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|.  Executive Summary

Thetribal, state and federal entities of the Columbia Basin Fish and Wildlife Authority
have responsibility under treaties and statutes for managing the fish and wildlife
resources of the Columbia Basin and have explicitly set the following goal for fish and
wildlife restoration.

A. Goal for Columbia Basin Fish and Wildlife Restoration

Restore sustainable, naturally producing fish and wildlife populations to support tribal
and non-tribal harvest and cultural and economic practices. This goa will be achieved by
restoring the biological integrity and the genetic diversity of the Columbia River
ecosystem and through other measures that are compatible with naturally producing fish
and wildlife populations. This goal isintended to fulfill the nation’s and the region’s
obligations under treaties and executive orders with Northwest Indian tribes, treaties with
Canada, and applicable resource protection, restoration and enhancement statutes and
regulations.

B.  Context for the FY 1999 Annual Implementation Work Plan

This FY 1999 Draft Annua Implementation Work Plan (DAIWP) details the actions
(projects) that the managers recommend take place during Fiscal Y ear 1999 to work
toward this goal.

The DAIWP is one element of an inter-related group of planning components as outlined
in Figure 1 (Section I1). The actions recommended for FY 1999 carry out strategies
developed for each subbasin (or subregion in some cases). The managers developed the
strategies to achieve specific objectives, guided by regional sub-goals and principles.
Section V summarizes these guiding sub-goals and principles and the subbasin objectives
and strategies based on the Draft Multi-Y ear Implementation Plan (6/4/97) and the Draft
Multi-Year Plan (2/7/98). Section V presents the subbasin strategies and the specific FY
1999 projects recommended complete them.

To estimate the funds needed for fish and wildlife during the next BPA rate period, the
managers developed a Ten-Y ear Fish and Wildlife Budget. This budget forecast is based
on the actions needed to carry out the strategies developed in the plans above. The
DAIWP is adetailed expression of the annual budget summarized in the Ten-Y ear
Budget.

The FY 1999 CBFWA DAIWP represents but a portion of the fish and wildlife managers
regionwide activities. This portion of the fish and wildlife managers activitiesis funded
by the Bonneville Power Administration (Bonneville) to mitigate the impacts of the
Federal Columbia River Power System under the Pacific Northwest Electric Power
Planning and Conservation Act of 1980 through the Bonneville direct Fish and Wildlife
Program budget. In many cases, the Bonneville funding leverages additiona funding
from other sources for fish and wildlife protection, restoration, and enhancement.



C.  Developing the Draft Annual |mplementation Work Plan

The managers developed FY 1999 DAIWP from severa sources. Section 11.C describes
the process of selecting the recommended FY 1999 projects.

First, BPA solicited proposals for FY 1999 activities from the managers and the public in
December 1997. BPA compiled the resulting 403 proposals in a common database in late
February 1998, providing access to CBFWA, ISRP, NPPC and the public.

The managers divided the proposals into watershed and non-watershed projects. The
managers established a Watershed Technical Work Group to evaluate the watershed
proposals relative to a set of criteriato determine technical feasibility (Volume I11).

The proposals were divided among the three caucuses for additional technical and
management review. The management criteria used are an expression of the goals,
principles, objectives and strategies summarized in Section IV. The Anadromous Fish
Managers sent the anadromous fish proposals to Sub-Regiona Teams for management
review. The managers then placed each proposal in one of three groups: Tier 1 —
recommended for funding in FY 1999; Tier 2 — recommended for funding, pending
sufficient additional funds; and Tier 3 — not recommended for funding in FY 1999.
Tables 3, 4 and 5 list the proposal recommendations.

Asafina step, since the needs exceed the available funding, the managers recommended
changes in the proposals to balance the budget. Section V describes these modifications
in the individual project summaries.

The managers are committed to multi-year budgeting for on-going projects. However,
additional work is needed on criteria for choosing appropriate projects and conditions that
would trigger their review. The managers will work with the NPPC, BPA, PPC, ISRP,
and others to develop suggestions for how multi-year budgeting might work most
effectively.

D. Fishand Wildlife Balanced Budget

Consistent with the regiona goals, objectives and strategies, the managers recommend a
budget totaling $132,139,423 for FY 1999 (see Table 1). The M.O.A. Direct BPA budget
amount of $127 million should be augmented with $1,600,000 from the
Contingency/Inflation Reserve, $2,139,423 in un-obligated FY 1998 project funds, and
$1,400,000 in estimated interest on FY 1998 funds.

The proposed budget allocates $91,975,000 to anadromous fish projects, $16,366,423 to
resident fish projects, $15,298,000 to wildlife projects and $8,500,000 to support BPA
and ISRP activities. Table 2 outlines the basis for these alocations.



E. Anadromous Fish Recommendations

For FY 1999 project funding recommendations, the Anadromous Fish Managers
continued the intentions they stated in the FY 1998 work plan. The conceptual
foundation, the sub-regiona and subbasin framework, and management objectives and
strategies continue to be refined in each subbasin in order to mitigate fish and wildlife
losses from the Federal Columbia River Power System.

The Anadromous Fish Managers have articulated their goals for the Columbia River
Basin and for individual subbasins within the region. These goals are set high, and will
take many years and funds to achieve. In each subbasin, target species are identified, and
the resource condition, problems and limiting factors are described.

The managers articul ate the objectives that are a measurable, outcome based expression
of the work that needs to be done in order to correct the identified problems. Based on
these measurabl e objectives, the co-managers have agreed to strategies that they believe
will achieve those objectives. These strategies or strategic approaches are also articulated
in the subbasin/sub-regional summaries.

In order to implement these strategies, the co-managers have defined, and are
recommending implementation of specific actions (projects).

The work plan is a multi-year plan, in that many of the recommended projects will
require more than one year of funding to implement the projects. The CBFWA
anticipates working with the NPPC, BPA, and the I SRP to define which projects and/or
portions of projects will be reviewed annually to develop each year’s funding
recommendations.

For FY 1999, anadromous fish project proposals were first evaluated with technical
criteria (see Volume I11,B). The technical review determined if the project proposal was
complete, and whether the project was technically feasible.

The next step included sub-regional teams of anadromous fish managers and locally-
involved entities and project sponsors which reviewed the proposals with management
criteriathat are aimed at determining if the project is critical, threshold, and most urgent
for achieving the management goals and objectives, consistent with agreed upon
management strategies.

Throughout these reviews, the AFM used the goals, objectives, strategies to define those
actions that are most critical for protection, enhancement, and recovery of the
anadromous fish resource in order to attempt to mitigate a small portion of the damage
caused by the FCRPS.

The final AFM budget recommendation is $91,942,116 of the $91,975,000.



F. Resident Fish Recommendations

The FY 1999 Resident Fish Draft Annual Implementation Work Plan (DAIWP) reflects
the Multi-Y ear Implementation Plan (CBFWA, June 4, 1997, pp. 118-254) which
addresses the resident fish losses caused by the construction and operation of the Federal
Columbia River Power System. This DAIWP isthe result of a multi-step process that
merged the goals, objectives, strategies, and performance standards outlined in the MY IP
with the caucus-level technical, management and fiscal reviews. The resident fish goals,
objectives, and strategies are summarized in Sections IV and V of Volumel. Volume
I11,C Appendices provide a detailed account of the project evaluation process. Tables 3-5
summarize the RFM recommendations.

For FY 1999, the Resident Fish Managers (RFM) recommend funding 50 high priority
projects totaling $16.3 million. The 45 ongoing projects continue work to address native
and non-native species in native and non-native habitats throughout the basin. Two of the
five new projects mitigate for excessive drawdown at Libby and Hungry Horse dams.
BPA funded these projects from the Power Supply budget in previous years but shifted
them to the Direct Fish and Wildlife Program in 1999. Two other new projects study bull
trout in the North Fork of the Maheur River and on the Washington side of the Columbia
Gorge. Thefifth new project assesses sturgeon genetics in the Columbia Basin.

G. Wildlife Recommendations

The goal of the CBFWA Wildlife Caucusisto achieve and sustain levels of habitat and
species productivity in order to mitigate fully for the wildlife losses that have resulted
from the construction and operation of the federal and nonfedera hydroelectric systemin
the Columbia River Basin. The hydropower-induced wildlife losses due to inundation
have been quantified and are included in the NPPC Fish and Wildlife Program. Specific
objectives and strategies of the Wildlife Caucus include protecting and enhancing the
habitat types indicated in the NPPC Fish and Wildlife Program. Additional details arein
Section IV of thiswork plan.

The Wildlife Caucus implements these goals by prioritizing and recommending for
funding various wildlife mitigation projects each fiscal year, using Wildlife Mitigation
Criteria called for, and approved by, in the NPPC. The criteria include technical and
management considerations and can be found in Volume I11,D. The caucus also
reviewed and adjusted project budgets to allow the entire suite of qualified wildlife
projects to move forward in FY 1999 at some level. The FY 1999 Wildlife Review
Processis outlined in Section 11.D.4 of thiswork plan.

Overdl, the Wildlife Caucus evaluated 42 wildlife project proposals. The $15 million
FY 1999 Wildlife work plan comprises 21 projects that acquire, maintain, or coordinate
the acquisition and maintenance of wildlife habitat units, as outlined in the goals and
objectives of the Wildlife Plan. Operation and maintenance efforts continue where
acquisitions or easements have been completed. Ongoing efforts directed at securing



new easements and acquisitions, (for example, in Southern Idaho, the Y akima basin, and
the Albeni Falls area) continue to be funded on ayear to year basis. FY 1999 marks the
first year of implementation of the suite of new projects developed and prioritized by the
Oregon Wildlife Coalition, including acquisitions along Pine Creek and the Malheur
River. In addition to the Oregon Coalition projects, new projects are proposed on Crab
Creek in Washington and the Sandy River Deltain Oregon. Beginning in FY 1998, and
continuing in FY 1999, the caucus will develop a monitoring and evaluation (M&E) plan.
The M&E plan will incorporate community-based, species richness and diversity models
and direct population monitoring into the program. The caucus aso will begin efforts at
identifying, quantifying, and addressing operational and secondary hydropower impacts
to wildlifein FY 1999. A full accounting of the FY 1999 Wildlife Caucus
recommendations can be found in Tables 3, 4, and 5; and detailed justificationsin
Volumelll,D.



[I. Introduction

A. Overview

This FY 1999 Draft Annual Implementation Workplan is composed of three volumes.
Volume | provides the project recommendations, regional recommendations, and
subregional summaries, as outlined below. Volume 1 lists one-page descriptions for
recommended projects, sorted in the same order as Volume |, Section V. Volumelll isa
set of appendices which provide detail on the project selection process. This process
incorporates technical management and fiscal criteria.

1) Section I1.B outlines the management framework and context behind the FY 1999
review process, citing specific planning documents and highlighting some of the
organizational connections and processes between management entities. Figure 1
presents these processes in graphic format.

2) Section I1.C proposes the need for multi-year funding of projects which meet
agreed upon selection criteria.

3) Section 11.D describes the FY 1999 project evaluation process in greater detail,
including information specific to each caucus.

4) Section |11 contains the project recommendations. Section [11.A, Tables 1 and 2
provide the broad budget overview, show funding sources and the balanced
budget allocation. Section I11.B consists of graphs and tables describing the
CBFWA project recommendations. Figure 2 shows the relative magnitude of
projects proposed for funding versus projects CBFWA has recommended for
funding. Figures 3 and 4 provide the same information sorted by subregion.
Tables 3-5 in Section 0 provide the CBFWA project recommendations sorted by
Tier, Caucus, and Subregion. Table 6 lists projects and subregions sorted by BPA
project number to serve as a cross-reference. Section I11.C isagraphical and
narrative analysis of BPA requested and CBFWA recommended projects sorted
by program area and by program emphasis.

