ISRP Comment/Question: There is insufficient detail to biologically justify this proposal. It does not appear that an adequate assessment has been performed to document the extent of the habitat problem these measures address, nor is there evidence that previous restoration efforts have produced significant improvements that directly benefit fish and wildlife. 

Response: Since the submission of the project proposal, a new watershed coordinator has been hired. The coordinator has since revised and improved the project proposal. The USFS Ochoco National Forest completed a biological assessment for Forest Service land within the Trout Creek Watershed in 1995. The Confederated Tribes of Warm Spring conducted a biological assessment of the Deschutes basin, which included Trout Creek utilizing the EDT (Ecosystem Diagnostic Treatment) method. The Jefferson County Soil and Water Conservation District sponsored and published a document titled “Trout Creek Watershed Resource Inventory, Problem Assessment and Treatment Alternatives.” All of these documents will aid the Trout Creek Watershed Council in compiling additional data to complete a comprehensive biological assessment of the entire Trout Creek basin with cooperation from local county, state, and federal agencies as well as private landowners.

The Trout Creek Watershed Council proposes to utilize the watershed assessment approach as a foundation in developing a long-range Watershed Improvement Plan along with a monitoring and evaluation process for the Trout Creek basin with FY 2000 funds. This plan would then identify and prioritize watershed problems before recommending any improvement actions.

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife has conducted all previous restoration efforts. These restoration efforts did not include any monitoring except for stream temperatures. The proposed long-term Watershed Improvement Plan will include monitoring of all vital factors and adaptive management in response to monitoring and evaluation reports.

ISRP Comment/Question: The proposed activities are not placed in the context of limiting factors in the watershed.  Although references are given, they are general in nature; too few apply to Trout Creek.

Response: The 1996 report by the Jefferson County Soil and Water Conservation District and the 1995 biological assessment conducted by the Ochoco National Forest did provide some of that context. Since the initial submission of this proposal, the EDT process by the Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs has provided further detail of the limiting factors. That EDT process was a first rough cut that only dealt with the mainstem Trout Creek, and did not deal with several rearing refuges on tributary streams. It also only dealt exclusively with chinook, not steelhead. This points out the need for a more detailed study to fill in those missing details and provide a better basis for the proposed long-term Watershed Improvement Plan.  

ISRP Comment/Question: This proposal shares text with 9404200, but no coordination is described between the two.

Response: The Trout Creek Watershed Council has been working closely with the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife since the inception of the long-range Watershed Improvement Plan. The Council has reviewed the habitat survey conducted by Buell and Associates for the Trout Creek basin in 1983. The council will be incorporating this information along with stream surveys conducted by ODFW into our long-range Watershed Improvement Plan. It is the intent of the Trout Creek Watershed Council to coordinate and consult with the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife on all aspects of future restoration efforts that will be implemented within the Trout Creek basin.

ISRP Comment/Question: Methods are not described in sufficient detail.  For example, the proposal calls for 300 acres of brush control: how will this occur, where, out of how many acres that “need” this treatment, etc.?  

Response: Since the revision of the proposal the objectives have changed. With regards to objectives for the watershed assessment and the long-range Watershed Improvement Plan, the Trout Creek Watershed Council intends to follow the guidelines of Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board’s – Watershed Assessment Manual. The council also intends to reference the literature mentioned above. 

ISRP Comment/Question: The abstract should be edited and abbreviated, and the budget better justified and described.  The completion date is listed as August 2001, yet out year budget costs continue to increase through 2004.

Response: The revised proposal calls for a preliminary draft of the long-range Watershed Improvement Plan to be in place by August 2001. The proposal should adequately answer any questions with regard to the budget. 
