Sponsor (IDFG) response to ISRP comments regarding Project ID: 24006; Pend Oreille Erosion Abatement and Landform Restoration.

Date:
2/21/01

The project sponsor wishes to thank the ISRP for consideration of the proposed project for funding.  This response will address the following ISRP comments:

Item #

ISRP Comment

1.
The proposed project primarily deals with “after-the-fact fixes” rather than addressing the cause of the problem (i.e., management of lake levels due to hydropower operation).

2.
Project proposal methods used to accomplish the outlined tasks are largely lacking.

3. ISRP feels strongly that the contractor that successfully bids for the proposed project study should have a qualified biologist on staff.

Sponsor response for item 1.

The sponsor appreciates the desire of the ISRP to assess the root of erosion and loss of land area in the Pend Oreille system cause (i.e., lake level management).  Because there are multiple interests currently competing for determination of lake level management during various periods of the year, the sponsor did, as the panel correctly noted, treat the issue of lake level management as a constraint within the context of this proposal.

Public debate over winter lake level management has been intense, pitting local angler groups, the community of Sandpoint, and IDFG (see Project ID: 199404700), against downstream landowners, utilities, and others.  Summer lake levels are determined by recreation needs, including marina facilities and thousands of boat docks that require current summer lake elevations for access and use.  Uncertainty in lake level management is further complicated by the need for power generation, and potential need for water releases designed to aid salmon migration in the Columbia River.  Given these competing interests, potential for lake level management to reduce the rate of erosion, even on an experimental basis, seems remote.  The potential is further reduced given the probable limited erosion abatement benefits with any lake level management scenario outside of the natural hydrology.

The proposed project would assess means to protect and restore important shoreline and island landforms in the context of lake level management for recreation, power generation, fishery improvement, flood control, or other needs.  This was deemed the most prudent direction given marked future uncertainty.  However, the sponsor feels that study of erosion rates associated with alternative lake level management scenarios could be an appropriate topic for a complimentary research project rather than including it in this proposal.

Sponsor response for item 2.

Additional detail regarding the methods by which the proposed project would be implemented include the following:

1)
The IDFG would prepare a list of qualified bidders and develop a bid package including questions on how interested bidders are qualified to obtain the following information, and how the information would be obtained.

(
Complete a review of pertinent reports and acertain status of existing erosion control efforts in the Pend Oreille system.

(
Identify sites where ongoing erosion is significant, and estimate the rate of land loss.

(
Determine site specific causes for erosion.

(
Determine site specific methods to control erosion incorporating bio-engineering  techniques.

(
Estimate current bed-load and suspended sediment transport rates in the mouths of the Clark Fork River and Priest River.

(
Determine the feasibility of constructing structures designed to trap sediment and re-build landforms capable of supporting vegetation.

(
If determined feasible, develop site-specific designs for sediment trapping structures.

(
Identify the most biologically effective locations for landform re-construction.

(
Develop appropriate dimensions (e.g., size, profile, configuration, etc.), shoreline protection measures, and construction material so that proposed landforms will support native riparian and wetland vegetation. 

(
Determine methods for vegetation establishment.

(
Estimate site specific costs for all proposed erosion control and/or land restoration activities.

2) IDFG would review bidder responses to the items listed above, and would request reviews from other agencies including (at a minimum) NRCS, USGS, USACE, and USFWS.  A small portion of the funding provided for the proposed project could be available to obtain agency reviews if required.

3) IDFG would use internal and inter-agency reviews as a basis for selection of the successful bidder.

4) The successful bidder would prepare a draft study report to address the listed items (above) within approximately six months.

5) The draft study report would be distributed to the NRCS, USGS, USACE, and USFWS for review.   Personnel time required for agency review would be funded from the proposed project.

6) Critical reviews provided by the listed agencies would be forwarded to the successful bidder for incorporation into a final study report.

7) IDFG would distribute the final study report to BPA, USACE (Albeni Falls Project and Seattle District personnel), AVISTA Corporation, USFWS, NRCS, USGS, The Kalispel Tribe and other interested individuals, organizations, agencies, or tribes.

8) IDFG would then assess the need and feasibility for pursuit of partnership funding (including BPA) to implement measures identified in the final study report. 

Sponsor response for item 3.

The project sponsor (IDFG) would require as part of the bid specifications that the study contractor must have a qualified biologist on staff.

The proposed project addresses an important public resource need that has been largely overlooked to date.  The project sponsor remains willing to accept responsibility to coordinate and implement BPA funded assessment of remedial actions for past and ongoing land area loss directly attributable to operation of Albeni Falls Dam.

