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Abstract
Final Report
Contract # FG 8145 WR
May 1. 1999 to May 31, 2000

This abstract covers ihe activities of the Scott River Watershed Council ( Council) from January
|, 2000 to May 31, 2000. The abstract and report for the first eight months (May 1. 199% 1o
December 31, 1999) is included in the attached Final Report for US Fish and Wildlife Service
which was a matching funder of the Council for the period of May 1. 1999 to May 31, 2000
That report includes background of the organization, staff description, and the happenings of the
Council for the first eight months.

The Council has held monthly meetings from January to May 2000. All meetings included a
business portion and an educational portion except for the April meeting which was purely for
project prioritization and May meeting which was purely educational. The agendas and minutes
of those meetings are included in this report. The Council Coordinator’s reports presented af
those meetings are also included.

All six subcommittees (Community Relations, Education, Fish, Land, Monitoring, and Water
Committees), the Technical Committee, and the Executive Committee all met monthiy also with
a couple of exceptions. The notes on nearly all those meetings are also included in this report.

Two workshops have been held in the five month period from January to May. Dr. Richard
Miller, Oregon State University directed a workshop and field trip for landowners on juniper
management, and Dr. Ken Tate went with landowners on a field trip to the Moffett Creek
watershed and, along with a spaghetti feed, sponsored by the Council, talked to an audience of
over fiftv people about landowner sediment and water temperature monitoring and its benefits
Jeading up to the TMDL process.

Also included in this report are the two newsletters, newspaper articles and announcements, and
current project list.

Since the upheaval in November 1999, the Council has settled somewhat into a rhythm.
Participation has been good, but the members are still seeking a wider community involvement.
A cross-section of interests is still at the table, although people are representing themselves
rather than organizations, with the exception of agency representatives. Standing Committees are
where the most action is taking place. That seems to dissipate the friction which was prevalent
hetween 1992 and 1999 in the Council meetings. Also, the work of the Technical Committee has
been crucial to the success of the CRMP/Council over the last year and a half Having a group of
professionals on which to depend for advice reduces some contention.

The process to develop a Scott River Subbasin Strategic Action Plan (Plan) has begun and has a
scheduled finish date of January 31, 2002. The processes that have been at work to gather the
information for the Plaw are described in this report.

Council discussions are always lively. The tone has stayed positive and optimistic about the
development of the Plan. The Coordinator works hard to keep channels of communication open.
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Standing Committees (Community Relations, FEducation, Fish, Land, Monitoring, and Water
Committees) have been doing the work of the Council since January 1, 2000 They have dealt
with project proposal development, educational events, and are presently working on gathering
mformation for planning. Most of the committees, where a CRMP precedent exists, are using the
CRMP plans for guidance until the Plan is written. The new committees have written their goals
and objectives, which can be found in the various committee meeting notes.

Several educational speakers have been invited to regular meetings:

January 2000: Dr, Sari Sommarstrom spoke on her study of watershed groups their efficacy and
gave recommendations to the Council based on her study.

February 2000: Dr. Ron Iverson spoke on the subbasin planning expectations of the Klamath
Basin Fisheries Task Force.

March 2000: Richard Vanderwater, USFS, spoke on the capabilities of GIS.

Two workshops/field trips were held, one in March and one in May. Dr. Richard Miller,
Oregon State University juniper specialist, did a slide presentation and went out on the ground
with twenty (20) landowners and interested parties on March 8, 2000 to discuss the juniper
intrusion into the dry, east hills of the Scott Valley. He dispelled many false beliefs and informed
the public on many interesting aspects of juniper. See attached itinerary in Section I'V.

The May 30™ field trip and presentation by Dr. Ken Tate, UC Extension, Davis, Watershed
Specialist, was about the TMDL process and landowner monitoring of sediment and water
temperatures. The field trip was attended by six Moffett Creek landowners and the presentation
was attended by over 50 people, mostly landowners. Dr. Tate’s message was loud and clear:
Landowners had best monitor their own sediment and water temperatures to see that they do not
have a non-point source of pollution on their property.

