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Scholarship (What)
● Hydropower is considered a clean energy 

source
● Recent studies show hydropower contributes 

to carbon emissions (Deemer, et al., 2018)
○ Dams alter water, nutrient, and ecosystem 

dynamics and fluxes in river networks
○ “Changes in temperature, chemical 

composition, dissolved oxygen levels and 
the physical properties of a reservoir are 
often not suitable to the aquatic plants and 
animals that evolved with a given river 
system” (International Rivers, n.a.)

○ Reflects lack of perceived importance since 
the emissions from hydroelectricity are not 
as significant as the emissions from “dirty” 
energy sources

● Lack of perceived effects from climate change 
action increases intolerance toward 
advancing discussion (Proctor, 2018)

● Situating discussion on climate change to 
hydroelectric power on the Columbia River 
keeps the complexity but offers focus

People (Who)
● Bonneville Power Administration employees 

who work onsite at the Bonneville Dam
● Natives on reservations who were and still are 

affected by dams on the Columbia River
○ Yakima, Umatilla, Warm Springs tribes

● Columbia River Estuary Taskforce (CREST) 
representatives to speak about their restoration 
projects

● Northwest Power and Conservation Council 
and their focus on preserving the ecosystems in 
the Columbia River Basin

● Discussion open to the Portland public that is 
interested in the topic of hydroelectric power

● Engage with groups of different backgrounds 
in order to represent all perspectives on this 
issue

      Connecting Action (How)
● Survey prior to discussion that reflects on 

previous knowledge, values, and beliefs
● Panel providing some background information 

on the dams along the Columbia River, 
including:
○ Representative from both CREST and 

Bonneville Power Administration
○ Member(s) of native tribes

● Community cafe 
○ 15-20 minute rounds of conversation for 

multiple small groups
○ Conversation is prompted with a question
■ i.e. What would be the best outcome for 

addressing the impacts of dams? What 
prompted you to come to this community 
cafe?

○ Each participant changes to different group 
after each round
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Assessment
● Large group debrief and survey after 

discussion
○ What key ideas or themes arose from 

discussion?
○ How did your views on hydropower change 

throughout the discussion?
○ Did you have any misconceptions prior to the 

discussion? If so, how were they addressed?
○ In what ways will you apply what you have 

learned in the discussion to things outside 
the discussion?

● Do participants join or create action groups to 
further the conversation around hydropower?
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