5) Sections 1V and V contain region, subregion and subbasin management
summaries. Section IV also describes the Columbia Basin fish and wildlife
restoration goal, with regional principles for anadromous, resident fish and
wildlife objectives.

6) Section VI explains a new approach to funding regional coordination.

7) Volume Il contains one-page project descriptions, sorted by subregion, subbasin,
focus and project ID (following the same order as Section V).



1)

Management Framework and Context

The CBFWA Draft Annual Implementation Work Plan for FY 1999 (DAIWP) is
one element of an interrelated group of fish and wildlife planning components
(Figure 1) including:

$ Multi-Year Implementation Plan (MY IP)



Figure 1. Planning components that provide the context for the FY 1999 DAIWP
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2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

$ Draft Ten Year Budget
$ Project Evaluation Criteria
$ Common Project Data Base

$ Public process to evaluate proposals

The FY 1999 DAIWP describes the process used by the fish and wildlife
managers to develop their project recommendations.

The FY 1999 DAIWP outlines the recommendations of the CBFWA Members
(responsible for managing fish and wildlife resources in the Columbia River
Basin) on projects BPA should implement with the Direct Fish and Wildlife
Budget each year.

The managers use a set of technical and management criteria to evauate the FY
1999 proposals. These project evaluation criteria are an expression of the goals,
objectives, and strategies outlined in the Multi Y ear Plan. BPA incorporated the
Independent Scientific Review Panel (I1SRP) and the Watershed criteriain the
solicitation for FY 1999 proposals so that respondents would understand how the
proposals would be evaluated.

The FY 1999 proposals are compiled in a common project database used by
CBFWA, NPPC, and BPA. Staff from the three agencies work collaboratively to
maintain the database and draw data from it for each agency’ s separate analyses.

In the public process to evaluate proposals, BPA solicited FY 1999 proposals,
staff compiled these into a common database, and managers evaluated proposals
relative to the criteria and compiled the FY 1999 DAIWP. The development of
the FY 1999 DAIWP was consistent with the Ten Y ear Budget. The FY 1998
DAIWP (June 4, 1997) outlines the general process.

The DAIWP isreviewed each year by the ISRP and the public. Based on the
reviews, the NPPC provides its recommendation to BPA for funding.

The Draft Multi-Year Plan (MY P) describes the fish and wildlife managers
management goals; subbasin (or subregional) objectives to work toward the goals;
and strategies to meet the objectives. The FY 1998 DAIWP (June 4, 1997)
provides a good outline of the MY P framework and details the anadromous fish,
resident fish and wildlife draft goals, objectives and strategies. The draft subbasin
objectives and strategies for anadromous fish are outlined in the “ Draft Multi-

Y ear Anadromous Fish Plan” (February 7, 1998). The FY 1999 DAIWP, to be
presented on May 13, 1998, identifies the actions proposed to carry out the
subbasin strategies.



9)

10)

11)

C.

The Draft Ten-Y ear Budget (April 20, 1998) provides the managers= forecast of
budgets needed to carry out the MYP. The FY 1999 DAIWP provides a detailed
break down of one year out of the Ten-Y ear Budget. The budget forecast is based
on several mgor policy assumptions that are also identified in the MY P and will
be presented on May 13, 1998.

These elements of the fish and wildlife managers= planning components are
available in draft (see References below) and will be revised: 1) as policy
decisions are made; 2) to address technical concerns; and 3) to improve their
consistency and clarity.

Reference material which provides necessary background for the FY 99
recommendations are as follows:

CBFWA, April 1998. FY 1999 Resident Fish Project Evaluation.

CBFWA, March 1998. FY 1999 Watershed Project Technical Evaluation. 38p.
CBFWA, March 1998. Non-Watershed Technical Work Group Report.
CBFWA, March 1998. Resident Fish Project Evaluation Criteria. 4p.

CBFWA, June 1997. Draft Multi-Y ear Implementation Plan: For the Protection,
Restoration, and Enhancement of the Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Resources. 574p.

CBFWA, June 4, 1997. Draft FY 1998 Annual Implementation Work Plan. 289p.

DRAFT, February 7, 1998. AMulti-Y ear Anadromous Fish Plan.@Presented to
the CBFWA Members Meeting. 115p.

DRAFT, April 20, 1998. ADraft Ten Year Fish and Wildlife Budget.@ Presented
to the CBFWA Members. 8p.

NPPC, February 11, 1997. Wildlife Mitigation Criteria.

Multi Year Funding

The members of CBFWA support the concept of multi-year budgeting. Thisideais
based on the premise that some kinds of program implementation efforts will take more
than one year to accomplish and their fiscal needs should be planned for over the life of
the project. Types of projects that might lend themselves to this approach include the
construction of major facilities and budgeting for long-term operations and maintenance
costs, and certain multi-year research projects.
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The fish and wildlife managers have started discussing the multi-year budgeting concept
and how it might work from their point of view. They will bring some ideas forward this
spring to start the development of this approach for the FY 2000 process. The mangers
want to develop and implement multi-year budgeting in a collaborative fashion with the
NPPC, BPA, ISRP, and other interested parties.

With appropriate accountability for spending and results, multi-year budgeting could
provide greater fiscal certainty and stability for projects, better long-term budgeting, and
less extensive annual reviews.

D.  FY 1999 Project Evaluation Process

Between mid February and mid April 1998, the Columbia Basin Fish and Wildlife
Authority (CBFWA) evaluated each proposed FY 1999 project. The projects were
directed to one or more of the evaluation teams according to the sponsor’ s designation of
programmatic category and project type (anadromous fish, resident fish, wildlife,
watershed, etc). The Watershed Technical Work Group (WTWG) evauated the technical
merits of “watershed projects’ while the CBFWA caucuses evaluated the technical,
management, and fiscal aspects of all of the proposed projects. A brief summary of the
evaluation process follows.

1. Watershed Technical Workgroup

Watershed projects were reviewed by the WTWG in mid February and their report (in
Volume 1) describes the review process and resultsin detail. To summarize, the
WTWG concluded 34 proposals were technically sound as submitted. They also
recommended that another 104 proposals needed additional information and 74 of those
sponsors took advantage of the opportunity to provide revised proposals. The high
number of proposals needed to provide additional information is primarily a product of
the elevated scrutiny placed on these proposals due to the new watershed project
selection process and criteria; and, the fact that the proposal solicitation did not allow
time for improvements that resulted from the first year of the new process (FY 1998) to
be implemented into the original FY 1999 proposals. The revisions were distributed to
the NPPC, ISRP, the Anadromous Fish Managers and Subregional teams, the Resident
Fish Managers, and the Wildlife Managers for further review.

2. Anadromous Fish Managers Review

The Anadromous Fish Managers (AFM) used a multiple step process to evaluate
anadromous fish proposals. As mentioned above, the technical merits of the watershed
projects were evaluated by the WTWG. To assess the technical merits of the 170 non-
watershed projects, the AFM created a Non-Watershed Technical Work Group (NTWG).
The NTWG report (in Volume 111) identified 107 technically sound proposals and
suggested that another 63 had technical deficiencies or needed additional information.
Sponsors had the opportunity to provide additiona information through an AFM
subregiona team management review process. To facilitate the management-level
review and to build on the WTWG and NTWG evaluations, the AFM established 7
Subregiona Teams (SRTs). The SRTs applied the Integrated Watershed CBFWA
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Caucus Criteria to watershed projects and the Non-watershed Management Criteria to the
non-watershed projects and presented a three-tiered recommendation to the AFM
(Volume I11).

Next, the AFM scrutinized the project proposals to determine if priority life stages and/or
habitat would be lost if the proposed actions were not implemented. To complete the
process, the AFM approved a suite of high priority projects that reflect the WTWG,
NTWG, SRT, and AFM recommendations and fall within the budget target of
$87,775,000.

For FY 1999, the AFM recommend a prioritized list of projects, organized by subbasin,
and prioritizing by Tier in which:

Tier 1 projects are recommended for funding because they are urgent and most
critical to protecting, restoring and enhancing anadromous fish and their habitats;

Tier 2 projects are aso critical but funds are not currently available; and

Tier 3 projects are not recommended for funding because the projects are not
critical or urgent.

3. Resident Fish Managers Review

For Fiscal Year 1999, the Resident Fish Managers (RFM) also used a multi-phased
process to evaluate proposals. To guide the project review process, the RFM developed
criteria (organized into three categories - Screening, Technical, and Programmatic)
designed to evaluate the technical and programmatic merits of the proposals (Volume
[11). The Screening Criteria were intended to ensure that the proposed projects addressed
the measures and priorities in the Council’ s Program and were consistent with the
management objectives of the Agencies and Tribes. The Technical Criteria assessed the
proposed project’ s technical merit, objectives, monitoring, and benefits. The
Programmatic Criteria dealt with the broader scientific, regional and strategic aspects of
the proposed projects.

Between March 30 and April 1, 1998, the RFM met in Spokane, Washington to evaluate
68 proposed resident fish projects (including 12 watershed projects). To speed up the
actual review process, the criteria were combined into the three categories on the score
sheet. Each project was allotted 15 minutes - 5 minutes for the sponsor to describe the
project followed by 10 minutes of questions and answers (Volume I11). During the
presentation/discussion, each RFM assigned a“Yes’” or a“No” to each of the three
genera criteria categories. After al of the projects had been reviewed, the individual
criteria score sheets were compiled into asingle matrix. The RFM then discussed the
proposals again and came to a consensus “Yes’ or “No” for each criteria category for
each project (Volume l11). During the discussion, the project sponsor was not alowed to
provide additional information and/or object to the final “Yes’/”No” decision. Proposed
projects that had a“Yes’ in all three criteria categories were then designated as Status 1.
Those that had a combination of “Yeses” and “Nos” fell into Status 2 and finally, projects

12



that received a“No” for the Screening Criteria and/or received “Nos’ in all three
categories were assigned Status 3. Status 4 covered a few miscellaneous projects where
the funding request was either withdrawn by the sponsor, transferred to another project,
or the project was not evaluated because the NPPC had previously not recommended
funding.

The RFM met via conference call on April 6, 10, and 13 to select high priority projects
that fit within the RFM budget of $16,366,423 ($15,725,000 FY 1999 starting point plus
$641,423 unallocated balance).

The final RFM FY 1999 recommendations constitute a prioritized list of projectsin
which:

Tier 1 projects are recommended for funding because they are urgent and
most critical to protecting, restoring and enhancing resident fish and their
habitats;

Tier 2 projects are “pending” and should be funded as money becomes
available in the future; and

Tier 3 projects are not recommended for funding because of technical and
programmatic concerns.

4, Wildlife Managers Review

The Wildlife Managers (WM) reviewed and scored each FY 1999 wildlife proposal using
the Council-approved Wildlife Mitigation Criteria (dated February 11, 1997), which
address both technical and management issues. Wildlife project proposal sponsors were
contacted in late February and invited to attend one of two project evaluation sessions
(March 19-20 in Portland, April 6-8 in Spokane). Proposal sponsors were provided with
the criteria questions and encouraged to respond to them in writing. (These responses
and other additional information obtained during the project selection process will be
provided to the ISRP and are available upon request.) Project sponsors were present
during the evaluation to provide an overview of their project and answer questions from
the caucus. Seven wildlife proposals were also reviewed by the WTWG. Information
generated in the WTWG review was considered on an advisory basis by the wildlife
caucus.

The result of the WM review process is a prioritized list of projects in which:

Tier 1 projects are recommended for funding because they meet the Caucus and
Council’ s goals of acquiring, protecting and enhancing wildlife habitat to mitigate
hydropower-induced wildlife losses in the most biologically- and cost-effective
manner.

Tier 2, Level 1 (not designated separately in Table 4) consists of the amounts by

which certain projects budgets were reduced in order to include the entire suite of
qgualified wildlife projectsin Tier 1. The caucus will reallocate funds that become

13



available through the BPA Quarterly Review Process to make these projects
whole.

