GREATER BATTLE CREEK WATERSHED WORKING GROUP

USFWS CONFERENCE ROOM, RED BLUFF, CA

MAY 16, 2006 Meeting Summary

I. Introductions 

Tricia Parker, Brenda Olson, Matt Brown, Scott Ferris, Ray Sommer, Scott Hamelberg, Angela Risdon, RJ Roth, Rich Reiner, Steve Turek, Jim Smith, Curtis Anderson, Mary Marshall, Naseem Alston, Jess Newton, Bob Grace, Miriam Morrill, Mike Tucker, Sharon Paquin Gilmore, Kerry Burke, Melanie McFarland

II. Review of March Meeting Summary

Mary provided clarification on the timeline for the Battle Creek Restoration Project and an update on the CEQA and 3rd Party Review process.

Meeting summary approved.

III. Updates
Steve: Iron Mountain Mine Trustee Council is waiting for finalization of environmental documentation.  The Council wants to donate $6.5 million to the restoration project.

Rich:  Over the last 2 years grazing exclusions have been installed on 3 ranches to evaluate the effects on oak regeneration.  TNC is also conducting bird surveys with the Point Reyes Bird Observatory on oak woodlands along Battle Creek.  TNC is in negotiations with three ranches, including Rocky Springs.

Mary: Recognized that Jean Oscamou passed away 4 years ago.  As an engineer for PG&E he worked on the restoration project and accomplished a great deal.

Tricia: Team working on the Orwick (South side) irrigation ditch to add a bypass pipe to the fish screen (AFRP Action 4).  The design has been drafted and environmental permitting is ongoing.

Mike B.: The Winter-run Chinook Salmon Feasibility Analysis is still underway.  Mike is trying to clean-up the Battle Creek fishing regulations to avoid angler confusion.  The regulation Mike proposed to GBCWWG was a catch and release fishery only from CNFH to the upper anadromous fish limits.  If anyone has comments, please contact Mike.

Scott Hamelberg: Two Items:

1) When updating the Issue Tracking document, please incorporate the information from the green sheet.

2) Status of projects: The intake screening project has been reinvigorated.  USBR has provided half of the funding.  Currently, bidding is taking place on the environmental compliance portion of the project.  Also, the window for bid requests on construction of the barrier weir project will close in early June.  The amount of work to be accomplished this year will depend on contractor mobilization and start date.

There is a need for the intake screening technical subgroup to start-up again.  The first meeting is proposed for mid-June.  Current members include Mike Berry, Steve (?) Hughs, Steve Thomas, and Mike Tucker.  

Bob: Thanked PG&E for printing the brochures, he is really pleased with the quality of the print job.  Thanked Tricia and Sharon for working with him, as well as the outreach committee.  Bob was impressed with the people on the outreach committee and their cooperative and efficient manner of getting things accomplished.  

Angela encouraged everyone to take a handful of brochures home with them to distribute.  The USFWS will hold the bulk of the brochures at the Red Bluff Office.

Sharon: The Manton Diner requested a stack to distribute – customers are asking questions as to project status.  

Bob is working on the brochure for the Watershed Conservancy.  The Tehama East Fire Plan was presented at the Manton Fire Safe Council Meeting.  This was just the beginning; there will be other meetings to work on this plan.

Miriam: USFWS Sacramento Refuge in Willows, fire program.  
A Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) is a national initiative under the Healthy Forest Restoration Act (HFRA) and National Fire Plan (NFP).  The emphasis of a CWPP is to collaboratively develop projects which protect communities and other assets at risk to wildfire.  Collaboration must include state and local fire agencies, local government and be in consultation with Federal agencies.  Recent Department of Interior and Agriculture policy has indicated that by 2007 wildland urban interface (HFRA & NFP) grants and Federal projects may not be funded unless identified in a CWPP.  

