Response to Comments on Proposal ID 200205400, Protect & Restore the Asotin Creek Watershed
The Nez Perce Tribe Department of Fisheries Resource Management Watershed Division would like to  thank the ISRP for providing comments on our proposal to continue and enhance ongoing work in the Protection and Restoration of the Asotin Creek Watershed and one other in S.E. Washington (Lower Snake). Unfortunately, it seems that the ISRP inadvertentently attached comments to our proposal that directly relate to a different proposal also submitted for the Asotin Subbasin (200205000 – Continued Riparian Buffer Projects on Couse/Tenmile and other Salmonid Bearing Streams in Asotin County). The two projects are completely different with our project working in Asotin Creek addressing sediment issues through road decommissioning along with a fish barrier assessment to address fish passage obstructions. The Riparian Buffer Project works in the Couse/Tenmile area regarding BMP’s on private stream and agricultural land. Therefore, I am unable to respond to the comments as such but, comments were provided on our proposal for the Lower Snake (200712600) concerning fish passage and some would seem to be relevant to our Asotin proposal. Please refer to our responses to the Lower Snake regarding proposal questions as they would apply to the Asotin Subbasin as such also. 
Our proposal consists of two components; A continuation of the road decommissioning element that the Tribe has been working on in conjunction with the Umatilla National Forest over the last four years (now with the addition of the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife as a partner), and the addition of a fish passage assessment with remediation that the Tribe would like to complete during the next budget cycle.

One of the goals of this project is to decommission roads that contribute sediment to the streams and encroach on stream channels, flood plains, and riparian areas. Road decommissioning, along with native vegetation reseeding, restores the landscape and natural hydrology. Reduction of sediment influx and restoration of the natural hydrology of the land are two key factors in increasing the survivability of salmonids that rely on the Asotin watershed for spawning and rearing. Sediment is a limiting factor that increases embeddedness and results in impairments to salmonid spawning habitat needs. Sediment also fills in pools causing a shallowing and widening of the stream channel resulting in increased water temperatures as more surface area is exposed to solar radiation. Temperature is also a limiting factor in much of the Asotin subbasin and the reduction of sediment may help in the reduction of stream temperatures. Also, by restoring the landscapes natural hydrology subsoil water infiltration is slower and better retained, resulting in less flashiness, for percolation back into the stream later in the summer when it is critical to salmonid rearing needs. 
Upland BMP’s for sediment reduction (CRP, etc.) have been going on for several years now on private as well as some state lands. Road decommissioning is an integral part in the sediment reduction process, yet the Umatilla National Forest does not have available funds to perform the process on their lands and lost its Roads Manager over a year ago with no budget to rehire one. They have relied on the Tribe to help fill in the needs and continue this process of sedimentation reduction and land restoration. The same is true on state lands that adjoin the Forest in the middle and upper sections of the watershed. They are fund-limited and with the help of the Tribe they would like to expedite the removal of nonessential sediment-producing roads and restore the landscape to its natural character and hydrology. 
Road decommissioning is a dynamic process that relies on available research and past experience. The Tribe has over nine years experience in this endeavor throughout multiple National Forests and is using this knowledge to adapt methodologies that work best. We can bring this knowledge and experience to the public agencies as well as to the private landowners in the future. This cooperation and coordination between the agencies that manage public lands and the Tribe is critical towards the goal of restoring habitat and is aimed at improving stream conditions favorable to salmonid needs. This will work towards  expediting the goal of meeting TRT Steelhead delisting numbers for this subbasin.
There is great restoration being done in the Asotin Creek Watershed and the Tribe, WDFW, U.S. Forest Service and Conservation Districts want to know if we are making the progress we intend towards achieving healthy, accessible habitat. There are several forums currently in progress developing these strategies and protocols to include the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan, BPA/NWPPC plan, PNAP, and CESMEP. The State of Washington has also developed a monitoring plan as well. It is through these forums that a comprehensive M&E plan will be developed for the region and subbasin. In addition, the NWPPC set a 5% budget cap on M&E activities for habitat restoration projects. It is to include only compliance and implementation monitoring. This cap does not allow for the type of M&E the ISRP is looking for.  It is a goal of this project to track the forums above and be highly involved in the implementation when it gets to that point. Please refer to attached NPT M&E Umbrella Comments for further information. 
The second component of our proposal deals with the alleviation of fish passage problems that occur within the Asotin Watershed. Barriers can seriously hamper fish movement both upstream and downstream. WDFW has performed some habitat and fish distribution surveys within the Asotin Subbasin on state and private lands noting the presence of several potential barriers that can affect fish passage. They photographed and noted the presence of potential barriers during surveying and passed on the information to local biologists and land managers for possible habitat restoration efforts. The same is true on Forest Service land. Prior passage assessments are generalized, piecemeal and many are dated or based on adult passage only. We are now just beginning to understand how critical passage is to juveniles who can become consolidated down into lower sections of the Subbasin when they swim downstream over barriers, areas that show progressively higher amounts of habitat degradation and temperature increase.  In addition, the Tribe has found six potential barriers to juvenile fish passage in a two mile section of Charley Creek, a major juvenile rearing tributary to the main Asotin Creek, which were not known until we found them while decommissioning that section of the Charley Creek road. This brings to concern just how many other barriers are out there that we do not know of at this time. Unfortunately we have no stand-alone document that analyzes these barriers for effect on fish passage nor do we know what priorities for remediation are on a watershed level scale.  Our proposal incorporates the experience of a Tribal fish biologist and will work hand in hand with state and federal agency fish biologists to come up with recommendations based on the best available science and information. 

We have listings of some barriers in the Subbasin Plan, yet we do not know if this is all of them; if there are some lower in the watershed than those listed or if they are barriers to adults, juveniles or both. We believe that is why the Subbasin plan promotes an in-depth stand-alone document to address this imminent threat problem. 
This assessment will gather information that is available from each of the public agencies and Conservation Districts. We will work with the agencies to see where data is lacking or needs updating. Assessments on public lands will be straight forward, but, there will need to be an in-depth education program for landowners on passage concerns and effect on fish. They will need to know how these projects may affect them and their property rights. We will need time to meet face to face and gather trust for private land access. This hopefully will lead to access entailing the walking of many miles of stream channel both on public and private lands. Then there will be the scientific assessment of each potential barrier. Then the process goes to prioritization based upon the “biggest bang for the buck” principle, again, collaboration between the public agencies and Conservation Districts will be critical here. We must assess the potential amount of habitat that can be made available to the fish. Then we must go through environmental compliance as well as “sell” the landowners on implementation. Implementing a fish barrier remediation will be the easy part.
When all is said and done we believe the holistic basin-wide approach to sediment reduction in the uplands, in the mid-basin, in the riparian areas extending all the way through the lower sections to the mouth of the Asotin will be focal example of what public agencies, the Tribe and Conservation Districts can accomplish when they pool information and resources to address this major limiting factor and its multiple effects on water quality and fishery habitat. This and insuring that we have alleviated all appropriate barriers and made the maximum amount of habitat available for salmonid use will move us further down the line towards BPA meeting their mitigation responsibilities and TRT recovery numbers for Steelhead in the watershed, our ultimate goal. 
�I would be careful here.  This is true but I do not want them to think that they are paying for things that other agencies should be paying for.  Also there is the 30% match from the FS that is required and we want to make sure that is recognized because cost-share is such a big deal to them.