Tier 2, Level 2 consists of one project that is approved for funding only if a
substantial amount of new funds become available to the caucus. The Wildlife
caucus is developing a programmatic approach to implementing trust funds.

Tier 3 projects are not recommended for funding because they are inconsistent
with the wildlife program and/or have other technical deficiencies.

14



[Il. Recommendations

A. Fishand Wildlife Balanced Budget

The CBFWA Fiscal Year 1999 Fish and Wildlife Draft Annual Implementation Work
Plan presents the budget in several levels of detail and in severa formats. First, Table 1
provides an overview of the sources and distribution of the proposed $132,139,423
budget. Under the BPA Budget M.O.A., BPA makes $127,000,000 available annually to
fund the Direct portion of the fish and wildlife program. CBFWA recommends adding
approximately $5 million from the Contingency/Inflation Reserve, FY 1998 carry
forward, and estimated FY 1998 interest. The bottom half of Table 1 outlines the general
CBFWA recommendation for distributing the funds among the Anadromous Fish,
Resident Fish, and Wildlife caucuses and to BPA and ISRP.

Table 1. Funding Sources and Distribution

FUNDING SOURCES
Direct F & W Budget ~ $127,000,000
$1,600,000 Note 1
$2,139,423 Note 2
$1,400,000 Note 3
Additions to the FY 99 Budget $5,139,423
Total Available  $132,139,423

FUNDING DISTRIBUTION
Anadromous $91,975,000
Resident Fish $16,366,423

Wildlife $15,298,000
BPA/ISRP $8,500,000
Total Allocated  $132,139,423

Note 1 Contribution from Contingency/Inflation Reserve
Note 2 Estimated FY 1998 Carry Forward (Anad., Res., Wildl.)
Note 3 Estimated Interest on Unobligated FY 1998 Funds (Anad. only)

Table 2 outlines the CBFWA internal allocation of the available funds among the
caucuses. CBFWA subtracted the BPA administrative and part of the |SRP costs from
the M.O.A. Direct budget, along with the estimated Anadromous and Resident Fish ESA
costs to arrive at an estimated mitigation budget of $91,500,000. This mitigation budget
is divided among the three caucuses on a 70:15:15 basis and the ESA funds are added
back to the Anadromous and Resident Fish budgets. The CBFWA Members agreed to
this genera alocation at its May 5, 1996 meeting. The Members Steering Group agreed
in May 1997 that the Wildlife Caucus budget should be at least $15,000,000, so in this
allocation CBFWA transfers $1,275,000 from the Anadromous Caucus to the Wildlife
Caucus. Thisresultsin atarget of $87,775,000 for the Anadromous Fish budget.
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CBFWA added $2,139,423 estimated carry forward funds from FY 1998 to the three
caucus budgets, $1,400,000 estimated interest on unobligated FY 1998 funds, and
$1,600,000 from the “contingency/inflation reserve.”

Table 2. Budget Allocation

Direct F & W Budget

Less Anadromous ESA

Less Resident Fish ESA

Less BPA Administrative Costs
Less |SRP Costs

$127,000,000
($25,000,000)
($2,000,000)
($8,000,000)
($500,000)

F & W Mitigation Budget

Anadromous Fish
Anadromous Portion (70%)
Anadromous ESA - Add-Back
Transfer to Wildlife
Subtotal
Contribution from Contingency/Inflation
Reserve
Estimated FY 98 Carry Forward

Estimated Interest on Unobligated FY 1998
Funds

$91,500,000

$64,050,000
$25,000,000
($1,275,000)

$87,775,000
$1,600,000

$1,200,000 e.g., Law Enforcement
reductions
$1,400,000 70% of $2M est. Interest

Available for Anadromous Fish $91,975,000
Recommended Anadromous Fish $90,942,116 See Table 3
Funding
Placeholder for Steelhead Biological (%2,000,000)
Opinion
Anadromous Fish Balance| $32,884|
Resident Fish
Resident Fish Portion (15%) $13,725,000
Resident Fish (ESA) - Add Back $2,000,000
FY 98 Unallocated Balance $641,423
Available for Resident Fish $16,366,423
Recommended Resident Fish Funding $16,205,701 See Table 3
Resident Fish Balance| $160,722|
Wildlife
Wildlife Portion (15%) $13,725,000
FY 98 Carry Forward $298,000 (#9701200, #9705915)
Transfer from Anadromous $1,275,000
Available for Wildlife $15,298,000
Recommended Wildlife Funding $15,300,660 See Table 3
Wildlife Balance| ($2,660)|
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B.  FY 1999 Project Recommendations

1. FY 1999 Project Recommendation Summary

Asshownin Tables 1 and 2, the available FY 1999 Direct Budget is $132,039,423.
However, in response to the November 21, 1998 solicitation, BPA received 403
proposals totaling $196,294,850. Figure 2 compares the total amount requested by the
proposal sponsors (BPA Solicitation) to the amount recommended by CBFWA (CBFWA
Recommend). It isevident that the need for fish and wildlife mitigation exceeds the
funds available to each caucus, therefore many of the proposed projects received less than
the requested amount or were not recommended for funding.

Figure 2. Comparison of BPA Solicitations and CBFWA Recommendations

$200 O wildlife
$175 $30 B Resident Fish
$150 - $33 M Anadromous Fish
$125 1 $15
$100 $16

L $134

$50 7 $91

$25

$0
BPA Solicitation CBFWA Recommend

To provide more detail than possible in Figure 2 and a graphic illustration of Table 3,
Figures 3 and 4 show the relative distribution of FY 1999 funding requests and CBFWA
recommendations across caucuses and subregions. As shown, CBFWA recommends
funding most of the anadromous fish projects in the Lower Mid-Columbia, Upper Mid-
Columbia, Lower Snake, and Systemwide subregions. The bulk of the recommended
resident fish projects fall into the Upper Columbia, Upper Snake, Lower Snake, and
Lower Mid-Columbia subregions. For wildlife, the mgority of the recommended
projects will be implemented in the Upper Mid-Columbia, Upper Columbia, Upper
Snake, and Systemwide subregions. The wildlife portion of the Systemwide subregion
comprises projects that will be implemented in multiple subregions within Washington
and Oregon under those states' wildlife agreements.

17



Figure 3. BPA Salicitation by Subregion
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Figure 4. CBFWA Recommendation by Subregion
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2. Budget Recommendation Tables

In Table 3, the projects recommended for funding in FY 1999 are sorted by caucus
(Anadromous Fish, Resident Fish and Wildlife), subregion, and subbasin. Subregions are
defined as: Lower Columbia (below Bonneville Dam); Lower Mid-Columbia (Bonneville
Dam to Priest Rapids Dam); Upper-Mid Columbia (Priest Rapids Dam to Chief Joseph
Dam); Upper Columbia (above Chief Joseph Dam); Lower Snake River (below Hells
Canyon Dam); Upper Snake River (above Hells Canyon Dam); and Systemwide (two or
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more subregions). The table displays project title, sponsor, requested budget (as reported
in the project proposal), the CBFWA recommended FY 1999 budget, and outyear costs
for FY00 and FY01. Notesare also provided in Table 3 to explain any differences
between the BPA requested FY 1999 budget and the CBFWA recommended FY 1999
budget.

In order to be more effective and accountable in dealing with program requirements, the
budget is presented on a multi-year basis through FY 2001. The out-year costs (FY 00
and FY01) provide alogical foundation for establishing arolling three-year budget,
where the total available funds through FY 2001 can be managed as atotal program. The
CBFWA is committed to further refining the out-year cost estimates and defining actions
that will trigger multi-year project reviews in order to assure that the managers continue
to allocate resources to meet priority needs while providing flexibility to meet new or
unanticipated program requirements on a multi-year basis.

The CBFWA recommends that an additional $500,000 be allocated to project #8906200
(Prepare Draft Annual Implementation Work Plan) in order to partially offset costs to the
CBFWA members for participation in regional planning and implementation forums.

The justification and approach for this funding is presented in Volume lIl.

“The CBFWA recommends setting aside atotal of $1,742,000... on a recommendation to
the Council. The evaluation isintended to determine if the proposed enforcement work is
critical to achieving the objectives of the fish managers while staying consistent with the
Council guidelines established in September, 1997 (Helena, Montana) and reaffirmed in
February, 1998 (Boise, Idaho). The Council’s recommendation is as follows. “The
Council will consider proposals to fund specific law enforcement tasks that are tied to the
core purposes of the Act, do not present an “in-lieu” issue under the Act, and are
associated with activities funded under the Council’ s program, such as protecting habitat
investments.” (NPPC 97-14, pg.34).

Tables 4 and 5 present the projects that were evaluated and are either recommended for
funding pending budget availability (tier 2); or are not recommended for funding (tier 3).
The CBFWA has not yet defined a final recommended budget amount for pending
projects, except for project #9093, which has been identified as the highest priority
pending project for Resident Fish ($250,000 in FY 1999 as soon as the funds become
available). Notes are also provided to highlight issues that contributed to the
recommendation.

Table 6 lists projects by project identification number and is provided as a cross-
reference.
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Table 3. FY99 Tier 1 Projects (Recommended)

Sorted by Caucus, Subregion, and Subbasin

ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
Anadromous Fish Projects
Subregion: Lower Columbia
9104 Conduct Baseline Habitat and Pop. Dynamics Lewis USFWS, 232,145 151,000 240,000 250,000 Drop mark/recapture (obj.
Studies on Lampreysin Cedar Cr. CRFPO 3a& 4) and keep spawning
characteristics and
capping redds
9105 Determine if Salmon are Successfully Spawning Lower Columbia WDFW, 168,324 200,269 194,841 204,583 Incorporates 9131
Below Lower ColumbiaMS Dams Mainstem ODFW
9306000 Evaluate Columbia River Select Area Fisheries Lower Columbia ODFW, 1,500,000 1,400,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 Clifton site capitalization
Mainstem WDFW costs of $100,000 are
deferred for future
consideration
8612400 Inspection Service For Little Fall Creek Passage Willamette ODFW 23,475 23,475 2,000 2,000 Fund as proposed - major
reduction after FY 99 for
maintenance only
8816000 Willamette Hatchery Oxygen Supplementation Willamette ODFW 42,731 42,731 26,806 0
9607000 McKenzie River Focus Watershed Coordination Willamette 105,000 105,000 95,000 85,000
Subregion: Lower Mid-Columbia
9005 Irrigation System Replacement Trout Cr. @ Deschutes JCSwWCD 28,750 28,750 0 0 Include 9003, 9004, & 9006
Willowdale Il 1999 Funds
9007 Jefferson Co./Middle Deschutes Watershed Deschutes JCSwWCD 30,775 23,300 0 0 Coordinator Wages,
Coordinator/Council Support 1999 $15,620; benefits, $4,100;
travel, $580;
clerical/council support,
$3,000.
9133 Bakeoven Riparian Assessment Deschutes 35,065 35,065 60,000 110,000
9138 Warm Springs Reservation 1999 Watershed Deschutes CTWSRO 356,119 320,000 0 0

