RAINWATER WILDLIFE AREA

Project Summary

September 2008

The 8,678 acre Rainwater Wildlife Area (5,000 acres of coniferous forest, 2,900 acres grassland/shrub habitat, and 800 acres floodplain riparian habitat) was established through fee-title acquisition in 1998 under the 1993 Washington Interim Mitigation Agreement and an MOA between the CTUIR and BPA.

Target wildlife mitigation species include: spotted sandpiper (Actitis macularia), great blue heron (Ardea herodias), yellow warbler (Dendroica petechia), mink (mustela vison), Western meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta), black-capped chickadee (Parus atricopillus), downy woodpecker (Picoides pubescens), mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus), and blue grouse (Dendragapus obscurus). 
An estimated 5,185 baseline HU’s were protected through land acquisition.  An additional estimated 1,850 HU’s will be achieved through habitat enhancements for a total project benefit of 7,035 HU’s.  
Focal fish species include threatened summer steelhead (O. mykiss) and bull trout (Salvelinus confluentus).

Project Goal – Protect and restore fish and wildlife habitat to provide mitigation for Federal hydropower development on Columbia River.

Project Objectives

Enhance habitat:  Develop 1,850 enhancement habitat units
Increase anadromous fish productivity - Address limiting factors of embeddedness, large woody debris, pool habitat, riparian function, channel confinement, summer high water temperature, and streamflow.
Protect habitat - Protect 5,185 baseline habitat units
Project History (Highlights)
2008:  
Preparations for final phase of South Fork Touchet River Road Repair and Riparian/Instream habitat enhancement along South Fork Touchet River
2007:

Road rehabilitation along 3 mile reach of South Fork Touchet River

2006: 
Post Fire (Columbia Complex) Rehabilitation (aerial seeding, road/fireline repair), 300 whole trees placed along 7 mile South Fork Touchet River reach.

2002-2005: 
Landline boundary surveys and fence construction

2001: 

Completion of Management Plan and HEP analysis

2000: 

9.5 miles road obliteration and drainage repair, 150 whole trees placed in 1 mile Griffin Fork reach

1998-1999:
Land acquisition, initiation of management plan/HEP analysis and baseline assessments

Monitoring & Evaluation
	Baseline HEP Assessment
	594 square meter plots, and 117, 1/10th acre plots in forest, riparian, and grassland cover types

	Song Bird Surveys
	Spring transects in forest, grassland, and riparian cover types

	Weed Treatment Effectiveness Monitoring
	Daubenmire plots in treatment areas with control sites

	Big game elk and deer herd composition surveys
	Spring aerial surveys conducted primarily by WDFW

	Baseline Hankin and Reeve Fish Habitat Survey
	10 miles of fish bearing stream (South Fk. Touchet and Griffin Fk

	Fish population monitoring
	Randomized index sites on South Fork Touchet and Griffin Fork (CTUIR), Adult steelhead redd surveys (WDFW)

	Water temperature monitoring
	South Fk Touchet and Griffin Fk

	Photo Points
	HEP transects and enhacement areas


Annual (Typical) Project Budget

	Work Element
	Estimated Annual Average Expenditure

	1.  Produce Environmental Compliance Documentation
	$15,000

	2. Operate/Maintain Habitat/Administer Wildlife Area
	$99,000

	3. Monitor property boundary and trespass
	$20,000

	4.  Enhance/Restore Riparian and Instream Habitat
	$10,000

	5.  Maintain Vegetation (Weed control)
	$30,000

	6. Plant Vegetation
	$15,000

	7.  Install Fence
	$35,000

	8. Remove Debris
	$5,000

	10.  Manage and Administer Projects
	$40,000

	11.  Road Obliteration/repair
	$15,000

	12.  Conduct Monitoring and Evaluation
	$15,000

	13. Produce Pisces Status Reports
	$926

	14. Produce Annual Report
	$5,000

	TOTAL
	$304,926


FY 2007-2009 ISRP/NPCC Comments on Rainwater Project Proposal: This proposal meets the ISRP review criteria and benefits wildlife. The ISRP, however, suggests that the sponsor address the following comments to improve the project, but the ISRP does not need to see responses to these comments. 

The authors could improve the wildlife monitoring portion of this work by more clearly identifying the variables they will use to measure progress. Specifically, the authors could improve the monitoring and evaluation section by more clearly describing the location and placement of vegetation transects, number of vegetation transects, and measurements they will take on these transects. The authors should more clearly identify which bird species (or will they focus only on bird species listed in proposal) that will be recorded on these transects. The authors should more clearly identify the history behind the selection of mitigation bird species (narrative, p.4) and whether or not the species will be monitored and evaluated. 

The authors could improve their discussion of bird surveys by identifying why transects will be used only in grassland cover. The ISRP wondered why birds are not surveyed in other cover types. The authors could improve their presentation of monitoring and evaluation of weed control efforts by quantifying weed distribution and abundance pre- and post-treatment with herbicides. 

The authors could more directly communicate where past data are located.

Project Location
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