Four Subwatershed Landowner Groups have been active. The Moffett Creek landowners have
had a meeting and several attended two field trips in their area. The Sugar Creek water user
group have met several times and developed a project proposal to pipe their water diversions in
order to save water to instream flows. The Tailings Landowners have met several times to
discuss a prospective restoration project which would provide flood piain in the area and, thus,
dissipate hydrological energy in flood stage to reduce the bedload it contributes to the Scott
River below. The Shackleford/Mill landowners have met once to seek alternatives to gravel
push-up dams to divert water. In their efforts to comply with the 1603 permit requirements. they
have had a difficult time finding methods acceptable to the CDFG.

The Council has decided on a process and time line to develop the Seotr River Subbasin
Strategic Action Plan. The Council, committees. and community are to collect all and any
pertinent information that could be used in such a plan from May to December 2000. At that
point the hope is that the Council will have acquired funds to hire a technical writer/planner to go



through all the information and seek any other that may be available. Then he/she will write the
Plan with help and coordination from the Council and Coordinator. The draft plan would be
distributed in eight months™ time to the public for review, The final draft will be done by January
2002,

The Council has had the help of Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State University graduate student in
mapping Himiting factors to a healthy anadromous fish population and a healthy watershed. The
community has been invited into this process, but mostly agency biologists and Siskiyou RCD
personnel have attended the first three meetings. The process will continue throughout the
summer of 2000 The information will be very useful for the Plan. See the most current
information in Section V.

The Budget did not differ much from what was propoesed. It turned out a little short in
transportation because many more committee meetings were held than had been in the past.

In-kind funds exceeded what was proposed because many more volunteer person-hours were
spent due to the many committee meetings. In addition, the Coordinator has housed Carlin Finke
on several occasions which were not proposed as matching.

In conclusion, the Council is off to a new start and humming along. The planning process and
the education process are the most beneficial pieces of the Council. A libertarian and property
rights advocate, well known 1n the Scott Valley, stood up in front of a crowd of people and
praised the professionals on the Fish Commttee and thanked them for all he had learned. He is
the executive representative to the Council from that committee.
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Abstract for Final Report for # 99-PC-01

This seven-month period has been. 1o say the least. marked by transition. The Scott River
Wararshed CRMP (Coordinared Resource Management Planning) Council has become the Scott
River Watershed Council (Council) as of November 16, 1999 That name change is a sign of
much deeper changes in the process. That change 15 the result of a stalemate and lack of
participation, which were described in the last final report for this organization,

The steps in the changes in the Council are the following:

1 In May and June 1999 two special, facilitated meetings were held o heip the Council to
get past the problems of stalemate and dropping participation.

In July the facilitator made recommendations, based on a survey which participants had
filled out.

In September the Council nominated an Ad hoc Committee to address needed changes in
the CRMP Council process taking into consideration the facilitator’s recommendations.
4. The Ad hoc Commirtee returned in November with considerable suggested changes in the
process including changing to a smaller number of voting members and using a super-
majority vote rather than consensus for actions. One CRMP Council voung member did
not vote to approve the new process as a work-in-progress. Another Council member
made a motion to continue the CRMP as it had been operating. Two voting members did
not approve that motion. The CRMP Council dissolved and ten minutes later the Scout
River Watershed Council formed and voted to use the CRMP’s Ad hoc Committee’s
recommendations as a beginning point for the new group.

The Council has had considerably better landowner participation since November. The
group has been working under the new process and revising it simultaneouslv. The new
energy is encouraging, but the prospect of starting over on all aspects of the process
would be discouraging. I am confident that the members who have stayed with the
process through the changes will help to retain the good parts of the CRMP Council.
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The usual level of educational workshops, educational presentations, and committes work has
ot been maintained in the last six months because of the lack of participation early on and the
recent need to focus on rebuilding the process. )
Although planning efforts have been minimal within the Council, the Coordinator has been
working regularly with the Technical Work Group and the Humboldt State University Natural
Resource Department of Planning and Interpretation. A community mapping exercise led by
Humboldt State graduate student Carlin Finke has involved a local group of agency and
community people familiar with the Scott W atershed in identifying limiting factors for
anadromous fish and locating them on maps.