* Appliesto FY 99 Recommended budget
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ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
Enhancement Project
9404200 Trout Creek Habitat Restoration Project Deschutes ODFW 335800 298,000 333,900 339,934 Reduction dueto
elimination of enforcement
task
9087 Acquire 1860 Fifteenmile Cr irrigation water right and Fifteenmile OWT 19,630 19,630 1,000 O
convert to instream
9146 Evaluate Effects of Habitat Work Conducted in Fifteenmile ODFW 96,632 23,000 97,000 102,000 Adult monitoring reduced
Fifteenmile Creek and screw trap not needed
9304000 Fifteenmile Creek Habitat Restoration Project Fifteenmile ODFW 220,000 220,000 220,000 220,000
9126 Hood River Fish Habitat Project Hood CTWSRO 117,088 117,088 200,000 200,000
8805303 Hood River Production Program (HRPP) Hood CTWSRO 555,318 500,000 580,000 605,000 Reduced for watershed
coordination cost sharing
8805304 Monitor Actions Implemented Under the Hood River Hood ODFW 412,224 412224 424,000 437,000
Production Program.
8902900 Hood River Production Program - Pelton Ladder -  Hood ODFW 132,467 132,467 141,739 151,660
Hatchery
9301900 Hood River Production Program - Oak Springs, Hood CTWSRO 467,567 467,567 398,000 411,000
Powerdale, Parkdale O& M
9500700 Hood River Production Program - PGE: O& M Hood PGE 95,000 95,000 90,000 85,000
9012 Mitigate Effects of Runoff & Erosion on Salmonid  John Day Sherman 26,960 26,960 0 0
Habitat in Pine Hollow SWCD
9045 Eliminate Gravel Push-Up Dams on Lower North Fork JohnDay = NFRIDWC 66,500 66,500 70,000 70,000
John Day
9137 John Day Watershed Restoration John Day CTWSRO 215,756 215,000 0 0
9139 Acquisition of Pine Creek Ranch John Day CTWSRO 1,200,000 1,200,000 0 0
9144 Monitor Natural Escapement & Productivity of John John Day ODFW 125,400 125400 131,900 138,500
Day Basin Spring Chinook
8402100 Protect and Enhance John Day River Fish Habitat ~ John Day ODFW 380,000 380,000 395,000 410,000
9303800 North Fork John Day Area Riparian Fencing John Day USFS 68,000 58,000 68,000 68,000
9306600 Oregon Fish Screening Project FY 99 Proposal John Day ODFW 522,853 522,853 540,000 560,000
9605300 North Fork John Day River Dredge Tailings John Day USFS/CTU 85,000 75,000 85,000 85,000 Decrease dueto lack of
Restoration IR agreement on the "bog"

* Appliesto FY'99 Recommended budget

task
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ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
9703400 Monitor Fine Sediment and Overwinter John Day CRITFC 30,066 30,066 31,500 33,070
Sedimentation in John Day & Gr Ronde
9506800 Klickitat Passage/Habitat Improvement M&E Klickitat YIN 573979 548979 925,000 925,000
9705600 Lower Klickitat River Riparian & In-Channel Habitat Klickitat YIN 295,683 295683 350,000 350,000
Enhancement Project
9202200 Physiological Assessment of Wild and Hatchery Lower Mid-Columbia NMFS 349,099 349,099 355,000 358,000
Juvenile Salmonids Mainstem
9406900 A Spawning Habitat Model to Aid Recovery Plans  Lower Mid-Columbia PNNL 325,000 165,000 325,000 100,000 Fund at FY 98 level and
for Snake River Fall Chinook Mainstem defer expansion into the
Snake River, or fund the
Snake River work and not
the Columbia River portion
9603201 Begin Implementation of Year 1 of the K Pool Lower Mid-Columbia YIN 845,400 283,320 1,300,000 1,400,000 RFM recommends
Master Plan Program Mainstem sturgeon tasks be assigned
to Tier 2; AFM
recommends funding
lamprey objectives
9092 Umatilla Tribal Fish and Wildlife Enforcement Umatilla CTUIR 246,505 246,505 258,830 271,776 Enforcement
8343600 Umetilla Passage O& M Umatilla USBR 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000 Added pending
NPPC/BPA approval; need
proposal
8710001 Enhance Umatilla River Basin Anadromous Fish Umatilla CTUIR 295,000 270,000 305,000 315,000 Slight reduction dueto
Habitat overall increased
effeciencies
8710002 Protect & Enhance Coldwater Fish Habitat in the Umatilla ODFW 320,560 481,000 280,000 295,000 Increase dueto availability
UmatillaRiver Basin of increased FEMA
funding
8802200 Trap and Haul in the Umatillaand WallaWalla Umatilla CTUIR 509,000 420,000 535,000 560,000 Reduction justification
Basins forthcoming
8902401 Evaluate Juvenile Salmonid Outmigration and Umatilla ODFW 175,710 240,000 0 0 Funding increase

Surviva in the Lower Umatilla

* Appliesto FY'99 Recommended budget

described in the proposal
revison
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ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*

8902700 Power/Repay O&M For USBR CPR Pumping Project Umatilla PPL/UECA 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000 Added pending
NPPC/BPA approval; Need
proposa

8903500 Umatilla Hatchery Operation and Maintenance Umatilla ODFW 822,709 797,000 880,000 942,000 Hold at FY 98 funding due
to budget constraints

9000500 UmatillaHatchery Monitoring and Evaluation Umatilla ODFW 615586 615586 653,074 672,666

9000501 Umatillaand WallaWalla Basin Natural Production Umatilla CTUIR 700,516 610,516 646,000 678,000 Reduced from proposal for

M& E Project budget effeciencies

9010 Assess Fish Habitat & Salmonidsin WallaWala ~ WalaWalla WDFW 183,792 183,792 179,234 159,000

Watershed in Washington
8343500 Operate and Maintain Umatilla Hatchery Satellite  WallaWalla CTUIR 785,441 735441 1,287,000 1,341,000
Facilities
8805302 Plan, Site, Design & Construct NEOH WallaWalla CTUIR 6,400,000 400,000 2,000,000 0 Defer construction until
Hatchery-Umatilla/Walla Walla Component 3-step NPPC process
completed

9601100 Screens and Traps on the WallaWallaand Touchet WallaWalla CTUIR 1,400,000 2,600,000 750,000 0 Increase dueto deferral of
work in FY 98

9601200 Adult Fish Passage Improvement - WallaWalla WallaWalla CTUIR 400,000 400,000 0 0

River

9604601 WallaWalla Basin Fish Habitat Enhancement WallaWala CTUIR 240,000 230,000 255,000 270,000 Slight decrease from
increased efficiencies

9154 Wind River Ecosystem Restoration Wind UCh 669,149 350,000 620,130 652,224 Hold at FY 98 funding level
for now

9067 Coordinate/Facilitate Watershed Project Yakima YRWC 193,100 75,000 100,000 100,000 Reduce FTE funding with

Planning/I mplementation cost share
9100 Reestablish Safe Access into Tributaries of the Yakima YIN, 396,801 100,000 1,583,000 1,583,000 Reduction due to cost
Y akima Subbasin WDFW sharing with WDFW

9101 Restore Upper Toppenish Creek Watershed Yakima YIN 225,075 100,000 371,997 444,629 Fund only the completion
of the assessment for now

9102 Ahtanum Creek Watershed Assessment Yakima YIN 289,990 150,000 500,000 750,000 Fund only the assessment
for now

8506200 Evaluate the Effectiveness of Fish Screens Yakima PNNL 299,999 100,000 100,000 100,000 Do not need the extensive

monitoring every year -

* Appliesto FY 99 Recommended budget Tier 1 Projects 23



ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
need sponsor to increase
effectiveness
8811500 Y akima Hatchery Construction Yakima YIN - YFP 3,000,000 3,000,000 0 0 Fund as proposed - ends
after FY99
8812001 Y akima/Klickitat Fisheries Project Management Y akima YIN-YKFP 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000
8812005 Video Fish Monitoring Project Y akima YIN 180,000 180,000 160,000 170,000
8812008 Fisheries Technician Field Activities Y akima YIN 1,010,247 1,010,247 1,010,247 1,010,247
9105500 Supplementation Fish Quality (Y akima) Y akima NMFS 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000
9105700 Y akima Phase 2 Screen Fabrication Y akima WDFW, 186,000 186,000 300,000 150,000
YSS
9107500 Yakima Phase Il Screens - Construction Y akima USBR 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,000,000 1,000,000
9200900 Yakima Screens - Phasell -O & M Y akima WDFW, 156,100 156,100 130,000 140,000
YSS
9405900 Y akima Basin Environmental Education Y akima ESD 105 119,416 119416 119416 123,000
9503300 O&M of Yakima Fish Protection, Mitigation & Y akima USBR 220,000 220,000 230,000 240,000
Enhancement Facilities
9506300 Y akima/Klickitat Monitoring and Evaluation Program Yakima YIN 1,403,902 1,403,902 892,900 827,900
9506402 Upper Y akima Species I nteractions Studies Yakima WDFW 400,000 400,000 400,000 400,000
9506404 Policy/Technica Involvement & Planning for YKFPY akima WDFW 275,000 275000 275,000 275,000
9506406 Monitor Supplementation Response Variable For  Yakima WDFW 200,000 200,000 200,000 200,000
the YKFP
9603301 Supplement and Enhance the Two Existing Stocks of Yakima YIN 1,053,604 953,604 1,080,000 1,145,000 Cost savingsfrom
YakimaR. Fall Chinook increased efficiencies
9603302 Evaluate the Feasibillity and Potential Risks of Y akima YIN 810,000 500,000 1,650,000 1,750,000
Restoring Y akima R. Coho
9603501 Satus Watershed Restoration Y akima YIN 589,892 500,000 539,423 449,520 Slight reduction from
increased efficiencies
9701300 Operation & Maintenance For Upper YakimaRiver Yakima YIN 1,457,296 1,455,000 1,530,161 1,606,669
Supplementation Facility
9704900 Teanaway River Instream Flow Restoration Y akima YIN 775,000 700,000 0 0 Slight reduction from

* Appliesto FY'99 Recommended budget

increased efficiencies
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ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
9705100 YakimaBasin Side Channels Y akima YIN 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000
9706200 Development /Refinement of Natural Production Yakima YIN 67,000 67,000 67,000 67,000
Objectives & Strategies
Subregion: Upper Mid-Columbia
9604000 Evaluate the Feasibility and Risks of Coho M ethow YIN 1,370,000 700,000 2,690,000 3,040,000 Reduction due to increased
Reintroduction in Mid-Columbia efficiencies
9604200 Restore and Enhance Anadromous Fisheries and Okanogan CCT 250,000 175,000 150,000 150,000 One task eliminated
Habitat in Salmon Creek
9044 Replace Chumstick Creek Culvert Wenatchee WDFW 171,380 171,380 0 0
Subregion: Lower Snake
9401805 Enhance Habitat For Spring Chinook, Summer Asotin ACCD 193,000 239,000 270,000 280,000 Absorbs part of 9202602
Steelhead, and Bulltrout
9011 Characterize & Quantify Residual Steelhead in Clearwater USFWS 133,300 133,300 80,700 80,700
Clearwater River, Idaho
9057 Evaluate Status of Pacific Lamprey in the Clearwater Clearwater IDFG 72,295 72,295 73,500 77,000
River Drainage, Idaho
9059 Restore Anadromous Fish Habitat in the Little Clearwater CFWP-ISC 196,654 196,654 155,000 155,000
Canyon Creek Subwatershed C
9060 Restore Anadromous Fish Habitat in the Nichols Clearwater CFWP-ISC 181,755 181,755 150,000 150,000
Canyon Subwatershed C
9120 Protecting and Restoring Big Canyon Creek Clearwater NPT 441,459 162,000 250,000 100,000 Half of budget deferred
Watershed due to budget constraints
9122 Rehabilitate Lapwai Creek Clearwater NPT 477,272 150,000 300,000 180,000 Half of budget deferred
due to budget constraints
8335000 Nez Perce Triba Hatchery Clearwater NPT 7,918,036 7,918,036 8,000,000 6,000,000
9202409 Enhance Law Enforcement for Fish & Wildlifeand Clearwater NPT 425236 425236 400,000 400,000 Enforcement
Watersheds of the Nez Perce
9303501 Enhance Fish, Riparian and Wildlife Habitat within  Clearwater ISWCD 589,960 500,000 580,000 570,000 Slight reduction for
the Red River Watershed increased efficiencies
9403400 Assessing Summer & Fall Chinook Salmon Clearwater NPT 304,800 304,800 313,944 323,362
Restoration in Snake River Basin
9607702 Protecting and Restoring the Lolo Creek Watershed Clearwater NPT 361,062 361,062 397,168 59,575

