ISRP Comment/Question: This project is very similar to Proposals 9401805 and 9401806.  The geographic focus is slightly different.  

Response:  There definitely is similarity between this proposal and 9401805 and 9401806.  The Pataha, Asotin and Tucannon were all selected as model watersheds in 1993 for the purpose of restoring and enhancing habitat for the endangered Snake River Salmon and we work very closely together in our programs.  Similarities are reflected because the three watersheds share some of the same people on a technical advisory committee and have set up goals similar to one another.  The Pataha Watershed’s focus is directed more towards upland practices and sediment reduction while Asotin and Tucannon have incorporated more instream habitat improvement into their implementation plans.

ISRP Comment/Question: This project has been ongoing since 1996or before, and is projected to continue indefinitely.  It is very difficult to review projects such as this on an annual basis, particularly when little or no information is given about project objectives and milestones.  

Response: It is true that the restoration project has been going on since before 1996 and might continue for several more years.  The restoration project should be viewed as a movement rather than an individual project with a definite beginning and an end date.  It has been determined that the Pataha delivers sediment into the Tucannon River.  It has been doing that for years and is not going to be stopped in a short period of time.  A new concept of farming (no-till) has been introduced to farmers that will dramatically reduce the sediment delivery into the streams.  The period of time it takes until enough farmers adopt this practice and make an impact on sediment delivery, is the time that funding should be made available. Implementation of other proven conservation practices is encouraged to the farmers and ranchers along with introducing the CREP program.  New emphasis is being placed on the importance of a healthy riparian area.

ISRP Comment/Question: The information presented is insufficient to determine whether project objectives are being achieved.  Furthermore, the proposal talks about such goals as tons of soil “saved”.  Is this really a Program goal, that is somehow related to the hydropower system?  It sounds much more appropriate to NRCS programs, one would at least hope for some cost sharing.
Response: The progress of this project is measured in the amounts of soil saved (not eroded from the land). The objective is to reduce the amount of sediment delivered into the Tucannon River to a level that will not adversely affect the incubating salmonids in the river.  As more no-till and other conservation practices are implemented, less soil erosion will occur and less sediment carried to the Tucannon River and all streams in the watershed and county.  

Currently, acreage’s of no-till seeding within the watershed is being tracked.  Soil losses are documented using RUSLE (Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation).  The Pomeroy Conservation District is currently working with Don McCool of WSU on determining the exact amount of soil saved by implementing no-till, annual cropping and other practices and comparing them to the amount of soil that is currently eroding from the conventionally farmed fields.  In the past, figures have been used by NRCS to estimate soil loss, but McCool using Pataha Watershed data to refine the RUSLE program is doing new work.  District and NRCS personnel to collaborate these RUSLE figures will do actual soil erosion measurements.

The comment about soil saved and how it is related to hydropower is not clearly understood.  Any sediment or soil that is lost from production on cropland will end up in the stream.  Any protection that can be afforded to the streams for fish production, will offset losses caused by the hydrosystem elsewhere in the migration path.  

As far as this project being more appropriate for NRCS programs, cost sharing is not available through NRCS or the Farm Service Agency for upland conservation programs on a short-term program.  Both NRCS and FSA help implement long term programs such as EQIP, CREP and CRP but are not involved with short term funding of upland sediment reduction program such as ours.  The desire is to try and introduce this program to as many farmers and ranchers as possible and not lock all of them into long term contracts.  The conservation district is responsible to obtain funding for cost share of these programs.