The success of the Council in resolving resource problems in the Scott River Watershed rests
first of all in the participation of the community. If they are not involved, the Council is defunct.
The new Council is presently made up of new and old members. Committee sign-ups are good. If
that energy can be maintained, I am confident that the Council can move forward in ther
restoration efforts of fish and other resources.
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED (CRMP) COUNCIL

Final Report
May 1, 1999 — December 31, 1999

The Scott River Watershed CRMP Council {CRMP) was originallv made up of 18 members who
represented landowners, agencies, and a cross-section of interest groups in the Scott River
watershed. The CRMP used the consensus process to make decisions in order to solve some of
the local natural resource problems by developing plans. by developing restoration projects
guided by those plans, and by seeking funding for those projects which are then implemented by
the SiSlleDU Resource Conservation District (RCD). The process was open to the community at
large although they had no voting power unless they became members according 1o the Bylaws.
approved by the CRMP in August 1999.

The CRMP actually dissolved on November 16,1999, That dissolution because of its very short
term could be likened to a “control, alt, delete” move. The new Scott River Watershed Council
(Council) began its process ten minutes later. The Siskiyou RCD has, by resolution decided to
sponsor and administer the new Council and its operations as it did the previous CRMP. The new
and still evolving process of the Council dominates the content of this report.

BACKGROUND

The first “official” CRMP meeting was held on September 3, 1992 with monthly meetings being
held since then. This is the sixth CRMP Final Report to be submitted to the US Fish and Wiidlife
Service since the founding of the CRMP. Complete background information can be found in the

four premous Final Reports. This report covers a time period of seven months, May 1, 1999 10

December 31, 1999 the seventh funding cycle provided by the Klamath Fisheries Restoration
Program. The Siskivou RCD identifies the project as CRMP VIL

ORGANIZATION AND PROCESS
Membership

The CRMP Council was officially made up of eighteen (18) voting members of whom only six
(6) were participating actively enough to retain voting rights in November.

The new Council is made up of members who do not represent specific organizations except in
the case of agency folks, who are serving in an advisory capacity and represemnting their
respective agencies. The group has mscussed but has not yet figured out how to show the multi-
interest nature of the organization. It has been suggested that people proclaim their own interests
(e.g. rancher, environmentalist, timber owner, etc). It has been my observation thus far that all
interests are fairly well represented. Committees, which will be meeting for the first ime at the
end of January and the beginning of February, have been given direction to seek multi-interest
representation if it does not alreadv exist among the volunteers.

Lot



Meetings

The regular meetings of the full CRMP and the new Counci] have been held the third Tuesdav of
everv month at 7 PM alternating berween the United Methodist Church in Ema and the For
Jones Community Center The Exescunive Committee, presently an interim group of Council
members. RCD staff and the Council coordinator. meets every month 1o set the agenda after
input from the full Council

Sometimes a publicized, educaticnal portion of the meering precedes the business. Mestings are
alwavs open to the public

CRMP (Council) Staff

Three part-time people and one full-time person provide the staffing for the Council. The
Council Project Manager oversees the Council’s administrative and budget needs, takes notes for
and writes up the minutes of meetings. The Council Project Manager 1s also the Siskivou RCD
District Manager. Carolvn Pimentel currently holds this position.

The Council Program Coordinator 1$ responsible for “moving the vision™ of the Council by
means of a varietv of tasks and strategies (See Secuon #1 for description of job tasks). Jennifer
{Jeffy) Davis Marx 15 the current Coordinator and has held the position since February 1996

(Grarv Black has been a Council Project Coordinator since May 1995, His task is to coordinate
Council project implementation through the RCD. Gary’s direct involvement in Council for the
purpose of planning and project development 1s funded by the Klamath Fisheries Restoration
Program and the California Department of Fish and Game. the various projects sponsored by the
Council and RCD fund most of his position.

Lorrie Bundy has been a project coordinator since April 1997, Since Lorrie has a degree in
Environmental Engineering and Math Analvsis, she takes responsibility for many of the
technical aspects of the planning process and projects such as monitoring and fish screen design.
She has been instrumental in organizing and administering the CRMP Monitoring Committee
and has been very actively involved in the Water Commuittee. Lorrie also wrote the proposal for a
three-year monitoring program recently funded by the Califormia Department of Fish and Game.

