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Rolling Provincial Review Implementation:
2001-2004 Report

What is the Rolling Provincial Review Implementation Report?
Why was this report developed?

Why did the CBFWA take the lead in developing the report?
How was the information collected?

What information is included in the report?

What Is next?
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What is the Rolling Provincial Review Implementation Report?

Compilation of:

1. Project reviews, recommendations and actual spending
- CBFWA, ISRP, USFWS, and NOAA reviews
- NPCC recommendations
- BPA spending

2. Project results
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Why was this report developed?

- Funding histories and project implementation
results not available for all projects

 Inquiries from regional groups

» EXisting project reports not “reader friendly”
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Why did the CBFWA take the lead in developing the report?

Regional Roles of the CBFWA include:
- budget tracking
- analyze Fish and Wildlife Program activities

- region-wide information exchange



Rolling Provincial Review Implementation:
2001-2004 Report

How Information was collected:

Sources:

CBFWA RPR Reviews

2000 FCRPS BiOp Comments by USFWS and NOAA
ISRP Reviews

NPCC RPR and FY SOY Recommendations
 BPA spending reports

(All of the Data is Provided in a Master Data Table with the Report)

Method:
 Annual data combined for FY 2001-2004

* Expense, Capital, High Priority and Action Plan
combined
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How information Is presented:

1) NPCC Recommendations and BPA Funding

e Columbia River Basin

* Province-Scale

e Subbasin-Scale

« 2000 FCRPS BiOp and non-BiOp
* Project Category

* Project Type

2) Program Accomplishments at Project Scale



BPA Spending in the Columbia River Basin

n Columbia Basin
Fish and Wildlife Authority

(Columbia River Basin-wide |
Spending by Project Type

Columbia River Basin

BPA Spending, FY 2001-2004

FYy 2001 $124,786,872
FY 2002 $155,935,296
FY 2003 $152,928,370
FY 2004 $146,434,129

Total Spending $580,084,668

Legend

Biological Opinion Funding, FY 2001-2004
NMFS & USFWS Designated Projects

™

BPA Spending

Includes expense, capital, and power
business line (action plan and high
priority) funding sources

Pie-charts

Represent percent funding levels
of each project type

Biological Opinion Funding

2000 FCRPS Biological Opinions
(Endangered Species Act Reasonable
and Prudent Alternatives for salmonids
bull trout, and white sturgeon) funding
In the Columbia River Basin. BiOp-
responsive status designated by the
responsible Federal agency.



CBFWA, ISRP, and NPCC Recommendations and
BPA Spending by Project Category

Blue Mountain
Columbia Cascade
Columbia Estuary
Columbia Gorge
Columbia Plateau
Intermountain

Lower Columbia
Middle Snake
Mountain Columbia
Mountain Snake
Upper Snake
Mainstem/Systemwide
LSRCP

FY 2001 Ongoing &

FY 2001 Action Plan
FY 2001 High Priority
FY 2001 Innovative

FY 2002 Innovative : 0 CBFWA Recommended
FY 2000

FY 1999 0 ISRP Recommended
FY 1998
FY 1997
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NPCC Recommendations and BPA
Spending by Project Category

Coardnation ; E

Data Managenent

Habitat

Harvest

Mainstem Survival

Monitoring

Roduction

(number of projects)
Fogram Support

O NPOC Reconrrended

Research & Bvaluation

1 m BPA Spent
BPA Overhead

$200,000,000 $300,000,000 $400,000,000




NPCC Recommendations and BPA
Spending by Project Type

Anadronmous

(number of projects)

B NFOC Reconmrrended
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BPA Spending by Province

BRI Fioth and Witdiife Authority Blue Mountain Province
BPA Spending, FY 2001-2004

FY 2001 $7.413,511

FY2002  $8,083,993

FY 2003 $10,813,378
FY 2004 $6,895,057

Total Spending $33,205,939

Legend

- Anadromous
S Resident (
[ ] wildiife (8

= e funding levels in each
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Biological Opinion Funding, FY 2001-2004
NMFS & USFWS Designated Projects

BiCp MNon BiCp
Asotin $1,520,565 50
Grande Ronde $3,233,954
Imnaha 7
Snake Hells Canyon




Locations of Funded and Unfunded Projects

Ml Columbia Basin
Fish and Wildlife Authority
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FY 2001-2003 NPCC Recommended and/or
BPA Funded Fish & Wildlife Projects

Blue Mountain Province

Grande Ronde Subbasin
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LEGEND
Project Category  Location
Funded

Non Biological Opinion

Land Use/Ownership

Federal Tribal State Local Private Urban

Subbasin Map Explanation

Project Symbols
« Darker colored symbols represent
more accurate spatial location

» Green to blue shades represent funded
projects

* Yellow to red shades represent projects
recommended that remain unfunded

Project Number Labels

* Blue labels represent efforts designated
as Biological Opinion projects by the
responsible Federal agency



Funding Recommendations and
Amount Spent by BPA

Project ID Project Title Review Cycle BiOp?