The Battle Creek watershed is being incorporated in a county-wide CWPP effort which includes various partners including California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Tehama County Resource Conservation District/Tehama County Fire Safe Council, local fire safe councils, US Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management and US Fish and Wildlife Service.  Local stakeholders are being solicited for comments and questions related to this process/plan.  The CWPP coordination group would like to build partnerships and work collaboratively to identify values at risk and develop project criteria and priorities for the Battle Creek Watershed.  Please send comments or questions to Miriam Morrill (Miriam_Morrill@fws.gov or 530-934-2801).
Angela: Coleman Powerhouse is still scheduled to be back on line in mid-July.  Chip Stalica is filling in for the Area Manager and is not available for day to day operations.  Mike Zanan (Zeke) will be handling day to day operations until Chip is back.  Chip is still actively engaged with the Battle Creek Project.

PG&E received a letter from FERC regarding the Lassen Lodge Hydro project.  The letter indicates little progress has been made on the project and FERC may rescind the licensing process.  FERC has not received the appropriate documentation from the applicant by the appointed deadline.  However, this does not preclude Lassen Lodge to file through the new FERC process.

Mike T.: The target date for the Draft Coleman NFH Biological Opinion is the end of the month.

Curtis: Received peak flow information from John Clements.

December 28, 2005: North Fork Battle Ck was 2,620 cfs, previous peak was 1,300 cfs; South Fork Battle Ck was 6,121 cfs, previous peak was 3,700 cfs

This was the first time John said he had seen 5 events in one year where the Sacramento River was ≥100,000 cfs.   This winter we saw constant rain and high flows whereas 1997 was all at once. 

IV. Outreach
Sharon: We were at Watershed Awareness Day, 5/6/06, at the Mt. Shasta Mall.  The good thing is we got it together for our display; the bad is poor location, not many interested people.  The Discovery Center event on May 13 had more people, mainly kids.  Overall it was a good event.  Our annual meeting has not been scheduled yet and may not be until the end of summer.  We have our 2007 calendar for sale, $13.00 each, all photos were taken in the watershed.

If anyone hears of any events where the Working Group display may be appropriate, please use the display and brochures.  Mike Berry mentioned CDFG will have a booth at the Shasta County Fair and they will have the brochures available to the public.

Tricia: Brought attention to the display she put together for the 5/6 & 5/13 events.  Western Shasta RCD made the display map.  Tricia found people at the Discovery Center event were interested in the restoration project.  They were asking basic questions such as how hydropower works, how fish ladders work, etc.  Good interactions with the public at the 5/13 event.   The next event is not until the 1st weekend in October, the Manton Apple Festival.

For future meetings: Lassen National Park has a conference room in their Mineral Office that may be available for us to use.

V. Issue Tracking
Curtis was not able to get the Issue Tracking Document out until Friday and received no comments from the group.

Kerry had sent the Issue Tracking Document to Erich Vaden, who then sent comments to Curtis.  Curtis handed out the Issue Tracking document and Erich Vaden’s comments.  

Angela asked how the group wanted to address the email.  Curtis suggested people identified for certain issues look at the email and get back to the group.  Curtis will come up with new wording, incorporate it into the tracking document and send out.  ACCEPTED

Kerry mentioned there has been very limited interaction with the landowners from this group, especially at these meetings.  Erich had wanted to come to today’s meeting but had previous commitments.  Mr. Vaden will try to attend next meeting.

Curtis suggested he sit down with Kerry, and whoever wants to participate, to give Mr. Vaden some background on the project/Issue Tracking document.

VI. Restoration Project Update (Mary Marshall)

CDFG has completed a preliminary draft of their CEQA findings on providing funding for the project.  The State Water Board, the CEQA lead state agency, will look at CDFG’s draft findings to develop their CEQA findings on the EIR.  USBR, the federal NEPA lead Agency, is preparing the EIS Record of Decision (ROD).  The federal ROD and state CEQA findings will be as consistent as possible.  It is hoped that these documents will be completed by this summer.

PG&E is the lead for the license amendment effort, and can move forward with the certain steps of the process as certain pieces of the CEQA and NEPA processes are completed.

      
It is currently planned for construction to begin next year.

The PG&E preliminary 3rd Party Review (of construction costs) report is complete, and USBR is currently reviewing the report.  Once PG&E receives feedback from Reclamation, they would like meet involved agencies.  Some information may be left out due to confidentiality associated with the construction contract bidding process.