The newest RCD project coordinator, Warren Farnam has focused his efforts mostly on upland
sediment reduction projects and on a Council/RCD project funded by the Klamath Basin
Fisheries Task Force which is promoting water conservation through improving irrigation
practices. Warren attends Council and Upland Committee meetings.

The Council funding also has helped fund an AmeriCorps volunteer, Danielle Quiglev, who. on a
part time basis, is helping with the implementation of the Etna High School Resource
Educational project, coordinated by Abner Weed. and coordinating the resource education with
the Siskivou RCD. She has spent many hours running things and people down around Etna High
School to keep the program running smoothly. She will be helping to guide an Emna High student
in finishing the Etma High School’s resource webpage. Danielie has skilis in water chemistry and
GPS usage, which are helping with both the training of the students and the implementation of
Council/RCD projects.



Funding Sources

The Klamath Fisheries Restoration Program has been the principal funding source for the CRMP
in 1999 The California Department of Conservation funded the organization of subwatershed
landowner groups through the end of 1999 as well as some equipment to be used for the
educational purposes. The California Department of Fish and Game has committed $20.000 0
Council for the 1999-2000 fiscal vear. That funding 1s what the Council will be operating with
from January 1. 2000 untl June 1, 2000

Committees

Some of the CRMP subcommittess continued 10 work together through the transition period
from June 1999 to November 1999, but many were not active for lack of participating members.
An Ad hoc Committee arose to address the special needs.

The Upland Committee met once in the summer and once for a field trip this fall to look at some
tand up McConaughy Gulch. where there is opportunity for vegetation conversion. Historically
there were spring tanks which were full most of the year.

The Water Committee has cominued to meet to develop a work pian for 2000, Let’s hope that all
the work they have done to revise the Fall Flows Action Plan 1s recognized by the new Council.

The initiation of the Technical Committee was the single most important action taken by the
CRMP Council in 1999 That committee has met for some reviewing and revising of the project
rating process and thev rated few projects in August 1999 They will be an integral part of the
Watershed Council.

An Ad hoc Committee, which volunteered to address needed changes in the Council structure, is
to be applauded for their dedication and vision. They met intensively through September,
October, and November to come up with a process which would work for all. and they, as
individuals, are still working with the Council to adapt it to the needs of all.

EDUCATION/OUTREACH

Educational/informational News Articles: The Coordinator writes monthly articles for the
local Pioneer Press, which inform the public of the activities and some of the issues of the
Council. In addition, articles announcing educational events and describing projects and
programs of the Council and RCD are published fairly often, probably not often enough in the
recent months. again, because of the transition period.

Stream Care Guide: The CRMP approved the printing of a stream care guide on the grounds
that additional funding could be found to do so. The Siskivou County Fish and Game
Commission and the NRCS are in the process of considering paying $500 each to be matched by
a 3300 contribution by the Council.

Fair Booth: A Siskivou County fair booth was set up in August 1999 for the Fair. The booth,
because of the fair theme, emphasized the history of conservation in the Scott River watershed
and specifically that which had been accopmplished by the Siskivou RCD (also tumed 30 years
old in 1999) and the Scott River Watershed CRMP. The booth won second prize in its category.

LA



Invited Speakers at regular meetings:

The CRMP had far fewer than the usual number of educational speakers because many times

when the Coordinator brought up the prospect, the Executive Committee opted to deal with the

immediate internal problems instead.

* [Freda Walker Freda, who has served as meeting facifitator on a regular basis in the past,
came 1o several meetings 10 help the group to get past gridlock. Freda met with the CRMP on
June 2, 1999 in a special meeting to discuss the results of a survev which she had sent out 10
members and participants. In August, Freda submitted a list of recommendations for the
CRMP’s direction, based on the previous discussions and survey (See Section 111}

+ Jim Depree, Siskivou County Resource Specialist, spoke to the CRMP at the August meeting
abeut the County’s projected groundwater management plan. Afterward the CRMP approved
a letter directed to the County to encourage an “acceleration of the process” (See Section IV

*  Avideo entitled Crafiing Institutions for Self-Governing Irrigation Svstems was shown at the
October meeting because of interest in the CRMP sponsoring an often- discussed Water
Users group. Although consensus on this matter was never reached. it is still on the table.
The new Water Committee will be addressing it, I am sure.