* Appliesto FY'99 Recommended budget
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ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
9607703 Protecting and Restoring the Squaw and Papoose Clearwater NPT 241,693 241,693 265,862 39,879
Creek Watersheds
9607704 Fina Design for Fish Passage |mprovements at Clearwater NPT 17,802 17,802 45,000 55,000
Lower Eldorado Falls
9607705 Restore Mccomas Meadows Clearwater NPT 123,553 123,553 50,000 50,000
9608600 Clearwater Subbasin Focus Watershed Program Clearwater ISCC 85,212 85,212 90,000 95,000
9706000 Clearwater Subbasin Focus Watershed Program Clearwater NPT 93,024 93,024 98,000 103,000 WAG's
9150 Captive Broodstock Artificial Propagation Grande Ronde NPT 126,274 134,000 137,000 See 9801001
8402500 Protect and Enhance Fish Habitat in Grande Ronde Grande Ronde ODFW 280,264 260,000 295,000 310,000 Slight reduction dueto
Basin Streams budget constraints
8805301 Northeast Oregon Hatchery Master Plan Grande Ronde NPT 2,372,469 2,300,000 4,000,000 3,000,000 $2M for construction
8805305 NE Oregon Hatchery Master Plan and Facilities - Grande Ronde ODFW 287,200 215,000 240,000 250,000 Reduce time for review and
ODFW planning (obj.2 and 6)
8909600 Monitor, Evaluate Genetic Characteristics of Grande Ronde NMFS 249,500 225,000 250,000 250,000 The proposed budget
Supplemented Salmon & Steelhea reduction proportionally
reduces information from
this study
9202601 Grande Ronde Model Watershed - Project Planning  Grande Ronde GRMWP 292,400 266,000 295,000 295,000
Support
9402700 Grande Ronde Model Watershed Habitat Projects ~ Grande Ronde GRMWP 950,000 850,000 800,000 800,000 Some implementation
deferred due to budget
constraints
9403900 Wallowa Basin Project Planning Grande Ronde NPT 55,313 55,313 58,224 61,289
9608300 Upper Grande Ronde Habitat Enhancement Grande Ronde CTUIR 200,000 180,000 250,000 250,000 Was 9128
9702500 Implement the Wallowa County/Nez Perce Tribe Grande Ronde NPT 50,000 40,000 50,000 50,000 Slight reduction from
Salmon Recovery Plan increased efficiencies
9800702 Grande Ronde Supplementation - O& M/M&E - Nez Grande Ronde NPT 382,124 327,124 439,000 483,000 Slight reduction from
Perce Tribe Lostine increased efficiencies
9800703 Conduct Satellite Facility O&M and Program M&E  Grande Ronde CTUIR 335010 323,010 494,000 521,000
for Grande Ronde Spr Chinook
9801001 Grande Ronde Basin Spring Chinook Captive Grande Ronde ODFW/NP 503,000 493,000 518,090 533,633 Slight reduction from
Broodstock Program T increased efficiencies
9801006 Captive Broodstock Artificial Propagation Grande Ronde NPT 126,274 67,000 134,000 137,000 A $30,000 reduction by
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hiring one project |eader
for captive brood M&E
and conventional hatchery

production M& E
8712703 Imnaha River Smolt Monitoring Program Project Imnaha NPT 175,252 175,252 199,000 188,000
9102800 Monitoring Smolt Migration of Wild Snake River ~ Lower Snake NMFS 457,500 275,000 325,000 325,000 Carry forward will make up
Spring/Summer Chinook Mainstem the reduction
9801003 Monitor and Evaluate the Spawning Distribution of  Lower Snake USFWS 125,518 125,518 126,046 119,240
Snake River Fall Chinook Mainstem
9801004 Monitor and Evaluate Y earling Snake R Fall Lower Snake NPT 301,039 301,039 260,000 265,000
Chinook Upstream of Lwr Granite Mainstem
9801005 Pittsburg Landing, Capt. John Rapids, Big Canyon  Lower Snake NPT 724,000 624,000 767,000 813,000 Reduction dueto no need
Fall Chinook Acclim. Fac. Mainstem to relace pump
9009 Restore Salmon River (Challis, ID) Areato Healthy Salmon USFWS, 100,000 100,000 50,000 50,000
Condition IFRO
9064 Analyze the Persistence and Spatial Dynamics of Samon RMRS 101,590 50,000 103,700 105,800 Reduce by 50% for cost
Snake River Chinook Salmon sharing to aleviate in-lieu

concerns. Keep spawning
ground survey objective;
separate out micro-habitat

work

9107100 Snake River Sockeye Salmon Habitat and Salmon SBT 405,173 405173 425,000 430,000
Limnological Research

9107200 Redfish Lake Sockeye Salmon Captive Broodstock Salmon IDFG 680,097 680,097 680,000 680,000
Program

9202408 Protect Critical Salmonid Habitat and Habitat Salmon SBT 193,980 193,980 203,132 213,289 Enforcement
Restoration Investments

9202603 Idaho Model Watersheds Admin./Impl. Support Salmon ISCC 175,000 175,000 175,000 175,000

9204000 Redfish Lake Sockeye Salmon Captive Broodstock Salmon NMFS 500,000 500,000 500,000 500,000
Rearing and Research

9306200 Salmon River Anadromous Fish Passage Samon SWCD 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
Enhancement

9401500 Idaho Fish Screening Improvement - O&M Salmon IDFG 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000

* Appliesto FY'99 Recommended budget Tier 1 Projects 27



ID Title Subbasin Sponsor  Solicited Recommended  FYQ0 FYO1 Notes*
9401700 Idaho Model Watershed Habitat Projects Salmon SWCD 400,000 400,000 400,000 350,000
9405000 Salmon River Habitat Enhancement Salmon SBT 257,000 257,000 265,000 278,000
9600700 Irrigation Diversion Consolidations & Water Samon C%WCD 446,250 446,250 446,250 1,000,000
Conservation, Up. Salmon R., ID
9604300 Johnson Creek Artificial Propagation Enhancement - Salmon NPT 1,300,000 1,300,000 700,000 700,000
O&M and M&E
9606700 Manchester Spring Chinook Broodstock Project Samon NMFS 450,000 450,000 500,000 500,000
9700100 Captive Rearing Initiative for Salmon River Chinook Salmon IDFG 144,989 144,989 145,000 145,000
Salmon
9703000 Monitor Listed Stock Adult Chinook Salmon Salmon NPT 160,000 160,000 160,000 162,000
Escapement
9703800 Listed Stock Chinook Salmon Gamete Preservation  Salmon NPT 160,823 160,823 178,000 180,000
9705700 Salmon River Production Program Salmon SBT 220,300 220,300 1,200,000 250,000
9801002 Captive Rearing Initiative for Salmon River Chinook Salmon IDFG 88,664 88,664 83,000 84,000
Samon-M & E
8909800 Salmon Supplementation Studiesin Idaho Rivers ~ Salmon, Clearwater  IDFG 906,499 906,499 860,000 890,000
8909801 Salmon Supplementation Studiesin Idaho Rivers ~ Salmon, Clearwater  USFWS 147,345 147,344 150,000 150,000
8909802 Salmon Supplementation Studiesin Idaho Rivers ~ Salmon, Clearwater NPT 339,335 339,335 335,000 335,000
8909803 Salmon Supplementation Studiesin Idaho Rivers ~ Salmon, Clearwater  SBT 226,270 226,270 190,000 195,000
9005500 Steelhead Supplementation Studiesin Idaho Rivers Salmon, Clearwater  IDFG 258,200 258,200 258,000 268,000
9107300 Idaho Natura Production Monitoring and Evaluation Salmon, Clearwater  IDFG 731,659 731,659 759,159 797,117
Program (INPMEP)
9202602 Implement Eastern Washington Model Watershed — Tucannon WCC 159,466 166,194 169,673 See 9401805, 06, 07
Plans
9401806 Enhance Habitat For Spring & Fall Chinook, Tucannon CCD 1,300,000 253,000 330,000 330,000 Absorbs part of 9202602
Summer Steelhead and Bulltrout
9401807 Enhance Habitat For Fall Chinook, Steelhead and ~ Tucannon PCD 213,000 180,000 223,000 233,000 .
Bulltrout
Subregion: Mainstem
9117 Facilitation Services for the Regional Forum Mainstem NMFS 250,000 200,000 206,000 212,000 Allocation of facilitator
time to priority needs
8332300 Monitor Smolts at the Head of Lower Granite Mainstem IDFG 415,700 382,000 436,500 458,300

Reservoir and Lower Granite Dam
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8401400 Smolt Monitoring at Federal Dams Mainstem NMFS 668,000 668,000 670,000 675,000
8712700 Smolt Monitoring By Non-Federal Agencies Mainstem PSMFC 1,262,421 1,262,421 1,325,542 1,391,819
8712702 Comparative Surviva Rate Study (CSS) of Hatchery Mainstem PSMFC 1,216,369 1,216,369 1,277,187 1,341,046
Pit Tagged Chinook
8740100 Assess Smolt Condition for Travel Time Analysis.  Mainstem USGS 231,150 199,000 0 0
Physiology,Health Survival
8910700 Statistical Support for Salmonid Survival Studies ~ Mainstem Uw 183,300 180,000 187,000 192,000 Hold at FY 98 funding
9007700 Northern Squawfish Management Program Mainstem PSMFC 3,628,017 3,306,000 3,651,918 3,834,513
9008000 ColumbiaBasin Pit-Tag Information System Mainstem PSMFC 1,041,221 1,041,221 1,103,694 1,169,916
9009300 Life History and Genetic Analysis of Oncorhynchus Mainstem ul 139,434 139,434 70,000 70,000
nerka
9102900 Life History and Survival of Fall Chinook Salmon in Mainstem USGS 900,000 900,000 800,000 700,000
Columbia River Basin
9202401 Enhanced Harvest & Habitat Law Enforcement for Mainstem CRITFC 876,054 876,054 919,856 965,848 Enforcement
Anadromous Salmonids & Resid
9204101 Evaluate Adult Migration in Lwr Col. River and Mainstem COE 375,000 200,000 375,000 0 Hold at FY 98 funding -
Tributaries proposa did not indicate a
significant change in scope
9300802 Symptoms of GBT Induced in Salmon by TDGS of Mainstem CRITFC 649,677 272,566 0 0 Sub-contract to CRRL for
the Columbia and Snake Rivers hydroacoustic work was
removed from origina
budget request.
9302900 Survival Estimates for Passage of Juvenile SalmonidsMainstem NMFS 1,081,000 1,081,000 1,200,000 1,200,000
Through Dams & Res.
9602100 Gas Bubble Disease Research & Monitoring of Mainstem USGS 914,545 652,000 0 0 Complete depth tag studies
Juvenile Salmonids - last year of funding
9701000 PIT Tag System Transition Mainstem BPA 800,000 800,000 500,000 0
9701400 Evaluation of Juvenile Fall Chinook Stranding on the Mainstem WDFW 384,000 384,000 50,000 10,000
Hanford Reach
9702400 Avian Predation on Juvenile Salmonidsin the Lower Mainstem oSy, 350,000 280,000 350,000 200,000 The budget
ColumbiaR: Phase Il M&E CRITFC recommendation will
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radio-telemetry study of
tern and cormorant
foraging behavior in the
estuary (new component)
or addressing avian
predation above
Bonneville Dam will need
to be eliminated.
9063 Ocean Surviva of Salmonids Relative to Migrational Ocean/estuary NMFS/NW 788,200 0 0 800,000 The AFM recommend
Timing, Fish Hedlth... FSC funding this project at
$300K from the ESA
Reserve Account through
FY 00; therefore the
CBFWA recommendation
for Direct Program Funding
is$0.00
9702600 Identify Marine Fish Predators of Salmon and Ocean/estuary NMFS 200,600 0 0 200,000 The AFM recommend
Estimate Predation Rates funding this project at
$200K from the ESA
reserve account through
FY 00; therefore, the
CBFWA recommendation
for Direct Program Funding
is $0.00.
Subregion: Systemwide
9131 Evaluate Fall Chinook & Chum Spawning, Systemwide WDFW 55,945 58,742 61,679 Budget incorporated into
Production & Habitat Usein Col R 9105
9132 Implement Wy-Kan-Ush-Mi Wa-Kish-Wit Systemwide CRITFC 121,385 121,385 125000 150,000
Watershed Restoration Plan Now
8201300 Coded-Wire Tag Recovery Program Systemwide PSMFC 1,731,440 1,731,440 1,818,012 1,908,913
8331900 New Fish-Tagging System Systemwide NMFS 1,202,400 1,202,400 1,450,000 1,450,000
8810804 Streamnet: The Northwest Aquatic Information Systemwide PSMFC 1,970,000 1,800,000 2,007,430 2,067,653 Increase $100K from FY 98

Network
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8906200 Prepare Draft Annual Implementation Work Plan Systemwide CBFWA 1,269,457 1,769,457 1,307,541 1,346,767 $500K increase from
Reserve for Member
participation in regional
coordination (Volumel,
Section 1V).