199401805 | Continued Coordination and Implementation Blue Mountain yes
of Asotin Creek Watershed Projects

NPPC $235,000 $271,000 $280,214 $280,214
Rec

BPA $187,796 $253,566 $261,260 $176,874
Spent

200205000 | Asotin County Riparian Buffer and Couse Blue Mountain
and Tenmile Creeks Protection and
Implementation Project

y

NPPC $ 0 $241,000 $241,000 $253,000 Anadromou _
S A Habitat stream

BPA Spent $0 $0 $194,268 $62,299

Anadromous Habitat  stream
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How project accomplishment information was collected:

Sources:
« CBFWA Interim Project Reviews
e Project sponsors provided slide presentations

Method:
Project information assembled in 1-4 page summaries
Including ODbjectives and Accomplishments
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Project 199401805 — Contirmed Coordination and Implementation of Asotin Creek Watershed Pro- Project 199901000 — Mitigate Effecis of Runoff and Erosion on Salmonid Habitat in Pine Hollow
Jects end Project 200205000 — Asolin County Riparian Buffer and Couse and Tenmile Creeks Pro- and Jackknife Watersheds
tection and Implementation Project

2002-2003 Project Objectives

o Implement CRF/CREF riparian buffer system agreecments
o Implement measures to protect and enhance high quality riparian areas contiguous with CRP/CREF pro-

grams
* 3] water and sediment 1l
control basins created to
reduce the sediment
2001 2002 2003 Total load reaching tributaries
Feet of fencing 1,808 48233 91882 141923 «  2BABS fect of fence
Trees planied 46,000 45730 94570 186,300 installed
Acres of direct seed 2784 4077 6,184 13045
= 305 acres of range

Acres of pasture/hayland planting 105 694 197 996 cleared of brugh are
Sediment basins constructad 22 6 2 30 resceded with grasses
Feet of terrace completed 19354 12331 300 31985 s Owater developments g
HEE lmpruvzm!nll 2 o . o :TTn_mtldud L) lJTI 0}10‘:'; To reduce sediment (left) from enfering fribufaries in the Pine Hollow wat
Water developments 0 17 14 31 cattle menl control baging fright) have been created in the uplands, (Photograph
Sediment basins repaired/cleaned 0 7 0 7 of the Sherman County Soul and Water Conservation District)
Ponds constructed 0 2 6 g
Windbreaks completed 0 0 1 1
CREP-— Contracts signed 10 8 9 27
CREP—Miles of stream fenced 22 1633 2182 6015
CREP-—Acres protected 4285 332 3919 11524

New CREP lence
65' from the creek

2 b . A 3 St o A
In an attempt to create an environment switable for native grasses in e Fine Hollow w. d, jwmiper and
= brush fupper left) were removed fiom 305 acres and the vange was seeded with native grasses (lower [efl),
Fences are used hrcughout the watershed o promote improved range manggement and protection,
(Photegraphs: Courtesy of the Sherman County Soil and Water Conservation District)

Exaniples af nparar habital improvenients i the Asotin C Bubbasinn resulling from the implementation of “Best Man
agement Fractices” and | particiy i CREE. (Fhetographs: Caurtesy of the Asctin County Conservation
District )

Blue Mountain Columbia Platean




Columbia Basm Fish & Wildhfe Authonity

Project 199401806 — Implement Tucannon River Model Watershed Plan (o Restore Salmonid Habi-
tal

2002-2003 Project Objectives

= Improve pool and spawning habitat and quality and quantity to improve adult prespawning and juvenile
survival

»  Enhance flows

Preliminary Results

34 Conirol sites

[m1999 =2000 m2001 @2002 |

51 Treatment sites

Demsity [Fish" 100 m3)

conirol Site LoD J-Hook

Mean densities of Age 0 chinook salmon in three habitat
structure types and index sites in the Tucannon River

Columbia Platean

Rolling Provincial Review: Implementation 2004-2004

Project 200206400 — Holistic Restoration of Critical Habilal on Non-federal Lands in the Lemhi
Watershed, Idaho

2002-2003 Project Objectives

& Minimize logses and migratory delays or bloch of salmonids that are ted with irrigation diver-
sion structures and water withdrawals
Improve critical habitats and survival rates for salmonids by improving riparian eonditions and reducing
streambed sedimentation and water temp eratures

2002 Chinook Redds
A Townsites
—— Highway 28
- Major Streams
I Riparian Fencing

Mountain Sy




iew: Implemeniation 2001-2004

Project 199703800 — Preserve Salmonid Gametes and Establisk a Regional Salmonid Germplasm
Repository

2002-2003 Project Objectives

s Establish a regional germplasm repository

Gamete Collections—Preliminary Results

Chinook Salmon Gamete Collections, 1992 - 2004

2000 19901008 [1007[1006 10051904 [1005(1002| Totwk

Lostine River E 3 |18 | 2 z |s|a]a
Upper Crande [

Chinook Salmon e . : ! 1

s Since 1992, sperm 1 Ri I
samples from 2,240 fish South Fork Sahmon
representing 13 Lake Creek
populations have been ;‘""::‘:“’k
cryogenically preserved C’_imm =

Marsh Creek
Pahsimeroi River

Anmnual collections from
2001-2003 were 398, 286, Unper Sobmn River
and 266, respectively = =

Totals

Steelhead
e Since 1992, sperm
samples from 1,336 fish
representing 12
populations have been
preserved
Steelhead Gamete Collections, 1993 - 2004
Anmual collections from
2001-2003 were 283, 90, | 2004 | 2003 | 2002 2000 | 1999 | 1998 1994 | 1993 |Totals
and 128, respectively s Fork Cloarmwates | 64 8 | e2
Selway River |
Fertility experiments to Fish Creek
evaluate the fertility of the Grande Rande River
preserved sperm South Fork Salmon
demonstrated that —
development to “eye-up” = R;\i‘m
averagsd 40% Little Sheep Creek

Johnson Creek

Cow Creek

Lightning Creek
Snake River
Totals

Mount
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Now that the report is finished, what is next?

Volume I:
Resident fish and wildlife (All provinces)
Anadromous fish (Columbia Gorge and Columbia
Cascade provinces)

Volume II:
Anadromous fish (Columbia Plateau, Lower
Columbia/Estuary, Blue Mountain, and Mountain Snake
provinces)

Volume Il1I:
Mainstem/Systemwide and remaining resident fish,
anadromous fish, and wildlife projects
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