DRAFT MEETING SUMMARY
Battle Creek Watershed Working Group

November 30, 2010: 10 am – 2 pm
Conference Room, RBFWO, 10950 Tyler Road, Red Bluff, CA 527-3043
Chair: Sharon Paquin-Gilmore, Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy
I. PRESENT:   Sharon Paquin-Gilmore, Tricia Parker, Jim Smith, Steve Baumgartner, Kerry Burke – Hanna, Kathy Bishop, Marily Woodhouse, Teresa Conner, Steve Tussing, Sue Horkey (alternate for Glenn Graham, Shasta Trinity Fly Fishers); TELECONFERENCE: Scott Hamelberg, Melanie McFarland, Mary Marshall, Liv Imset, Mike Ward, Mike Strawn and Scott Ferris. 
II. Review July 2010 meeting summary: approved. The e-version meeting summaries from July 2010 and November 2010 will be distributed to the full mailing list in January 2011.
III. Review and approve agenda: approved; some topics moved within today’s agenda to accommodate participant schedules. 
IV. Announcements (all participants): 
a) Sharon: Requested a moment to commemorate Serge Birk’s passing on November 22. Serge had been a “lively” contributor to this group and we appreciated his efforts (obituary attached). 
Tricia: Routing a condolence card for Serge Birk’s wife Beth.  The card cover is a watercolor by Melanie McFarland’s father that Jim Smith printed for our signature today.  Serge was very active in restoration of the Battle Creek watershed as a representative of the CVPWUA from 1998-2006 (approx.).   

 b)  TNC sent a note that their organization couldn’t be represented today. 
c) Jim Smith: Please join me in sending best wishes to Jess Newton who is departing our Red Bluff FWS office for a promotion as the Endangered Species Recovery Program Leader at the FWS Regional Office in Honolulu, Hawaii in January. “Congratulations Jess – from all of us.”
d) Group: Interest and discussion regarding spring Chinook. For the San Joaquin River Restoration Program, an interagency workgroup developing criteria and triggers for spring Chinook restoration efforts is being initiated and will be developed over the next three years. Following the interagency coordination efforts, additional coordination will occur with the public.
V. Updates:

A. Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Project Update (Mary Marshall, USBR): 
For Phase 1A, Wildcat Dam has been removed and the Wildcat contract is nearing close-out. Fish screen and ladder construction is underway at the Eagle Canyon and North Battle Creek Feeder sites; work will be completed in 2011. In regard to the Asbury/Baldwin Creek site, a meeting was held on October 21 to reach a decision on the design option to move forward with; design specifications are under development and a contract is planned to be awarded late 2011. 

For Phase 1B, a contract was awarded in June for construction of the Inskip Powerhouse bypass and tailrace connector on South Fork Battle Creek; vegetation clearing is planned to occur soon followed by construction activities. Construction is planned to be completed late 2011. Q/A: In terms of the status of the Phase 1B FERC license amendment, that was received on May 21 2010.  

For Phase 2, funding agreements are underway and are planned to be completed in early 2011. Funds will come from DFG and DWR. Construction is planned to occur from 2012 to 2014. 

Mike Strawn (PG&E) replied to a question: Anadromous fish will not be able to use the North Fork fish ladders this year.

Coleman NFH Adaptive Management Plan status: In July, scope-of-work issues were being resolved. Reclamation is now moving forward with a request for proposals process to award a contract, to develop the Coleman NFH AMP, around July 2011. 

BCWC expressed concern about sequencing adaptive management with DFG plans. {DFG clarification needed at the January 2011]
B. P. G. & E.  (Liv Imset)
All hydropower operations are normal.  The penstocks are operating. After funding for Phase II is secured,  the license amendment for Phase II will go forward through the process. 
C. Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy/Outreach (Sharon Paquin-Gilmore)
We have had quite a lot of activity in the Manton watershed with outreach events.  On September 15 we had both a mid-day and an evening event to celebrate the initiation of the Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Project.  It was inspiring to see how important this effort is to the state of California and the residents of Shasta/Tehama Counties.  Our efforts are very significant.  The battle-creek.net website will show all additional updates.

D. USFWS Status (Tricia Parker)

The role of the Anadromous Fish Restoration Program was reviewed with the group. The goals of restoring natural production of anadromous fish in the Central Valley watershed were highlighted.  Within the Battle Creek watershed, the priorities of restoration efforts are for winter Chinook salmon, Spring Chinook salmon and steelhead (as stated in the ’98 USFWS position statement). 