8906500 Annual Fish Marking - Missing Hatchery Production Systemwide USFWS 399,460 399,460 552,195 607,414 The FY 99 budget request

Groups isin error and should be
$501,995. If funded at
$399k, the PIT tags
($73,950) will ned to be
purchased from another
account, spring chinook at
Entiat NFH ($29,600) will
not be marked.

8906600 Annual Coded Wire Tag Program-Missing Systemwide WDFW 358,736 335,000 383,848 410,717 Added pending

Production WA HTCH (WDF) NPPC/BPA approval

8906900 Annual Coded Wire Tag Program - Missing Systemwide ODFW 190,000 190,000 200,000 200,000

Production OR Htc (ODFW)

9005200 Performance/Stock Productivity Impacts of Hatchery Systemwide USGS 496,493 460,000 430,000 335,000 The funding difference will

Supplementation be accommodated by
reduced work load.

9007800 Evaluate Predator Control and Provide Technical Systemwide USGS 54,723 40,000 40,000 40,000 Low participation

Support For PATH

9202604 Spring Chinook Salmon Early Life History Systemwide ODFW 687,380 650,000 708,001 729,241 Reduction from increased
effeciencies

9203200 Life-Cycle Model Development and Applicationto  Systemwide USFS 117,181 70,000 120,000 72,000 Low participation

System Planning

9303701 Technical Assitance With Life Cycle Modeling Systemwide PER Ltd. 175,000 70,000 180,000 185,000 3/4 FTE

9305600 Assessment of Captive Broodstock Technology Systemwide NMFS 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,200,000

9402600 Pacific Lamprey Research and Restoration Systemwide CTUIR 388,000 320,000 408,000 430,000 Maintain at FY 98 funding

9403300 The Fish Passage Center Systemwide PSMFC 1,060,381 1,060,381 1,113,400 1,169,070

9600500 Operate Independent Scientific Advisory Board Systemwide CBFWF 663,705 663,705 683,616 704,124

9600600 Path-Facilitation, Technical Assistance, and Peer Systemwide ESSA 450,000 450,000 400,000 350,000

Review
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9600800 PATH-Participation by State and Tribal Agencies ~ Systemwide ODFW 698,137 698,137 698,200 698,200
9600801 Provide Scientific Input to the PATH Process Systemwide NMFS 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
9601700 Provide Technical Support in the Plan For Analyzing Systemwide 108,887 27,221 110,000 110,000 1/4 FTE
and Testing Hypotheses
9700200 PATH-UW Technical Support Systemwide Uw 302,289 182,389 300,000 300,000 Incl $50K 9098 & reduced
$119.9K see 9800100
9800100 Analytical Support-PATH and ESA Biologica Systemwide HES 119,900 119,900 105,000 110,000
Assessments
9808001 PIT Tag Purchase and Distribution Systemwide PSMFC 0 0 0
Anadromous Fish total: 104,863,053 90,942,116 95,394,749 90,138,155
Resident Fish Projects
Subregion: Lower Columbia
9405300 Bull Trout Assessment - Willamette/Mckenzie Willamette ODFW 46,008 46,008 47,390 48,810
Subregion: Lower Mid-Columbia
9405400 Bull Trout Genetics, Habitat Needs, L.H. Etc. in Deschutes, John Day, ODFW 339,517 339,517 330,000 280,000

Central and N.E. Oregon
Umatilla...

8605000 White Sturgeon Mitigation and Restoration in the

Columbia and Snake Rivers Mainstem

9033 Document Native Trout Populations

River Gorge, WA
Subregion: Upper Mid-Columbia
9502800 Restore Moses Lake Recreational Fishery Crab
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Grande Ronde,

Wind, Little White
Salmon, Klickitat

9095 Bull Trout Population Assessment in the Columbia  Wind, Little White
Salmon, Klickitat

Lower Mid-Columbia ODFW

WT

WDFW

WDFW

2,900,000 1,960,000 2,200,000 2,200,000 Transfer genetics tasksto
9084, defer hatchery
supplementation, use
indexing instead of
extensive stock
assessments, budget no
longer includes NPT

sturgeon work
52,300 52,300 53,000 54,000
150,000 150,000 200,000 200,000
269,438 269,438 158,000 214,000
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Subregion: Upper Columbia
9004400 Implement Fisheries Enhancement Opportunities Coeur d'Alene CDA Tribe 1,858,874 858,874 1,894,000 894,000 $1,000,000 for hatchery
:Coeur d' Alene Reservation deferred to 2000
9101901 Hungry Horse Fisheries Mitigation Plan Flathead Flathead CSKT 65,000 65,000 65,000 65,000
Lake
9101903 Hungry Horse Dam Mitigation - Watershed Flathead MFWP 474255 474,255 490,000 500,000
Restoration and Monitoring
9101904 Hungry Horse Mitigation - Hatchery-Based Impl. of Flathead USFWS 484,000 389,400 484,000 484,000 Budget reduced to reflect
Native Fish Recovery the transition from the
kokanee test to afocus on
native species
9401002 Mitigation for Excessive Drawdowns: Hungry Horse Flathead MFWP, 248,435 248,435 250,000 250,000
Component CSKT
9502500 Flathead River Instream Flow Project Flathead MFWP 100,000 100,000 100,000 33,000
9608701 Focus Watershed Coordination-Flathead River Flathead CSKT, 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
Watershed MFWP
8346700 Mitigation for the Construction and Operation of Kootenai MFWP 500,000 500,000 600,000 600,000
Libby Dam
8806400 Kootenai River White Sturgeon Studies and Kootenai KTOI 1,281,092 1,281,092 2,782,000 1,942,250 Includes 50,000 from
Conservation Aquaculture 9401200
8806500 Kootenai River Fisheries Investigations Kootenai IDFG 579,299 604,299 608,264 638,677 Includes 50,000 from
9401200
9401001 Mitigation for Excessive Drawdowns at Hungry Kootenai MFWP, 474,405 374,405 380,000 300,000 Original 99 request came
Horse & Libby Reservoirs - Lib CSKT from a4 year budget plan,
the new budget was
adjusted to reflect current
actions
9401200 Kootenai River Fisheries Investigation M& E Kootenai IDFG, 100,000 0 0 0 Funding shifted to 8806400
Supplemental Budget KTOI and 8806500
9404900 Improve the Kootenai River Ecosytem Kootenai KTOI 245598 245598 250,000 275,000
9608720 Focus Watershed Coordination-Kootenai River Kootenai MFWP, 99,547 99,547 100,000 100,000
Watershed CSKT
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8346500 Libby and Hungry Horse Modeling Technical Kootenai, Flathead = MFWP 25,176 20,000 25,000 25,000 Includes carry forward
Analysis dollars
9404700 Lake Pend Oreille Fishery Recovery Project Pend Orellle IDFG 361,000 361,000 365,000 379,000
9500100 Kalispel Tribe Resident Fish Pend Orellle KNRD 286,000 286,000 297,000 303,000
9700300 Box Canyon Watershed Project Pend Orellle KNRD 70,809 70,809 72,000 74,900
9700400 Resident Fish Stock Status Above Chief Joseph and Pend Orelille, KNRD 405,007 405,000 421,000 438,000
Grand Coulee Dams Spokane, Upper
Columbia Mainstem
9094 Produce Kokanee Salmon in Net Pensfor Release  Upper Columbia STOI 175,000 0 35,000 35,000 FY 99 request withdrawn by
into Lake Roosevelt Mainstem sponsor
8503800 Colville Hatchery Upper Columbia CCT 360,426 360,426 360,426 365,000
Mainstem
9001800 Evaluate Rainbow Trout Habitat/Passage Upper Columbia CCT 168,000 168,000 182,000 0
Improvements of Tribs. to L. Roosev Mainstem
9104600 Spokane Tribal (Galbraith Springs) Hatchery O&M Upper Columbia STOl 453,000 453,000 475,000 498,000
Mainstem
9104700 Sherman Creek Hatchery O&M Upper Columbia WDFW 319,486 319486 174571 179,808
Mainstem
9404300 Monitor, Evaluate, and Research the Lake Roosevelt Upper Columbia STOI 1,500,000 1,400,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 Tasksdeferred to 2000
Fishery Mainstem
9500900 Volunteers Rear 500,000 Net Pen Rainbow Trout ~ Upper Columbia LRDA 99,775 99,775 96,000 98,000
Above Grand Coulee Dam Mainstem
9501100 Chief Joseph Kokanee Enhancement Project Upper Columbia CCT 600,000 600,000 600,000 600,000
Mainstem
Subregion: Lower Snake
8709900 Dworshak Dam Impacts Assessment and Fisheries  Clearwater IDFG 651,000 120,000 467,600 460,000 Light array task deferred
Investigation
8740700 Dworshak ImpactsM&E & Biological-Integrated  Clearwater NPT 250,000 200,000 250,000 400,000
Rule Curves
9501300 Nez Perce Trout Ponds Clearwater NPT 749,263 749,263 750,000 300,000
9501600 Genetic Inventory of Westslope Cutthroat Trout, Clearwater NPT 290,000 190,000 350,000 400,000 Bull trout tasks deleted
North Fork Clearwater Basin
9700900 Evaluate Means of Rebuilding White Sturgeon Lower Snake NPT 400,000 400,000 412,000 425,000
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Populationsin Lower Snake R Mainstem
Subregion: Upper Snake
9107 North Fork Malheur River Bull Trout and Redband Malheur BPT 238,981 142,347 110,000 110,000 Costs redistributed over 3
Trout Life History Study years
9701900 Stinkingwater Salmonid Project Malheur BPT 199,785 199,785 200,000 200,000
8815600 Stocking Fishin Lakesand Streams on the Duck Owyhee SPT 109,997 109,997 110,000 110,000
Valley Indian Reservation
9501500 Billy Shaw Wetlands catch and release fishery O& M Owyhee SBT 250,000 215,000 250,000 250,000 Deferred fish stocking task
9701100 Enhance and Protect Habitat and Riparian Areason  Owyhee SPT 293,000 293,000 293,000 293,000
Duck Valley Reservation
9201000 Habitat Restoration/Enhancement Fort Hall Upper Snake SBT 192,748 162,748 130,000 135,000 Some of the genetics tasks
Reservation were deferred until 2000
9500600 Shoshone-Bannock/Shoshone-Paiute Joint Culture  Upper Snake SBT 319,161 249,161 302,000 302,000 A full complement of
Facility personnel is not needed
during the first year of
operation
9106700 Idaho Water Rental: Resident Fish and Wildlife Upper Snake, Boise, IDFG 119,000 110,000 120,000 120,000 Tasksdeleted
Impacts Phase 111 Payette
9800200 Snake River Native Salmonid Assessment Upper Snake, Boise, IDFG 250,000 225,000 250,000 250,000
Payette, Weiser,
Owyhee, Mid S
Subregion: Systemwide
9084 Assessing Genetic Variation Among Columbia Basin Systemwide ul 137,736 137,736 148,000 152,000
White Sturgeon Populations
Resident Fish total: 19,642,118 16,205,701 19,837,251 17,581,445
Wildlife Projects
Subregion: Lower Columbia
9705904 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Horn Lower Columbia ODFW 1,000,000 15,000 15,000 Fund under 9705900
Butte Mainstem
9705909 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Mitchell Lower Columbia ODFW 1,000 1,000 1,000 Fund under 9705900
Point Mainstem
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9061 River Wetlands Restoration and Evaluation Program Sandy USFS 125,000 125,000 125,500 0
9062 Sandy River Delta Riparian Reforestation Sandy USFS 21,500 21,500 21,500 21,500
9107800 Burlington Bottoms Wildlife Mitigation Project Willamette ODFW 115,030 58,000 62,000 65,000 Error in original project
proposal. $58,000 is
correct request
9205900 Amazon Basin/Eugene Wetlands Phase || Willamette TNC 50,000 50,000 50,000 50,000
9206800 Implementation of Willamette Basin Mitigation Willamette ODFW 500,000 400,000 200,000 200,000 20% reductionin all tasks
Program--Wildlife
9705906 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Willamette ODFW 250,000 15,000 25,000 Fund under 9705900
McKenzie River Islands
9705907 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, E.E. Willamette ODFW 200,000 15,000 10,000 Fund under 9705900
Wilson WMA Additions
9705908 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Willamette Metro 65,000 30,000 0 Fund under 9705900
Multnomah Channel
9705916 Tualatin River National Wildlife Refuge Additions Willamette ODFW 1,000,000 1,350,000 1,425,000 Fund under 9705900
Subregion: Lower Mid-Columbia
9705910 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Trout ~ Deschutes ODFW 1,500,000 1,440,000 60,000 Fund under 9705900
Creek Canyon
9705913 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, South  Deschutes ODFW 20,000 1,000 1,000 Fund under 9705900
Fork Crooked River
9140 Acquisition of Pine Creek Ranch John Day CTWSRO 1,361,917 94,600 99,330 Fund under 9705900
9009200 Wanaket Wildlife Mitigation Project Lower Mid-Columbia CTUIR 150,000 150,000 150,000 150,000
Mainstem
9705915 Juniper Canyon and Columbia Gorge Wildlife Lower Mid-Columbia CTUIR 40,000 40,000 50,000 Delayed implementation,
Mitigation Project Mainstem O&M funds unnecessary
in FY98. FY99: Fund
under
9705900
9506001 Enhance Squaw Creek Watershed for Anadromous  Umatilla CTUIR 210,000 200,000 200,000 200,000 Fence construction
Fish & Wildlife Habitat reduced by $10,000
9106100 WDFW Projects Y akima WDFW 0 233,300 0 0 Submitted to BPA as part
of project 9609400.
9206200 Y akama Nation - Riparian/Wetlands Restoration Yakima YIN 1,750,000 1,600,000 1,750,000 1,750,000 8.6% reductionin activities
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across the board
Subregion: Upper Columbia
9004401 Lake Creek Land Acquisition and Enhancement Coeur d'Alene CDA Tribe 212,402 186,083 200,000 200,000 Operationsand
maintenance budget

