SPOKANE TRIBE OF INDIANS

WILDLIFE MITIGATION PROJECT (Land Acquisition)
Project # 1991-062-00

ISRP COMMENTS:

This proposal fails to present evidence of the effectiveness of past purchases and similarly fails to adequately describe how purchases will be prioritized. The priorities appear to be simply repeated from the subbasin plan, with little description of the process that was used to prioritize purchases. The ISRP requests a response describing the prioritization process and to justifying the land purchases. Additionally, the ISRP requests a description of the success of past purchases (i.e., an evaluation of project success), a reasonable expectation for a program with a long history of funding.
SPOKANE TRIBE RANKING CRITERIA:

As part of the Spokane Tribes’ effort to select land parcels for inclusion into the Northwest Power Planning Councils’ wildlife mitigation program, an unbiased, biologically driven system was needed.  The following characteristics and scores are used as the framework for filtering lands within the process. A parcel of land is measured against the chosen characteristics and given a score.  Parcels must score at least a 17 out of a possible 26 points to be considered for purchase.  This will help maximize both Tribal and BPA investments. 

CRITERIA








       SCORE
A.  Big Game Winter Range

  1.  Within the three identified winter range zones




5

  2.  Not in identified zones, but <2500’MSL, w/southern aspect



2

and with preferred shrub species (redstem ceanothus, bitterbrush, 


chokecherry, serviceberry) as major component

  3. No winter range characters







0

B.  Habitat and Species Diversity
  1.  Three of more (3+) cover types present of high wildlife species diversity

3

  2.  Two (2) cover types of moderate diversity





2

  3.  One (1) cover type of low diversity






1

C.  Successional Status

  1.  Late









3

  2.  Mid









2

  3.  Early









1

D.  Habitat Quality

1.  Mostly undisturbed








4
                        2.  Moderately disturbed







2

  3.  Degraded









0

E.  Parcel Size

  1. Large:  >120 acres or <120 acres but in close proximity to other Wildlife lands
3

  2.  Medium:  40-120 acres







2

  3.  Small:  <40 acres








0

F. Riparian/Wetland

  1. Significant percent with fish present






3

  2.  Significant percent but w/o fish






2

  3.  Live water in summer







1

  4.  No significant riparian/wetland






0

G.  Special Use

  1.  More than one known:  winter range/migratory corridor/significant breeding

3


  2. Only one of above








2

  3.  None known








0

H.  Management Costs

  1.  Relatively High (great inputs needed to push towards late stable state)

0

  2.  Medium









1

  3.  Low









2

This is the criteria that the Spokane Tribe of Indians use to identify lands that are to be acquire as part of the Wildlife Mitigation Program.  The lands that were identified in the proposal all met the minimum ranking to be purchased for wildlife mitigation. 
SUCCESS OF THE PROJECT:

The Spokane Tribe of Indians considers this project to be successful if land is being acquired for the protection, enhancement, and restoration of wildlife habitat for the benefit of all wildlife species as partial mitigation for construction and inundation (C&I) losses of Grand Coulee Dam.  The land acquisitions are used to credit BPA for the Habitat Units (HU’s) that were lost as identified in the Wildlife Protection, Mitigation and Enhancement Planning for Grand Coulee Dam (Creveling & Renfrow, 1986).  Since 1991 with the first land acquisition to current, the BPA has acquired 4250.64 acres of wildlife habitat on and adjacent to the SIR as partial mitigation.  The Tribes losses totaled 6,660 habitat units and as of July 11, 2006, BPA has or will receive a minimum of 3720 HU’s as protection credit for the acquisition of the lands on the SIR.  Refer to Table 1 for complete list of properties and HU crediting.  These acquisitions have resulted in the Spokane Tribe being 56% mitigated for C&I losses at Grand Coulee over the last 15 years.

