Prospectus Template

For

GRMW BiOp Projects
	Overview Information

	Project Name:  Catherine Creek Godley Ditch Fish Passage

	Sponsor Name: Grande Ronde Model Watershed Foundation

	Technical contact name, phone # & email:
Lyle Kuchenbecker    541-663-0570    lyle@grmw.org


	Project Objectives (bullets, 1 to 2 sentence description):
· Restore year-long fish passage to all life stages of all native fish species.


	Stream Name:   Catherine Creek

	Tributary to:   Grande Ronde River

	Species benefited:  Snake River spring Chinook & summer steelhead, bull trout, all other native species


	Miles/acres/feet to be restored by this project: partial passage for about 30 miles

	Estimated total cost:  $120,000                       GRMW BiOp funding request*:  $120,000

	Anticipated project start & end date:   7/1/2010 – 8/15/2010

	* Cost share is not required, but may affect project ranking with relation to cost/benefit of project actions.
	


	Project Characteristics

	Brief Project Description (What are you proposing to do?  1- 3 paragraphs, a more detailed description will be submitted under the proposal process):

	Replace an existing leaky check board system on an existing concrete diversion and compliment with a fishway that meets current passage criteria.  The existing concrete wall be removed and replaced with a structure that allows for complete sealing off of water, a low-flow channel and an adjacent fishway. 


	Limiting Factors from Recovery Plan or Subbasin Plan addressed by project:

	Fish passage


	Relation of Project to Other Planned, Ongoing, or Completed Restoration Projects (1-2 sentences.  Is the project part of a multi-phase effort, is this work tying to previous work in the watershed/stream):

	Catherine Creek has nine major irrigation diversions. This is one of the last two that have not been rebuilt or modified.  This structure is a partial barrier to juvenile salmonids, and in particularly low-flow years may be a complete barrier to juveniles for up to two months.  Passage projects are complimentary to the many habitat projects that have been done on Catherine Creek and tributaries.


	List permits needed to implement project and at what phase you are at in obtaining the permits:

	None are done:

ESA consultation
DSL & COE  permits

SHPO Cultural Resource Section 106 clearance 


	Landowner Participation (Has the landowner been contacted and supportive of project, are they contributing to the project): 

	No,  but they will likely be supportive.  

Not monetarily but they will contribute by letting us work on their diversion


	Identify any major issues to implementation and approach to issue resolution:

	Obtaining permits in a timely manner (DSL, COE)
Conclusion of ESA consultation in a timely manner (NOAA)
The only approach that we as sponsors can take to resolve ESA consultation issues is to attempt to address problems through pre-consultation dialogue, redesign if necessary, and submit BA’s in a timely manner.  For permits we can strive to submit applications as soon as we can.  We feel the major problem is poor response time on the part of the regulatory agencies.

Resolution of both of these issues has been discussed for years without results.  It has reached a critical point now that there is an accelerated program of BiOp projects, and will quite likely be a significant impediment to accomplishing BiOp projects unless something is done at higher levels, ie. more regulatory agency resources, relaxed standards.   