+ Although Sari Sommarsirom was going to speak on her study of watershed groups and their
effectiveness a lot earlier, she finally presented in January 2000, after the close of this
funding. Her suggestions are and will be of great benefit to the transforming Council.

Landowner Appreciation Dinner: The CRMP sponsored a Landowner Appreciation Dinner on
November 10, 1999 at the Greenview Grange. The purpose of the dinner is to show appreciation
to those landowners who participate in restoration projects. The educational porion was an
excellent presentation by Andrew Eller who gave a two-screen (one with GIS mapping and
photos, the other with charts and statistics) analysis of the riparian planting portion of the Fay
Lane Riparian Restoration Project funded by Cantara and the Wiidlife Conservation Board.

Newsletters: One newsletter was published in July 1999, Another edition will be published ar
the beginning of February 2000 (See Section IT).

Workshops: Because of the turmoil and lack of participation within the organization through

this period, no workshops were held. The previous periods had been packed with six or seven
workshops, and we are starting up again as [ write.

Subwatershed Landowner Groups: The CRMP Coordinator has been facilitating four
subwatershed landowner groups formally: Shackieford/Mill, Moffett Creek. South Fork of the
Scott, and the Tailings Landowner Group. In addition. the Sugar Creek diverters have recently

met to work on a project to pipe ditches. These groups offer an excellent forum for project
planning and development.

¢ The Shackleford/Mill group has done some informal planning and many projects have been
implemented in the watershed (riparian restoration, fish screens. and road improvement to
abate sediment transport to stream).

+ An Upland Gross Assessment project has been funded in Moffett Creek by the State Water
Quality Contro! Board, partly as a result of the landowner group’s input.

+ The South Fork Group is working on doing their own road mventorving and road
improvement, partly funded by the Task Force.

¢ The Tailings Commirtee is reviewing a project proposal to create a flood plain in the arez in
order to reduce the sediment contributions of the area to the system downstream.

0



¢ The Sugar Creek water diverters are looking for opportunities to reduce their water losses
and. in tarn, reduce therr water rights by the amount saved through efficient ransport (dcfs)

PLANNING AND IMPLEMENTATION

Subbasin Planning through the Technical Work Group and Humboldt State Universiry:
The Coordinator has continuously worked with the Technical Work Group, Dr. Yvonne Fverers,
of the NRPI Department at HSU, and Carlin Finke, a graduate student who is using her planning
assistance for the Council as part of her thesis project. Carlin has attended two CRMP/Council
meetings and met with a community group for the purpose of identifving and locating limiting
factors for anadremous fish and a healthy warershed. The process will continue through the
spring of 2000, Its purpose and what has been achieved (draft) so far can be found in Section V.

Planning within the Council: The planning piece within the Scott River Watershed Council is
just beginning. What the Council will chose to keep and what to discard of the CRMP plans is
vet to be seen. The Standing Committees will be taking a lock at the individual plans previously
written in CRMP committees, Fish Habitar and Population Plan, Fall Flows Action Plan,
Upland Plan, Agriculture Plan, and Five Year Action Plan. 1t 1s the Coordinator’s hope that the
planning processes of the Council and the TWG will coalesce in a way that will satisfv both the
Council and the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force. The community process is just so slow and
cumbersome. Now that the Council involves many new people, which is a very desirable
condition, they need to be brought up to date on the planning status and process. If that happens
too fast and without listening to each and every party on the issue, they all mav go running out
the door.

Council Projects and their Status:
The Council Coordinator, a Council member (Mary Roehrich). and an AmeriCorps steward have
continued the historical video project by filming Pinky Bill Mathews in June. Other interviews

are planned for 2000. We do not wish that the valuable information our elders hold in their
memories be lost,

A current list of projects which have been approved, prioritized, and funded through proposals
written by the Courncil and RCD can be found in Section VI

CRMP/COUNCH. FUNDING (See Budget Summary and copies of invoices in Section VII):

The CRMP VII funding cycie {325,000) from the Kiamath River Basin Fisheries Task Force has
sustained the CRMP activities from May 1, 1999 to December 31, 1999, The funding for the
months of May and December were partially sustained by previous and later funding cvcles
respectivelv. The Coordinator has also used funding through this period obrained from the
California Department of Conservation 36,000 for equipment and facilitation of subwatershed
landowner groups. '

Budget Summary

More was spent in the salaries category and less in the operations category, which covers
workshop costs, for the reasons previously explained. More staff time in the areas of committee
work, specifically Lorrie Bundy’'s help with the Monitoring and Water Committees, was also a
cause. In addition, the Coordinator has spent more time on coordinating the education project



with the schools because of a change in project coordinators and the need for extra help in that
area. Some. but not all of the Coordinator’s time was charged 10 the education project.