Mary and Dave Gore (Reclamation) talked with Sharon Paquin-Gilmore in regard to how best respond to the April 24, 2006 letter from BCWC, and a meeting with the BCWC Board was proposed.  

Kerry Burke asked Mary if the method of money transfer had been determined.  Mary said not at this time, but indicated that she is working with Carl Harral (CDFG) on agreement language.  Steve Turek (CDFG) informed the group DFG is trying to determine if and how they can transfer the funds to USBR.  They are trying to develop a compromise because the “boundaries” of federal and state agreements differ.

Mary indicated that work efforts are continuing to address the remaining items that need to be completed before construction could begin. Kerry asked where purchasing easements fit into the priorities, and Mary informed her that it is a key item.  

Mary recognized everyone for their efforts on the project to date, and indicated the continued need for coordination and cooperation as we move forward.  Angela Risdon recognized Mary for all her hard work on this project.

VII. Green Sheet
Tricia reviewed updates.  Bold text is new information.  Also note that the USBR lowered the gates at Red Bluff Diversion Dam (forming Lake Red Bluff and diverted water to irrigators) yesterday (5/15/06).

VIII. Battle Creek Fisheries Monitoring (Jess Newton, USFWS)

Jess Newton gave a presentation summarizing past and current fisheries monitoring performed by biology staff employed by the Red Bluff Fish & Wildlife Office.  Jess also provided a status update on the contracting process for future monitoring under the Restoration Project and Adaptive Management Plan.  Adult salmonid escapement is monitored at the CNFH barrier weir.  Maximum potential spring Chinook escapement ranged from 34 to 222 between 1995 and 2006.  The Cohort Replacement Rate (CRR) was greater than 1.0 in five of eight cases since 1995.  The CRR measures trends in productivity and is defined as the ratio of spawning adults in one generation divided by the number of spawning adults in the previous generation three years earlier.  Currently the barrier weir is open from March 1 to August 1 allowing for the passage of naturally produced steelhead and late-fall, winter, and spring Chinook while restricting passage of fall Chinook.  Winter Chinook escapement estimates have ranged from 0 to 3 fish since 1999.  Steelhead escapement upstream of the weir has ranged from 276 to 1919 since 1996.

Snorkel survey results show that since 2001 the percent of redds in each fork of Battle Creek have varied substantially from year to year.  On average, 47% of redds were in the North Fork, 19% were in the South Fork and 34% were in the mainstem.  Evidence suggests that it is important and effective to provide interim flows in both forks to maintain current populations of threatened salmonids in Battle Creek.   

Based on juvenile production monitoring, the number of “Juveniles per redd” was calculated for spring Chinook as a measure of annual environmental conditions for spawning, egg incubation and rearing.  “Juveniles per redd” was highest in 2004 and lowest in 2002.  Increased interim flows may have been one factor contributing to the higher productivity in 2004.

Current monitoring contracts are due to expire soon.  Funding for future monitoring is contingent on the Restoration Project being implemented.  The Scope-of-Work for future monitoring has been submitted to the California Department of Fish and Game in preparation to initiate monitoring and the Adaptive Management Plan as soon as the Restoration Project is implemented. 

X. Battle Creek Watershed Monitoring (Sharon Paquin-Gilmore)
A DRAFT stream monitoring plan will be ready for Technical Team review in approximately 2 weeks, and finalized by the July meeting.  As part of the July meeting, we will visit some of the monitoring sites.  

XI. Meeting Review
Tracking Document: After Curtis sends out the revised document, he will contact the various groups to see what they want to update.  Curtis will send out another update before the meeting.  For the July document, send in the updates but they will not be reviewed since our meeting will be in the field.

September Meeting will need a chunk of time set aside for the Tracking Document review; also for the restoration project updates.

XII. July Field Trip
July 18, 2006 is the next meeting and field trip.  Meeting place to be determined: either Lassen N.P. Mineral office or PG&E parking lot in Manton.  The group would like to look at the upper watershed.  Sharon will get with Mike Ward and Ken Roby to plan the site visits.  Lassen National Forest is interested in showing us some of their road restoration work.  

Adjourn: 12:45

[note future meeting dates are July 18 and September 19, 2006]
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