The USFWS Status Update handout was  reviewed (attached).  Scott added that several thousand people attended the October 16, 2010 Salmon Festival. The volunteers at the hatchery worked hard to take groups of several thousand school children on tours of the hatchery and on hikes along the new wildlife viewing trail.  The trail was developed as a cooperative effort between DFG and USFWS with plenty of assistance from the volunteers/Friends Group (400 hours of volunteer time) and funding assistance from the Shasta Regional Community Foundation of the McConnell Foundation. The response to the newly opened Battle Creek Salmon Trail has been very positive.  When the trail map is finalized it will be distributed to this group.
VI. Presentation: DFG trout planting policies; (Steve Baumgartner ); 
{presentation summary pending response from DFG, clarification may be added to the January meeting summary if it is received}
(draft) Some background. In 2006, DFG state-wide was sued by Stanford Law School and Center for Biological Diversity for the potential of stocked fish to negatively impact the 85 species-of-concern (e.g. amphibians and birds) that share the land and water with the rest of the state of California.  When the EIR was certified (Jan 2010), the mitigation called for preparation of a 14 page “pre-stocking evaluation” that would include all related policies and conflicts.  In DFG’s Region One (northern Calif counties), only a small portion of the 85 species are encountered.  Since the Battle Creek Watershed is within DFG’s Region One, the lawsuit’s concern was aimed at only a small number of species. Q/A: In terms of benthic surveys, none are called for in the EIR. Q/A: In terms of the 85 species-of-concern, the foothill yellow legged frog and the Willow Flycatcher are the only two known to occur.  Others are unknown until surveys are completed. Q/A: In terms of co-occurrence, DFG had decided to stock hatchery origin trout on top of the 85 species-of-concern.  In regards to private fish stocking on private land, DFG’s fish stocking permits are for planting fish into state waters and are valid for 1 year maximum. The DFG policy is to only stock fish that are triploid (i.e. the third set of chromosomes results when fish eggs are subjected to a slight heat increase during incubation.  Triploid is the term for this third set of chromosomes; it causes the fish to be sterile. Lassen Trout Farm exclusively deals with triploid fish. Following implementation of more components of the Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Program (i.e. fish attaining access into stream reaches that have not provided habitat for decades), additional stocking of trout into the Battle Creek watershed may be discontinued.  DFG staff will keep this group informed of the status.
The two maps that Steve shared with the group (on the wall of the RBFWO conference room) show DFG’s regulatory delineation between anadromy and non-anadromy. In the future, as the Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Project is implemented angling regulations in Battle Creek may change.  Currently, the regulations call for catch-n-release only in the anadromous waters and no stocking for put-and-take fish.  As the Project is implemented and anadromous waters extend higher in elevation, there will be a potential for anadromous fish angling in Battle Creek.  The process begins with presentation to the State Fish and Game Commission approximately three years in advance of lawful angling.  DFG biologists work with the State Regulation Coordinator to present recommendations to the State Fish and Game Commission.  Many times it is the collective wisdom of biologists and fishing guides that is presented to the Regulation Coordinator.
John Merz of the Sacramento River Conservation Trust, asked (by phone, prior to the meeting) about the status of the Habitat Conservation Plan for timber harvest on private timberlands (e.g Sierra Pacific lands in the upper Battle Creek Watershed).  DFG response: ____ (may be provided in the Jan 2011 meeting summary)
LUNCH
VII. Exercise: Prioritization of Issue-Tracking-and-Resolution Documentation (Peter Jacobsen)
Peter led the group in review of the prioritized list of issues (one page handout) and link to Jan 2010 version.  He described that this document came about as a way to help the group move-forward and have a handy reference to see how past issues had been resolved.  The first step is defining an issue. The second step is requesting a description and a contact person.  Later (Jan 2011), the group will be asked to rate, rank and prioritize these issues so that appropriate steps can be taken to learn more about them and possibly seek resolution. He asked for updates on the issues from all the contact people.  These updates need to be provided to him by January 18 in order for incorporation to occur prior to the Jan 20 Working Group meeting. New issues that will be added include to the 2010 list include: a) concern about fine sediment input to the waterways within the Battle Creek watershed and b) concerns about fuels/fire and c) concern about the seeing the biological basis for trucking juvenile fall Chinook salmon to San Pablo Bay. 
Marily Woodhouse gave a short update on private timber harvest in the Battle Creek watershed.  She showed maps and described that 20,000 acres of private timber land had been harvested in recent years. The participants at the meeting expressed interest in learning more about this land use. 
VIII. Future meetings (i.e. March, May) and identification of topics 
IX. Adjourn
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