In-kind and matching funds have been bevond preposal estimates. The Coordinator has very
willinglv and consistentlv housed and fed the Humboldt State graduate student who is helping
with the subbasin planning. ten nights so far

The usual volunteer participation in CRMP meetings was low through the summer. but for the
last three months the Council attendance is averaging 30 people per meeting. The Ad hoc and
Execurive Committtees have made up in meeting time for the usual standing commitiees in time

committed,
CONCLUSION

The Scott River Watershed Council has entered a period of high hopes, high participation and
some new beginnings. My hope is that the Council can learn from the mistakes and achievements
of the Scott River Watershed CRMP. I see the new participation as an opportunity to reach and
to educate a wider group of community members. Sari Sommarstrom’s findings in studying
various groups were that watershed groups had 2 difficult time staying connected with the
community as a whole. and that those who reached the greatest number and cross-section ended
up with the best plans and the most effective restoration projects. I wish that result for the Scott
River Watershed Council.
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COORDINATED RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLANNING GROUP
(CRMP)

JOB DESCRIPTION
CRMP COORDINATOR

The CRMP COORDINATOR will work under the direction of the chairman of the Scott
River Watershed CRMP. The goals of the CRMP will be used 1o guide afl CRMP
acuvities. The Coordinator is the one who “manages the vision, moves the group,
and is responsible for completion of all the tasks”. The Coordinator will work
cooperatively with the Project Coordinator, Program Manager, and the Facilitator.

The Coordmator will be a consistent. familiar contact with both landowners and agsncy
personnel. The Coordinator is 1o be constantly aware that 2 great deal of tact. patience,
xnowledge, and understanding will be critical in order to create and foster the long term
relattonships necessary 1o the success of this process.

Duties will include:

Meetingos:

» CRMP meetings: coordinate with executive committes 1o help set the agenda,
arrange for a speaker, provide reports, asnesded, and publicity for the meeting.

*  Sub-Committes meetings: work with the Sub-commitiee Chatrs, provide speakers.
help with research, write reports and develop or revise Plans as needed

* RCD Board meetings: report to the Board on CRMP activities and proposals needing
their suppor.

* Task Force meetings: Defend proposals at the Technical Work Group and Task Force
meetings, promoie the CRMP at various other meetings.

Program Planning:
* Assist with fact finding, information sharing, data analysis
* Assist in developing new Plans and update existing ones

Proiects:

*  Work with Sub-committess in research and project development

» Search for funding source

» Coordinate with Project Coordinator in preparing proposals, submitting to CRMP
committee, RCD Board, and the funding agency

* Assistin documenting each project, including before and after photos



Field Trins / Warkshops:

»

Orgamze educational workshops for the CRMP group and the community, Seek
funding. select topic. secure speakers, arrange location and date. publicize, exc,
Organize informanve tours for Task Force or agencies

L ]

Write press releases  monthly

Publish a newslenter / quarteriv

Develop a dispiay for the fair booth

Give presentanons, slide shows, etc. as needed

Correspondence:

[ ]

Write letters on issues of concern as directed
Respond 10 requests for information / materials

Information Management:

»

L

Idenufy and cbtain needed reference materials. help organize office librarv
Maintain records of CRMP efforts

Record history of area through old photos, newspaper clippings, taped memories of
tocal residents

Be tramed on use of Klamath Resource Information Svstem (KRIS)

Coordinate with other CRMP Coordinators and siaff members

Assist in preparing final reports

Estimated hours / monthlv averase: 60 - 80

15 - 50 Meetngs (depends on what the Sub-commitiees want)
10 Program Planning

10-20  Projects and proposal writing

Field Trips

Publicity - PR

Correspondence

Information management

Lh
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Some months will focus more on one area than others - this is a rongh estimate.




