder Canyon Project (“BCP™). '

The Tribe appreciates Western's commitmient to Indian tribal access to this important
power resource, as well as the assistance and professionalism of Western’s leadership,
statf and representatives in regard to the public outreach process for the Post-2017
allocation of BCP power. These comments first address the Tribe’s support for certain
elements of the Marketing Criteria and then express our comments, questions. and
concerns related to other elements of the Marketing Criteria as currently proposed,

1. Tribal Priority.

The Tribe supports Western’s proposal to assign Indian tribes a first priority in the
allocation sequence in the Marketing Criteria. Like many tribes in the BCP marketing
area, the Augustine Band has never before been afforded the right to obtain electrical
power from a federally managed hydropower project. Access to such resources is very
valuable to us, as it will enable our Tribe and other tribes to mieet the power needs of our
tribal members and to maintain and grow our economies, improve government services,
and enhance employment and the welfare of our members and of our employees many of
whom come from neighboring non-Indian communities:



The Tribe also notes that Indian tribal priority is entirely consistent with documented
Congressional intent contained in Congressional Reports and the Hoover Power
Allocation Act of 2012."

2. Utility Status.

The Tribe also supports Western's application of its historic policy to allocate power
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4. Public Process.

‘Sce e.2., respectively, House Report |12-159(1), July 20, 20115 Pub, L. 112-72.
“Sec. .z, power allocations 1o Indian tribes from the Colorado River Storage Project.
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The Federal Register Notice announcing the Marketing Criteria states that Western
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