reduced because
acquisition is not

completed
9106000 Kalispel Pend Oreille Wetlands Wildlife Mitigation Pend Creille KT 139,049 115,557 156,000 162,000 Unspent 98 funds carried
Project forward and applied to 99
9013 Hellsgate Big Game Winter Range Continuing Upper Columbia CCT 1,500,000 150,000 100,000 150,000 Scope of project
Acquisition Mainstem acquisition reduced
9116 Rasor Ranch Acquisition/Crab Creek Watershed Upper Columbia USFWS/C 775,000 395,000 200,000 200,000 Need reduced by $330,000
Restoration Project Mainstem NWS because acquisition is

moving forward in 98.
$50,000 reduction in
planned enhancements

9204800 Hellsgate Big Game Winter Range Upper Columbia CCT 250,000 250,000 250,000 250,000
Mainstem
9206100 Albeni Falls Wildlife Mitigation Project Upper Columbia IDFG 800,000 700,000 800,000 810,000 Unspent FY 98 funds
Mainstem should be adequate to
fund all FY'99 activities.
9506700 Coville Confederated Tribes Performance Contract Upper Columbia CCT 100,000 100,000 100,000 100,000
(Credits For Habitat) Mainstem
9705911 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Irrigon  Upper Columbia ODFW 200,000 10,000 3,000 Fund under 9705900
WMA Additions Mainstem
9800300 O & M Funding of Wildlife Habitat on STOI Upper Columbia STOl 96,939 96,939 84,000 86,500 Was 9129 (changed 4/15
Reservation for Grand Coulee Dam Mainstem per BPA)
Subregion: Lower Snake
9608000 Northeast Oregon Wildlife Mitigation Project Grande Ronde NPT 227,735 227,735 235,325 242,917
9705905 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Ladd Grande Ronde ODFW 8,000 5,000 5,000 Fund under 9705900
Marsh WMA Additions
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9705912 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites-Oregon, Wenaha Grande Ronde ODFW 100,000 100,000 20,000 Fund under 9705900
WMA Additions
Subregion: Upper Snake
9106 Aquisition of Maheur Wildlife Mitigation Site Malheur BPT 2,406,310 100,500 100,500 Fund under 9705900.
Project request isrevised
to $1,756,310 due to
reduction in acquisition
costs of $650,000.
9130 Burns Paiute Mitigation Coordinator Malheur BPT 45,281 47,000 48,500 Fund under 9705900
9505700 Southern Idaho Wildlife Mitigation Upper Snake IDFG 3,511,446 3,111,446 3,230,970 2,857,976 Reduction in scope of
project acquisitions
(approx. 150-250 acres)
Subregion: Systemwide
9609400 Washington Department of Fish & Wildlife Habitat Systemwide WDFW 3,325,600 3,130,100 2,380,820 2,663,700 $233,300 listed seperately
Units Acquisition under project 9106100.
Additional $37,800 in
adminstrative overhead not
included in original project
proposal.
9705900 Securing Wildlife Mitigation Sites - Oregon Systemwide ODFW, 4,000,000 4,000,000 5,000,000 6,000,000 Umbrella project
OwWC, encompassing projects
CTWSRO, 9106, 9130, 9140,
CTUIR 9705904-9705916
Wildlife total: 26,057,209 15,300,660 18,560,215 18,022,923
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Table4. FY99 Tier 2 Projects (Recommended When Funding Becomes Available)
Sorted by Caucus, Subregion and Subbasin

ID Title Subregion Sponsor Solicited* FY00 FYO1 Notes
Anadromous Fish Projects
Subregion: Lower Columbia
9019 Monitor Reproductive Physiology of Columbia River White  Lower Columbia OosuU 103,882 107,859 113,391
Sturgeon Mainstem
9149 Evaluate and Monitor Bacterial Cold Water Disease impacting Lower Columbia 83,900 52,000 52,000 Pending
salmonids Mainstem
9036 McKenzie Watershed Habitat Assessment and Project Willamette 147,000 0 0 Pending
Prioritization
9037 Acquire Fish and Wildlife Habitat in the McKenzie Watershed Willamette 241,500 0 0 Pending
9038 Evaluate Spring Chinook Life History-habitat Relationships in Willamette 182,250 143,589 146,104 Pending
the McKenzie
Subregion: Lower Mid-Columbia
9003 Restore/Enhance Trout Creek @ Ashwood Phase || Deschutes JCSWCD 56,800 0 0 See 9005
9004 Restore/Enhance Trout Creek @ Ashwood Phase | Deschutes JCSWCD 56,800 0 0 See 9005
9006 Restore/Enhance Trout Creek @ Willowdale Deschutes JCSWCD 83,400 0 0 See 9005
9153 Preserve Cryogenically the Gametes of Selected Deschutes CRITFC 89,573 89,573 75,000 Pending
Mid-Columbia Salmonid stocks
9145 Evaluate the Status of Columbia River Sea-Run Cutthroat Hood, Wind ODFW 264,964 311,888 274,024 Pending - need to compare
Trout proposal to work that might
already have been
completed
9001 Monitor Water Quality and Quantity in Eastern Klickitat Klickitat EKCD 11,285 8,070 8,475 Should apply to DOE for
County funding
9002 Monitor Water Quality and Quantity in L. Klickitat R. and Its  Klickitat CKCD 16,800 11,720 12,305 Should apply to DOE for
Tributaries funding
9089 Classify Riparian and Wetland Vegetation in the Columbia  Lower Mid-Columbia WDNR 59,421 28,221 48,867 Endnote 4
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ID Title Subregion Sponsor Solicited* FY00 FYO01 Notes
Basin of Wash. Mainstem
9159 Rock Creek Watershed Assessment and Restoration Project  Rock Creek YIN 266,106 289,000 289,000 Fund at reduced level dueto
budget constraints
9032 Teach Adults to Become Holistic Master Watershed Stewards Y akima GCEE 81,791 84,245 86,772 Endnote(s) 1,4
9065 Little Naches Streambank Restoration Y akima USFS 24,240 0 0 Endnote 5
9068 Improve Stream Habitat Through Reduction in Farm Runoff ~ Yakima BCD 1,925,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9069 Enhance Upper Y akima River Basin Fish Habitat Yakima KCCD 500,000 5,500 5,500 Endnote(s) 5,7
9070 Improve Water Quality Through Sedimentation and Nutrient Y akima SYCD 200,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
Reduction
9071 Improve Y akima River Water Quality Y akima RSBOJC 100,000 75,000 50,000 Endnote(s) 5,7
9072 Improve Return Flow Water Quality Yakima RSBOJC 105,000 1,700,000 1,700,000 Endnote(s) 5,7
9073 Improve Water Quality Monitoring Program Y akima RSBOJC 50,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9074 Construct Sediment Settling Basins Yakima RSBOJC 300,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9075 Construct Wetlands Yakima RSBOJC 100,000 50,000 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9076 Evauate Return Flow Recovery Yakima RSBOJC 50,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9109 Acquisition of Water and Floodplain Fisheries Habitat inthe Yakima YIN 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 Endnote 7
YakimaBasin
9114 Stabilizing Stream Channelsin the Cabin Creek Watershed ~ Yakima USFS 86,000 60,000 50,000 Endnote(s) 4,5,7
9158 Little Naches River Riparian and In-Channel Habitat Yakima YIN 90,470 90,000 90,000 Endnote 5
Enhancement Project
9160 Construct Sediment Settling Basin Yakima KRD 5,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9161 Improve Return Flow Water Quality From Farms Yakima KRD 22,000 20,000 20,000 Endnote(s) 5,7
9162 Improve Water Quality Monitoring Program Y akima KRD 10,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 5,7
9705200 Enhancement Between Selah and Union Gaps Y akima YIN 474,240 250,000 250,000 Endnote 7
9705300 Toppenish-Simcoe Instream Flow Restoration Y akima YIN 500,002 300,000 49,000 Endnote 7
Subregion: Upper Mid-Columbia
9031 Implement Entiat Model Watershed Plan Entiat CCCD 199,628 210,000 180,000 Need better explanation of
expected benefits
9015 Enhance and Protect Fisheriesin the Wolf Creek Watershed = Methow WCRD 549,300 549,300 0 Budget reduction
justification forthcoming
9024 Methow Tributaries Fish Passage M ethow USFS 5,700 0 0 Endnote 5
9025 Prevent Mortality in Methow Endangered and Proposed Fish  Methow USFS 25,000 0 0 Endnote 5
9026 Expand Respect the River Methow USFS 34,000 18,000 18,000 Endnote 5