CRMP Coordinator's Renort - 6/15/99

I Subwatershed Groups

The South Fork Landowners Group has worked on a protocol 1o be used for their read inventory in the South
Fork watershed as per Larry Alexander’s report to vou this evening. Larry, Don Elder {(USFS), Warren Farnam.
who will be Project Coordinator for the implementation project, and myself met on June 2™ 1o work out anv in

copsistencies in protocol there mav have been between the South Fork landowners” and the USFS™ T presentiv

ending out & tetier to all the landowners i mv South Fork database about the state of the inventory and inviting
heir participation.

T am planming a field trip and picnic in July for the Shackleford/Mill Landowners at their request. The purpose
will be 10 see some of the projects which have been impiemented there. view some potential project sites. and to
do a iittle PFC (Properly Functioning Condiuion) discussion in some of the areas This was John Menke s idea
and a good one. This group loves 1o eat.

I have sent out a letter to the Moffett Creek Landowners” Group informing them of the Moffett Creek Gross
Assessment proposal I just completed.

As a propesal written by Tom Hesseldenz for the tailings area has been funded by the USFWS Tom and Larry

Alexander are requesting that that group be reactivated, I think that an invitation should be extended to Tom to
ralk to the CRMP about the project.

il Workshops:
I am readv for ideas for a fall workshop. What do vou think?

oI RCD/CRMP Relationship:
I have been requested by the RCD to write up a description of the RCD/CRMP relationship. The RCD flinched
somewhat at the idea of a MOU or MOA (memorandum of understanding or agreement). but felt that just a

written clarification might be appropriate. The RCD/CRMP Relationship Commirtee will have first crack at
reviewing the brief description; then it will go to the RCD and CRMP.

v, Proposals:

[ just finished writing the Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment proposal and submitted it to the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB). I have a copy here for vour review. I had little to no confidence in writing

it, but a wonderful new person at the North Coast Region office helped me out and bolstered my confidence.
Her name 15 Janet Biake.

The Jobs-in-the-Woods (etc.) Request for Propoesals is out and due on August 31th. This vear a little money
($100,000) has been set aside for assessment and planning.

Lorrie and I defended Task Force CRMP proposals in Ashiand last Thursday. We done good.

V. Subbasin Planning:

On June 3™ I met with other subbasin coordinators and 2 Humboldt State professor, Yvonne Everett. and two
grad students who are helping out with subbasin planning by taking us all through a planning process in three to
four meetings. The outcome of the meetings is supposed 1o be a planning project (thesis for one of the graduate
students) and GIS suppor for it (the other grad student’s area of expertise). This is funded by the Klamath Basin

Fisheries Task Force through the TWG. I also gave the three Humboldt folks a quick tour of the Scott.



CRMP Coordinator's Report to Council - 9/21/99

Announcements:
¢ T'm pleased to introduce the new AmeriCorps volunteer. Danielie Quigley
¢ I'm going to be a grandmother and Gary is going 10 be a double Dad.
1 Subwatershed Groups
+ The Shackieford/Mill landowners will meet in early October to work on a subwatershed planning process.
¢ The Tailings landowners wil] alsc be meeting in October so that Tom Hesseldenz can explain the present
and prospective projects for the area
I Workshops:
Tdeas for workshops for the fall 1999
¢ Fish and Game would like to do a workshop for training landowners for the new, more involved, longer,
more expensive 1603 process.
¢ Training for landowners to develop effective project proposal ideas.
+ Ranch and Watershed Training Course - another session of approximately 10 landowners
¢ Riparian planting — Andrew Elier will bring an idea to next CRMP meeting.
¢ The Warer Committee has suggested a workshop to train landowners to measure flow and to mform them on
the adiudication.
¢ Bring in ranchers/farmers whe have successfully made transition to management practices which minimize
impacts to streams and have learned how to live with the ESA and CWA (Martin Andreas. contact).
¢ Panel discussion of Board of Forestry rules package for watershed protection,
Il Propgsals:
¢ Two proposals made the JITW deadline: Water Temperature Monitoring and Scott River Geomorphic
Analvsis (a proposal presented to the Task Force, but unfunded so far).
V. Conferences
¢ At Sari Sommarstrom’s invitation I attended a Watershed Management Council Forum on watershed groups
on September 1% in Davis, Government and agency representatives and watershed council coordinators from
four different states attended. The purpose was to learn from each others” way of doing things. The
emphasis was on the government/watershed group relationship. Massachusetts, Oregon, Washington and
California participated. Sari did a great job of selecting a good cross-section of people.
V. Webpage
The Webpage is up but under construction. You can reach the webpage by either clicking on the Scott
River Watershed CRMP Council on the “Users’ Homepage” list on the Sisqtel homepage or type in the
address: www sisqtel/~sisgred/ . I would be glad to receive any ideas on making it fun and interesting.
Vi,  Projects: :
+

