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ISRP Comment #1:

The reviewers were concerned that only brook trout would benefit from proposed projects in Deer Creek watershed.

Response #1:

The main benefits that this project will provide are improved water quality and improved wetland capacity, with associated benefits to flow regimes and wildlife habitat.  Bull trout, chinook and steelhead use have been documented below the falls on Deer Creek.  Limiting factors in the watershed to anadromous fish include high water temperatures and sediment.  The sources of thermal loading and sediment are in the upper watershed above the falls.  So while the only fish to benefit in the actual project areas are brook trout, the most important beneficiaries are the anadromous fish species and bull trout below the falls.  They will benefit from improved habitat conditions due to improved water quality.  Additionally, increase protection of wetlands in the upper watershed will provide increased hydrologic retention in the upper watershed, increasing late summer flows when temperatures are at their worst.  The wetlands will also provide valuable, high quality wildlife habitat.  

ISRP Comment #2:

Reviewers were concerned that Idaho Fish and Game and other management entities did not advocate for EAWS preparation.

Response #2

A meeting was held in June with NPT staff, Idaho Fish and Game and Idaho Department of Lands staff working in the Deer Creek watershed.  The consensus of that meeting was that the next step was to develop an EAWS to determine implementation steps. There was also general agreement that fencing would be an appropriate step to take while the assessment process was underway to determine if more intensive steps needed to be taken.  The consensus was that more data needed to be collected and analyzed before more intensive restoration implementation was to occur.  The EAWS will be carried out by the NPT and private contractors.  Exact relationships with IDFG and other agency staff have yet to be determined, although they will undoubtedly participate in the project.

Assessment involvement is an important starting point and if identified within many documents as an important first step. The Ecosystem Analysis at the Watershed Scale that is proposed in this project will be completed at a finer watershed scale.  The process for completing this analysis will follow the six-step process found in the Federal Guide for Watershed Analysis (Revised, August 1995, Version 2.2).    

The NMFS Biological Opinion Reasonable and Prudent Alternative 154 states that BPA shall work with the NWPPC to ensure development of subbasin and watershed assessment and plans, and to help fund watershed plan implementation.  It states that action agencies will work with other Federal agencies to ensure that subbasin and watershed assessments and plans are coordinated across non-Federal and Federal land ownerships and programs.  

The Northwest Power Planning Council’s 1994 Fish and Wildlife Program Section 7.6C, Coordinated Habitat Planning, gives direction to complete watershed assessments so that recovery plans can be designed for the needs of each stream.  It states that local watershed committees and public land managers should cooperate to assess watershed health on a stream-reach-by-stream-reach basis, and only with such assessments can recovery plans be designed for the needs of each stream.  

ISRP Comment #3:

Reviewers were concerned that this project was not coordinated with the Resident Fish Substitution Program plans for a reservoir in Deer Creek.  

Response #3:

Our understanding is that this project is no longer viable and that a reservoir will not be built in Deer Creek watershed.

ISRP Comment #4:

Reviewers were concerned that the option of buying out the grazing lease instead of building fence had not been considered.  

Reponse #4:

The initial project funded by BPA in 1999 was ended because the reservoir was determined to be too expensive. We do not want to get this proposal at too high of a cost so we did not look at land acquisition. The Nez Perce Tribe has put together a list of lands that could be potentially purchased and within this watershed there are sections that could be purchased in the future. At this point the land we were going to fence was not listed to be purchased in the next 2 years so the fencing would address the problem until such a time as the tribal organization moves forward with the land purchase.