* Thisisthe sponsor-solicited budget; CBFWA funding recommendation will be determined as funds become available
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ID Title Subregion Sponsor Solicited* FY00 FYO01 Notes
9027 Prevent Pollution of Methow River Methow USFS 14,600 0 0 Endnote 5
9028 Reduce Sediment in Frazer Creek, Beaver Creek, Methow Methow USFS 37,673 0 0 Endnote 5
9039 Increase Stream Flow in the Methow River and Provide M ethow 14,840 0 0 Pending
Trail-Based Recreation
9086 Coordinate Assessment and Prioritization of Key Habitatsin ~ Methow PWI 599,000 640,000 50,000 Endnote 7
Methow Basin
9097 Methow Basin Side Channel Habitat Construction M ethow YIN 525,000 435,000 435,000 Pending
9155 Establish the Methow Watershed Council Methow 58,076 58,075 58,075 Endnote 7
9017 Improve Anadromous Fish Habitat and Passagein Omak Cr  Okanogan CCT 246,180 246,180 121,180 Budget constraints
9050 Remove 23 Migrational Barriers and Restore Riparian Wenatchee USFWS 200,000 0 0 Endnote 7
V egetation on Chumstick
Subregion: Upper Columbia
9018 Assess Habitat for Anadromous Fish Upriver of Chief Joseph Upper Columbia CCT 171,900 171,900 131,900 Endnote 7
Dam Mainstem
Subregion: Lower Snake
9082 Evaluate Feed Strategies to Reduce Residualism & Promote  Clearwater IFRO-USF 388,200 388,200 388,200 Pending
Smolting in Stlhd WS
9163 West Fork Squaw Creek Fish Passage Project Clearwater USFS 100,000 0 0 Defer
9607706 Restore Lolo Watershed Clearwater USFS 87,635 90,000 90,000 Defer
9607707 Restore Squaw and Papoose Watersheds Clearwater USFS 106,925 100,000 100,000 Defer
9090 Recondition Wild Steelhead Kelts For Repeat Spawning Lower Snake CRITFC 56,660 85,741 13,635 Potential ESA need
Mainstem
9014 Restore Habitat within Dredge Tailings on the Yankee Fork ~ Salmon SBT, IDFG 202,260 900,000 500,000 Defer pending availablity of
Salmon River funds
9121 Assesment Salmon River Subbasin Samon NPT 27,083 0 0 Pending
9151 Assess Adult Steelhead Escapement in the Secesh River Samon NPT 65,494 60,000 0 Defer
System
9008 Eval. of Fall Chinook Production & Habitat Conditionsin Tucannon WDFW 91,928 96,524 101,351 Not urgent enough yet -
Lw.Tucannon River defer
Subregion: Systemwide
9049 Feasibility Study for a State-Wide Water Quality Data Sharing Systemwide 66,375 37,843 0 Pending

* Thisisthe sponsor-solicited budget; CBFWA funding recommendation will be determined as funds become available
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ID Title Subregion Sponsor Solicited* FY00 FYO01 Notes

Mechanism
9083 Develop Tools to Evaluate the Effects of Selective Fisheries  Systemwide NOAA 189,200 250,000 0 Pending
on Chinook
9099 Educate Landowners and Agencies on Salmon Stream Systemwide OSU Ext 838,111 744,387 698,582 Pending
Restoration Methods
9142 Produce Watershed Analysis Procedure for Salmon Habitat ~ Systemwide CRITFC 148,886 62,036 0 Pending
Restoration
9143 Evaluate Disease I nteractions Between Wild and Hatchery Systemwide OosuU 284,588 294,405 285,820 Pending
Salmonids
9147 Prioritize Research and Restoration Needs for Pacific Lamprey Systemwide ODFW 21,205 2,500 0 Pending - need to compare
work with other lamprey
projects
9148 Develop Open Formula Dietsto Yield Quality Smolts Systemwide 104,436 98,436 86,586 Pending
Anadromous Fish total: 16,747,306 14,215,241 11,578,766
Resident Fish Projects
Subregion: Upper Columbia
9502700 Assess Limiting Factors of the Lake Roosevelt White Upper Columbia STOI 264,000 264,000 264,000
Sturgeon Population Mainstem
Subregion: Lower Snake
9056 Evaluate Status of White Sturgeon in the Hells Canyon Reach Snake River Drainage, IDFG 102,180 107,320 112,690
Snake River, ID Idaho
Subregion: Upper Snake
9020 Genetic Analysis of Native Fish on the Duck Valey Indian ~ Owyhee SPT 150,000 150,000 150,000
Reservation
9093 Consumptive Sturgeon Fishery-Hells Canyon and Oxbow Snake NPT 250,000 250,000 250,000 Fund project in FY99 as
Reservoirs soon as money is identified
inthe BPA Quarterly
Review
Resident Fish total: 766,180 771,320 776,690

Wildlife Projects

* Thisisthe sponsor-solicited budget; CBFWA funding recommendation will be determined as funds become available Tier 2 Projects 42



ID

Title Subregion Sponsor Solicited* FY00 FYO01 Notes

Subregion: Lower Snake
9096 Northeast Oregon Wildlife Mitigation O&M Trust Fund Grande Ronde NPT 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,158,766 To be funded at $3,392,822

only if substantial additional
funds become available.
Caucus is drafting
programmatic policy on trust
funds.

Wildlife total: 1,200,000 1,200,000 1,158,766

Endnotes:. Anadromous Fish Managers Reasons for not Funding Projects

1.
2.

3.

0N

Not urgent. Proposed activities would not produce significant near-term survival improvement nor risk alost opportunity within the next 1-3 years.

Duplicates ongoing work. Some or all of proposed activities are similar or identical to work already funded. Better knowledge or coordination of past or ongoing projects
would have reduced or eliminated project need.

Did not respond adequately to technical criteria. Proposal was either incomplete but did not provide adequate information to determine whether technical criteria were met, or
was complete but did not meet technical criteria

Questionable management value. Proposal was either incomplete but did not provide adequate information to determine whether management criteria were met or complete
but did not meet critical management criteria.

In-lieu funding issue. Proposed tasks appear to be "in lieu of other expenditures authorized or required from other entities under other agreements or provisions of law™.
(Section 4.(h)(10)(A) of PNW Power Act).

Cost issues. Proposed budget and/or out-year costs were unknown or judged to be high in relation to the cost of similar projects or activities.

Budget constraints. Proposal was found to be technically sound and appropriate but was deferred because other work was judged more urgent and funds were not adequate
for all needed work.

* Thisisthe sponsor-solicited budget; CBFWA funding recommendation will be determined as funds become available Tier 2 Projects 43



Table5. FY99 Tier 3 Projects (Not Recommended)

Sorted by Caucus, Subregion and Subbasin

ID Title Subregion Sponsor Soliticed FY00 FYO1 Notes
Anadromous Fish Projects
Subregion: Lower Columbia
9123 Restore Chinook Watershed Chinook 334,750 334,750 200,000 Endnote(s) 1,3,4,6
9088 Implement Best Management Practices Cowlitz CCD and 98,211 75,000 75,000 Endnote 4
WCD
9127 Development of a Cowlitz Watershed Management Plan Cowlitz 58,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 1,2,4
9058 Restore Chinook Passage into Woodard Creek & Enhance Lower Columbia CRGNSA 87,624 21,760 18,684
Habitat Mainstem
9135 Assess Impacts of Hydro Operations on Mainstem Habitats ~ Lower Columbia USGS - 138,552 250,000 250,000 Endnote 1
for Fish Mainstem, Lower CRRL
Snake
Subregion: Lower Mid-Columbia
9040 Central Oregon Watershed Enhancement and Outreach Deschutes OSU Ext 206,231 139,538 0 Endnote(s) 1,5,7
9303000 Buck Hollow Watershed Enhancement Deschutes WCSWCD 99,961 90,000 0 Endnote(s) 3,4
9091 South Tower Fire Recovery Projects John Day USFS 145,000 145,000 145,000 Endnote(s) 5,3
8400800 North Fork John Day Habhitat Improvement John Day USFS 30,000 26,000 26,000 Endnote(s) 5,4
9066 Protect Klickitat River and Wind River Salmonids Klickitat WDFW 224,161 0 0 Endnote 4
9080 Incidence and Effects of Gas Bubble Traumaon Salmonid & Lower Mid-Columbia USGS-BRD 195,616 198,000 160,000 Endnote(s) 1,4
Resident Fish Mainstem
9141 Strategies For Riparian Recovery: Plant Succession & Salmon Umatilla OosuU 401,678 378,000 396,900
9164 Analyze Ahtanum Creek Storage Project Yakima AID 2,921,000 0 0 Endnote(s) 1,4
Subregion: Upper Mid-Columbia
9054 Reduce Erosion, Identify Access and Improve... at Bonn. Wenatchee USFS 111,600 55,000 170,000 Need to fund from the
Power Line Corridor transmission side rather than
the power side of BPA
Subregion: Lower Snake
9118 Restore West Fork Little Bear Creek For Steelhead Clearwater PCEI 517,000 50,000 20,000 Endnote 1
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ID Title Subregion Sponsor Soliticed FY00 FYO1 Notes

9029 Monitoring Water Quality With Data Collection Platforms Grande Ronde 366,000 300,000 350,000 Endnote(s) 1,2,4
9085 Propagate Native Plant Species for Revegetation & Riparian  Grande Ronde USFWS 47,092 86,810 85,000 Endnote(s) 5,7
Restoration Proj
9119 Public-Private Cooperative Resource Mgmt in Lower Joseph  Grande Ronde 32,220 0 0 Endnote(s) 1,2,3,4
Cr Watershed
9016 Research/Evaluate Restoration of NE Ore Streams and Grande Ronde, John OSU/Uof 287,574 302,710 318,642 Endnote(s) 1,2,4
Develop Mgmt Guidelines Day, Umétilla 0]
9034 Reduce Sediment Déelivery From Kline Mountain Road to the Salmon USFS, 307,042 0 0 Endnote 5
S.F. Salmon River. BNF,
Cascade
RD
9051 Stabilize Blowout Creek (South Fork of Meadow Creek) Samon USFS 335,117 18,590 3,590 Endnote(s) 1,3,4,5
9152 Feasibility of Sockeye Reintroduction to Wallowaand Warm Salmon NPT 260,300 205,000 0 Endnote(s) 1,4
Lakes
9030 Etiology of Headburns in Returning Adult Salmonids Snake AQT 119,097 123,860 128,815 Might be considered under

new steelhead ESA
Subregion: Upper Snake

9022 Reintroduction of Salmon & Steelhead - Mary's Cr. & Owyhee Owyhee SPT 153,200 153,200 153,200 Not feasible at thistime

R.
Subregion: Systemwide

9047 Use Unsteady Flow to Aid Mainstem Passage of Junenile Mainstem ORNL 199,700 190,000 0 Endnote(s) 1,4
Salmonids

9077 Evaluation of Interactions between American Shad and Mainstem USGSBRD 547,634 600,000 650,000 Endnote 4
Salmonin ColumbiaR

9078 Water Temperature Effects on Fall Chinook Salmon in the Mainstem USGS 700,000 70,000 70,000 Endnote 7
Snake & ColumbiaR

9108 Evaluate Strobe Lights as a Juvenile Salmonid Guidance Mainstem WDFW 1,187,700 1,014,000 729,200 Endnote(s) 1,4
Behaviora Tool

9112 Numerical Evaluation of Flow Modification on Salmonid Mainstem UMich 172,000 0 0 Endnote 4
Migration

8910800 Monitor and Evaluate M odeling Support Mainstem uw 411,656 400,000 400,000 Duplicates 9700200

9105100 Monit