True success of this project would be for BPA and the Spokane Tribe to complete mitigation for C&I losses on the SIR.  The project proposal identifies 3965 acres to be acquired in FY07-09, which could potential complete the land acquisition for the Tribes C&I losses at Grand Coulee Dam.  It is estimated that with the acquisition of the FCP lands that the Tribe will have acquired between 5900 and 6000 HU’s for protection credit to BPA.  The remaining 660-760 HU’s will cover BPA funded O&M, small scale enhancement, and maintenance of large enhancements (not funded by BPA) on Wildlife lands.

Another success of the project has been the joint effort that has resulted from acquisition of lands within the McCoy Lake Watershed (MLW).  The MLW became a focus of the Tribe in the mid to late 1990’s because of lowering lake levels and degraded riparian habitat from years of agricultural activities.  McCoy Lake which is approximately a 40-acre lake at full pool had been having record low water levels of up to 13 feet below full pool.  In 1999, the MLW was designated as a Geographic Priority Area by the Washington State Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS).  This has resulted in the Wildlife Program receiving contracts for approximately $179,000 from the Environmental Quality Incentive Program for the enhancement of riparian and upland habitat on 6 tracts of land within the MLW.  In 2004, the Tribe acquired the 565.82-acre Sampson property that lies on the northwest corner of the watershed.  With the acquisition of this property the Tribe acquired the water rights to an irrigation pond that was constructed in the early 1900’s.  The pond was constructed by diverting McCoy Creek (which flowed to McCoy Lake) to the pond site that lies north of the watershed.  Over the years, a spring was also developed to provide additional water to the pond.  In 2004, the Tribe’s Water Quality Program funded a stream restoration project that reconnected McCoy Creek to the watershed and McCoy Lake.  The stream reconnect finally began contributing water flows to McCoy Lake in 2006.  From October 2005 to April 2006 the flows had increased the lake level by nearly 10 feet.  As of July 11, 2006, there is still surface flow to the lake which did not receive flow during the peak snowmelt periods of 2004 and 2005.  Without funding for the project by BPA, and the cooperation of the NRCS, STOI Water Quality, and NW Indian Fisheries Commission, restoration efforts within the MLW would not have occurred.
TABLE 1: Spokane Tribe Wildlife Lands and HU’s
	TRACT
	Acreage
	Date Acquired
	Cost             (including closing)
	HEP SPECIES
	TOTAL HU'S BY PROPERTY

	
	
	
	
	STG
	WT DEER
	MULE DEER
	RUFFED GROUSE
	MOURNING DOVE
	YELLOW WARBLER
	

	McCOY LAKE WATERSHED WMA

	Allotment 401-A
	35
	11/16/1995
	$19,500.00
	 
	35
	 
	8
	8
	6
	57

	Harris
	180
	9/24/1997
	$195,056.75
	 
	180
	31
	25
	54
	1
	291

	Kenworthy
	40
	10/3/1997
	$62,316.74
	 
	40
	 
	8
	28
	2
	78

	Etue
	74
	1/19/1999
	$135,124.00
	 
	74
	 
	40
	4
	5
	123

	People
	317
	3/4/1999
	$358,786.36
	 
	317
	 
	 
	31
	 
	348

	People *
	123
	3/4/1999
	$139,213.64
	 
	123
	 
	 
	 
	 
	123

	Parson East
	200.55
	2/27/2004
	$480,220.85
	 
	98
	 
	13
	32
	19
	162

	Parson West
	300.75
	2/27/2004
	$310,142.63
	 
	86
	 
	10
	10
	6
	112

	Sampson
	565.82
	3/26/2004
	$557,628.56
	 
	125
	 
	 
	112
	 
	237

	Lantzy East
	85
	3/26/2004
	$60,744.19
	 
	 
	20
	1
	64
	3
	88

	Lantzy West
	124.3
	9/29/2004
	$116,242.64
	 
	27
	 
	 
	11
	 
	38

	Gribner Swap
	80
	10/30/2005
	$56,648.91
	 
	17
	 
	2
	7
	2
	28

	Yepa
	35
	11/30/2005
	$46,080.94
	 
	6
	 
	1
	5
	1
	13

	Allotment 474
	95.85
	1/27/2006
	$101,387.72
	 
	17
	 
	1
	14
	1
	33

	TOTAL
	2256.27
	 
	$2,639,093.93
	0
	1145
	51
	109
	380
	46
	1731

	TRACT
	Acreage
	Date Acquired
	Cost             (including closing)
	HEP SPECIES
	TOTAL HU'S BY PROPERTY

