Greater Battle Creek Watershed Working Group

March 18, 2008

Meeting Notes

Meeting called to order at 1010 hours.

I.  Introductions:  Liv Imset, Mary Marshall, Sharon Paquin-Gilmore, Steve Tussing, Jim Smith, RJ Roth, Mike Berry, Tricia Parker, Brenda Olson, Peter Jacobsen, Kerry Burke, Chip Stalica, Rich Reiner, Glenn Graham, Scott Hamelberg, Teresa Connor, Brett Galyean, and Kurt Sable.

II. January 15, 2008 summary meeting notes review: 

Correction on notes handed out today, page 3 – Restoration Project.  Notes in brackets [ ] removed.  This page has been reviewed by USBR and CDFG and is correct.

Agenda Approved

III. Round-the-Table Updates

Jim S.: Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) update – A meeting was held in Sacramento last week to develop options for fishing seasons.  Public input is taken on proposed options.  The concern is that the goal of 122,000- 180,000 salmon returning to spawn in the Sacramento River watershed will not be met this year.  The preseason abundance estimates are 59,000 salmon. Therefore, a severe restriction on ocean fishing is expected.  The options range from no fishing to allowing 30 days of fishing on holiday weekends and in August for commercial fishermen.  There are 3000 fish in three ports for about 10,000 total.  In the past, fishing season was April to October with allocations of 300,000 to 400,000 fish for commercial fishermen and 150,000 to 200,000 for recreational harvest.  This is the first time that in-river fishing will be considered in the allocations.  There will most likely be restrictions on in-river harvest.  There hasn’t been a closure on in-river harvest since winter Chinook populations required it.

UPDATE (from the PFMC website, as of April 16, 2008; 3:23:31 PM: 

2008 Salmon Management Measures

The Council adopted a complete closure of commercial and recreational fisheries off California, a 9,000 marked-only coho quota recreational fishery off Oregon south of Cape Falcon, and below average commercial, sport, and tribal fisheries north of Cape Falcon to the Canadian border, for submission to National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for approval by May 1, 2008. The detailed management measures can be viewed on the Council website www.pcouncil.org. 

The FWS has initiated development of the Pacific Lamprey Initiative Conservation Plan.  Jim has information for those that are interested.

Tricia: The Jelly Ferrys Bridge replacement public workshop was held this past weekend.

On 2/14/08, the Battle Creek Alliance was protesting logging practices

On April 19, Kelly Williams of BLM will be leading hikes on lower Battle Creek BLM managed lands.

RJ:  Next Wed. the PG&E Stewardship Council meeting is in Chico.  Look at the website for time and place.

Rich: In eastern Tehama County TNC will be leading hikes up Dye Creek Canyon and Vina Plains.  Call 897-6370 to reserve your space.

Sharon: In December of 2007 the Conservancy Board revisited the Strategy/Management Plan.  It remains the same but priorities have changed.  Fire is the #1 focus.  Sharon brought in the document for people to take.  May 3rd is the Watershed Festival in Caldwell Park, Redding.  Anything connected to Battle Creek can be at the Festival.

IV. Lassen National Forest watershed restoration activities

Presentation by Kurt Sable.

The project presented was in the upper watershed mainly in South Fork Battle Creek with some project sites in North Fork Battle Creek.  Partial funding was received from CALFED.  Most of the work occurred in the summer of 2007.  In 2006 the GBCWWG took a field trip to look at some of the project sites.  

The Lassen National Forest (LNF) took a sub-watershed approach focusing on the most important resource areas.  This also provided efficiency during implementation and in these areas change was more likely to be detected in the short-term.

Priorities were based on watershed disturbance, sensitivity, channel condition, distance to anadromous habitat, and the amount of public ownership.  The treatment objectives included reduction of chronic and catastrophic sediment delivery to streams and channel extension reduction. 

Road treatments were located in Martin, Nanny, Onion, Panther, Summit Creeks, and South Fork and North Fork Bailey Creeks.

Sediment is a concern in Battle Creek because the mean values found in South Fork Battle, South Fork Digger, and mainstem Battle Creeks are high relative to other nearby anadromous streams (Deer, Mill, and Antelope Creeks).  Sediment influences egg and alevin survival and long-term spawning substrate supply.

Sediment reduction treatments were focused on roads due to information found through research, watershed inventories (Deer, Mill, and Antelope Creeks, and Feather River) and stream survey results.  The LNF has approximately 3500 miles of system roads.  Maintenance is directed at high-use roads (levels 3, 4, and 5); approximately 15% is maintained annually.

Road/Channel crossings were treated as they are a primary source of erosion.  Erosion occurs from fill slopes, connected ditches, crossing failures, and flow diversion (road stream capture).  In addition, approximately 90% of the surveyed culverts on the LNF are barriers to fish; and culverts interfere with bedload transport.

Improvement actions that focused on roads included road decommissioning, disconnecting crossings, improving passage of flow and material, improving organism passage, minimizing diversion potential, and improving road surface drainage.  In addition, decommissioning of landings and skid trails took place, and riparian planting.

Questions:

Tricia: asked if TNC is doing any monitoring in addition to LNF’s efforts.  Rich responded they are only doing terrestrial since the aquatic monitoring is being completed by other entities.

Chip: PG&E is also doing some work on their road network.  Chip asked if the FS has BMPs or a manual that PG&E could use and learn from??  Kurt responded yes but the manual/BMPs do not give the big picture on how to prioritize sites/road segments.  The manual gives typical designs for various things.  The state also has documents to use.  Mike B.  added that the CDFG manual was updated a couple of years ago.

