To:

Independent Scientific Review Panel Members

From:

Asotin County Conservation District

Date:

October 12, 2001

Regarding:
Cover Letter for Responses to Proposed Project # 27001

To Sirs/Madams,

Enclosed are our responses for project located within Tenmile and Couse Creeks in Asotin Subbasin.  Recently we completed the draft “Asotin Creek Subbasin Summary” and I was team leader and for this process.  It addressed identified goals and objectives and actions to address those issues and we included them in our proposed application.  Since technical literature on these areas is lacking we identified WDFW completing spawning ground and juvenile density surveys.  Currently we have a draft “Cursory Assessment of Salmonids and Their habitats in George, Tenmile and Couse Creeks in Asotin County, 2000” and this information was also include in the draft “Asotin Creek Subbasin Summary.”   


We thought you probably would not have time to read the draft subbasin summary and included technical citations in our proposal.  After reading comments received on our new application it was evident that reviewers didn’t have time to completely read our proposal.  We tried to address all reviewer questions and concerns with the enclosed responses and please understand that most of the technical citations are in proposal and subbasin summary.  Being a group that has been working with these issues since 1996 in Asotin Creek watershed, we have found local citizens and technical members have similar concerns with our current projects and have met or exceeded demands and built trust and creditability with both groups.

During the tour and presentation we showed projects that have been completed and understand that it is difficult to fully grasp, especially since we are involved in watershed restoration and protection on a large scale.  Adaptive management has been used resulting in changes in techniques because of previous local technical recommendations.  We hope that we have addressed and answered your questions.  It is impossible to show examples for each type of project we are proposing and instream and Five-Year Direct Seed drew the most attention.

In both areas we have leading technical agencies involved identifying and prioritizing projects.  It is unfortunate that we are unable to show projects that have not been completed because passive restoration has been identified and completed. (Example, there is approximately twenty-eight miles of spawning habitat in these two watersheds and we prioritized instream natural design projects on 1 mile between both watersheds, which is a very small percentage.)  We take pride in cost-effective projects that result in the biggest bang for the resource.  Balancing this with private landowner issues has been challenging, but with the level of participation that we have with the private sector we have been highly successful and believe future planning efforts need to include local citizens and landowners.

We have exhausted all avenues and project types.  We have projects that we implement because of local training and acceptance, but we work with citizens and technical members who prioritize these projects.  A project, such as the five-year program that has potential for huge soil saving capabilities is identified we work with technical agencies to gain their support and then target landowners whose projects will influence factors limiting salmonid production and the greatest number of species over long-term.  All monitoring is currently with appropriate technical agency and in the second year with results documented in proposal and draft subbasin summary.

Thanks for opportunity to respond and look forward to working with you in the future.

Sincerely,
Bradley J Johnson 