	FOX CREEK WMA

	Kieffer
	40
	6/24/1997
	$64,212.95
	 
	27
	 
	8
	 
	3
	38

	Smith
	160
	7/29/1998
	$288,467.62
	 
	126
	 
	10
	 
	5
	141

	TOTAL
	200
	 
	$352,680.57
	0
	153
	 0
	18
	0
	8
	179

	BLUE CREEK WMA

	Allotment 322
	77.5
	1991
	$42,237.00
	45
	15
	19
	 
	61
	 
	140

	Blue Creek
	701
	1996-1997
	$661,473.79
	75
	673
	274
	16
	77
	6
	1121

	Blue Creek *
	35
	1999
	$0.00
	 
	35
	 
	 
	 
	 
	35

	TOTAL
	813.5
	3990
	$703,710.79
	120
	723
	293
	16
	138
	6
	1296

	WELLPINT MT/PEAKS WMA

	Allotment 67-B
	80
	3/14/1996
	$83,000.00
	 
	52
	14
	 
	23
	 
	89

	Allotment 65-C
	40
	4/3/2004
	$46,500.00
	1
	 
	11
	5
	5
	2
	24

	Allotment 154
	148.59
	2/10/2005
	$146,000.00
	1
	 
	12
	 
	60
	 
	73

	Allotment 1052
	79
	12/21/2005
	$56,000.00
	 14
	 
	14
	 
	20
	 
	48

	Allotment 86
	40
	12/21/2005
	$80,000.00
	 
	10
	 
	 
	2
	 
	12

	TOTAL
	387.59
	 
	$411,500.00
	16
	62
	51
	5
	110
	2
	246

	COTTONWOOD WMA

	Allotment 13-B
	60
	12/21/2005
	$109,000.00
	 
	15
	 
	3
	 
	3
	21

	Allotment 314
	80
	12/21/2005
	$138,000.00
	 
	20
	 
	8
	 
	8
	36

	Allotment 1073
	80
	1/5/2006
	$115,000.00
	 
	20
	 
	20
	 
	 
	40

	Allot. 1074 (Mercer)
	100
	3/9/2006
	$178,000.00
	 
	24
	 
	23
	3
	5
	55

	Allotment 599
	80
	3/3/2006
	$261,000.00
	 
	20
	 
	20
	 
	
	40

	Allot. 1074 (Hill)
	120
	3/30/2006
	$178,000.00
	 
	25
	 
	22
	8
	1
	56

	TOTAL
	520
	 
	$979,000.00
	0
	124
	0
	96
	11
	17
	248

	TSHIMIKAN CREEK WMA

	Allotment 283-B
	73.28
	3/28/2006
	$77,000.00
	 
	18
	 
	1
	 
	1
	20

	TOTAL
	73.28
	 
	$77,000.00
	0
	18
	0
	1
	0
	1
	20

	PROJECT TOTAL
	4250.64
	 
	$5,162,985.29
	136
	2225
	395
	245
	639
	80
	3720

	TOTAL HU LOSSES
	 
	 
	 
	2445
	1506
	1019
	913
	612
	165
	6660

	REMAINING HU's
	 
	 
	 
	2309
	-719
	624
	668
	-27
	85
	2940


Properties in blue are new in FY06 and indicate minimum HU’s for protection credit, HEP surveys have not been conducted to date.









