ISRP Comment/Question: Delay funding until they demonstrate relation to fish and wildlife and include a clear statement of overall objectives of this project, the relationship of project objectives to overall basin restoration objectives, as well as timelines, and a rationale (prioritization via a watershed assessment) indicating why specific elements are being undertaken, and in what order.

Response: To protect and improve habitat conditions to ensure compatibility with the biological needs of salmon, steelhead, and other fish and wildlife species, the Northwest Power Planning Council has adopted the following as a program habitat goal: “Ensure human activities affecting production of salmon and steelhead in each subbasin are coordinated on a comprehensive watershed management basis.” (Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife Program, Section 7.7, p 7-39) This methodology is a way of doing business that emphasizes the organization of goals and objectives of all interests in order to maximize available natural, human, and fiscal resources. Model watershed programs were begun to implement this goal.

The Clearwater River was designated as a focus subbasin in Idaho State to apply the approaches developed in the model watersheds as provided by Section 7.7A.4 of the Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife Program. As a result of early scoping meetings it was determined that the focus program in the subbasin should be co-coordinated by Idaho State and the Nez Perce Tribe. The governor selected the Idaho Soil Conservation Commission to be the lead entity to support local subbasin efforts to coordinate watershed activities for the state; the Nez Perce Tribe selected the Tribal Fisheries Department.

The Clearwater Focus Program began mid Fiscal Year 1997 with the following goal: Coordinate multiple jurisdictions, agencies, and private landowners to protect, restore, and enhance fisheries habitat to increase juvenile and adult survival of salmon and steelhead at each freshwater life stage.  

Human activities that affect the production of salmon and steelhead in the Clearwater River subbasin are related to predominate land uses, they are: agriculture, logging, mining, and grazing. Nonpoint source pollution generated by these landuses has resulted in varying degrees of freshwater rearing and spawning habitat degradation throughout the subbasin. The most common factors limiting habitat quality are sediment, temperature, and habitat alteration.

ISRP Comment/Question: Reviewers doubt that the issues in the two basins are the same.
Response: Actually the issues in the two subwatersheds (the project areas are not basins) are very similar because they are in the same 5th field hydrologic unit. The following excerpt is from the umbrella project, FY2000 proposal #9608600, p 11.

Little Canyon Creek is the primary tributary of Big Canyon Creek. Big Canyon Creek is a tributary to the Clearwater River. Big Canyon Creek is divided into three subwatershed, they are: Cold Springs, Sixmile-Posthole Canyon, and Nichols Canyon. Little Canyon Creek is divided into three subwatersheds; they are Holes Creek, Long Hollow Creek, and Little Canyon Creek. The Little Canyon Creek subwatershed enters the Nichols Canyon subwatershed three miles above the Clearwater River.

A map would have conveyed this relationship much more succinctly however; importing graphics into the proposal format resulted in too many fatal errors of the program to continue along that path.

The subwatershed projects were submitted as different proposals to maximize available NRCS technical staff and the soil conservation district boards, who are elected officials as managers. This decision does not affect the level of requested funding.

ISRP Comment/Question: Comments made on 9901400 pertain – there does not appear to be any basis for the project in a prior watershed assessment, and an overall review of all of the habitat projects in the Clearwater needs to be undertaken before this assessment goes forward.

Response: The Fiscal Year 2000 proposals were for the second year of a five year project and submitted through the ISCC Clearwater Subbasin Focus Program proposal as an umbrella. Although details regarding the watershed assessments from which the projects were designed were not as extensive as those in the first year’s, the umbrella proposal presented the necessary background information (FY2000 proposal #9808600, p. 9). The projects were developed for BPA funding consideration specifically because they met all proposal criteria.