Steve asked what scope of treatment is remaining.  Kurt stated that the headwaters of South Fork Battle Creek, little streams in steep erosive ground; Digger Creek, Summit Creek.  Fifteen to eighteen subwatersheds were looked at in the planning process.  The LNF concentrated their efforts in three watersheds because of the highly erosive rhyolite soils. 

Rich asked if the forest road prioritization for decommissioning or treatment was a public process.   Kurt responded that if a system road is to be closed, the project needs to go through the NEPA process.  This is part of a nation-wide program to look at roads.  The LNF is working on an EIS.  Ken added that the easy road decommissionings have been completed.  Those roads left have more public use or they are roads that may require realignment.  With one exception, the public has been responding positively to the LNF’s program.  The steepest, most erodible, lands in Battle Creek are under management by the LNF.

Tricia asked how much more effort needs to be invested in Battle Creek.  Kurt responded some big crossings can be done; and one to two times more similar work to what has already been completed.  Ken added that the roads on private are similar to FS roads.  He assumes that they have similar amounts and kinds of problems.  From what Ken has seen private industry has done some good work on their roads in relation to timber sales.  

***** Suggestion from Ken: The group should spend a day in the watershed with landowners to share what we all have done.

V. Outreach

Sharon: was hoping to get ideas from folks on what else, if anything, the group should be doing for outreach.  We have the brochure.  We attend the Return of the Salmon Festival, Watershed Festival, Manton Apple Festival, and the annual meeting.  

Tricia: pointed out the posters of project phases that Liv had sent. The group could get more detailed in the project phases if it wanted to.

Sharon: asked what is our overall purpose – what do we want the results to be??  What do we want people to learn??

Mike: Still have our goal and that is what we should educate people on.  Many attendees agreed.

Steve: That and other stuff is going on such as the sediment reduction work by the FS.  The FS goes to different events.

Tricia: pointed out the Conservancy website.  Sharon informed the group that the site gets a lot of hits from outside folks conducting research.  However, we want to get more local people looking at the site.

Mike:  suggested doing a canned slide/power point presentation to give to Boards of Supervisors, etc.  He mentioned some programs have DVDs such as the Trinity River Program.

Rich: The material is there.

Jim: Still need to think about the message we want to convey.

*****
Sharon: asked for volunteers for a committee to work on presentation/outreach.  Volunteers are Rich, Mike, Mary, and a FWS representative.

Mary: May want to think about what is going on in the watershed, not just the project.  

Jim: Need to think about messages.  The FWS is beginning an initiative called “Connecting People with Nature”.  Other agencies are also starting their equivalent initiatives.

With the current state of fall-run we’re hearing “what’s the use of doing all this restoration work?”  In Battle Creek, the spring-run has not followed the same pattern as the fall-run.  Need to get the message out that there is still a need to restore inland habitat.

Scott: Construction of a kiosk is planned for the CNFH parking lot.  We will have gazebos with panels inside and outside.  We can have partners such as the Battle Creek Project information on one of the panels.

Mike: Trinity River Hatchery is currently doing this.  They have a FS contractor, and USBR Shasta Office is assisting.

Scott: Visitor Services from Portland is working with Coleman on its message and developing panels.

***** Sharon: Let’s get the committee going and report back to the group at next meeting regarding DVD and kiosk idea.  Assignments: Liv will check on brochure quantities and determine reproduction needs. E-mail Sharon on quantities.

VI. FWS Activities Update (Greensheet)

BOLD text is new information.

Scott H. : Have received the Biological Opinion from NOAA for the intake project.  The 404 is the only outstanding permit.  Construction is slated for July 2008.  No bid-documents have yet been generated. 

VIII. Issue Tracking Document (and Project Update)
Peter: One page summary on front page.  Wanted to keep historic data but wanted less emphasis on it.  Historic summary is found on 3rd page.  Received updates from Mary, Liv, and Melanie.

Mary: Combination update on tracking document and project: Project Update on Page 3, Item #2: Funding –

 Completing agreements  - key issue: since last meeting there have been four meetings on agreements and two meetings at the Directors level.  There are two sets of agreements; State and USBR, and PG&E and USBR.  These two agreements are restricted to Phase IA, North Fork Battle Creek.  Phase 1B is located on South Fork Battle Creek.  Currently only have confirmation for money to complete Phase 1A.  The FERC license amendment is within Phase 1A.  Phase 1A also includes monies for CNFH adaptive management plan development and diagnostic studies; environmental monitoring and mitigation; and construction management.  Mary will update this section in the Issue Tracking Document.  

Anticipate agreements will be completed by early spring 2008, construction early (February) 2009.

At next meeting Mary will try and break out the phases and costs – what money was requested and what money is available.

Everyone: Positive feedback on the Issue Tracking Document reformat.

Tricia: brought up Issue #9.  

***** Sharon: will update for the next meeting.  Steve: thought it was completed.  Jim: this was generated from Larry wanting a comprehensive plan to determine how the project and CNFH fit in the watershed.  Appears to have morphed over time.  Sharon: how do we deal with this to reflect the current situation; the pieces are there.  Steve & Sharon will work on and send to Peter.

IX. Meeting Review/Summary
Action Items:

· DVD – work with outreach committee.  Sharon will probably teleconference.

· Steve Emershire (?):  LNF, PG&E, SPI to get together to look at mutual erosion/roads of interest; (set up fall site visit?)

· Jim offered presentations on Central Valley Salmon Collapse and Connecting People with Nature

· 5/20/08 – field visit with TNC – Bruce McCampbell’s place, Wildcat, Digger Creek on Pelton Ranch.  Conservation Easement 101.  Meet at the Holiday Market on Hwy 99 at 10:00 am. at 0900.  
· July 15 = regular meeting/presentations.

Adjourned at 1305
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