The edited video of Orel Lewis’ interview that was done by the AmeriCorp Steward. Paloma Galindo. and
aired on Yreka Community TV is available on video at the RCD Office. Anyone wanting view it is
welcome to check it out. It is really quite good.

1 am preparing a semester report on the Water Conservation through Improved Irngation Management
Practices. John Bennett and Steve Orloff have been running the project this summer with 10 landowners and
will be doing the same with 10 more next summer. System analysis and recommendations have been done
for all and the irrigation is really winding down. The good news is that many of the participating rancher

are buving additional sensors to use in other fields. Data has not all been analyzed yet. I have vet to speak to
Steve Orloff. but according to the project proposal, we will be publishing a brochure this fall on the project
and the opportunities using this equipment.



CRMP Coordinator's Report - 7/20/99

L Subwatershed {qroups

We held a South Fork mesting 1o give smaller landowners an opportunity to be invoived in the road inventory
process. Oniv one small landowner attended, but their small amount of road, it was agreed. will be included n
the road imventory. Timber Products wishes to go over the protocol data sheet again with the others. as they just
discovered some concerns. There will be & meeung on Julv 26 " to address that concern.

sl

sites on Dick Dews’ and Dan Havden's ranches and looked at an exampie of road work to reduce sediment on
Fruit Growers' property. Thev also viewed some sites on Mill Creek where the stream is aggrading and moving
around a lot.

The Shackleford/Mill Landowners had a field trip and pot fuck picnic on July 13th. The group visited project

The Tailings Committee will meet on Thursday, July 22 at the Bilivar Grange in Callahan. Any CRMP member
interested in joining that committee should. as the previous member 1s no longer here.

L Workshops:
Two ideas for workshops for the fall:

Fish and Game would like to do a workshop for training landowners for the new, more involved, longer, more
expensive 1603 process.

Training for landowners 1o develop effective project proposal ideas.
RangeMac — another session
Ol RCD/CRMP Relationship:

Take a look at the DRAFT “Description of Siskivou RCD/Scott River CRMP Relationship and submit written
comments at or before the August meeting.

IV,  Proposals:
The Jobs-in-the-Woods (etc.) Request for Proposals is out and due on August 31th, This vear a little money
($100,000) has been set aside for assessment and planning.

I am working with the Upland Committee to develop a proposal for ITW/CDF {Jobs-in-the-Woods/California
Dept. of Forestry) funding.

Gary Black has a coupie of landowners interested in projects appropriate for ITW funding.

V. Subbasin Planning:

On July 8th T met with Dave Webb, Humboldt State professors, Yvonne Everett and Steve Steinberg as well as
two grad students who are helping out with subbasin planning by taking us all through a planning process in
three to four meetings. The outcome of the meetings is supposed to be 2 planning project {thesis for one of the
graduate students) and GIS support for it (the other grad student’s area of f expertise). We also me with the
Technical Work Group 1o explain the process to them. Carlin Finke, one the grad students is here at the CRMP
meeting 10 observe the CRMP process.

VI Outreach
The newsletter will be out by the end of the month. I am running behind on it.



CRMP Coordinator's Report to Council - 10/19/9%

Announcements:

The Task Force honored Sue Maurer with the Nat Bingham individual award and the Scott River Watershed
CRMP Counci) with the organizational award at their meeting in Yreka last Fridav. As [ said at the meeung,
evervone who has been a part of the process deserves a lot of credit. And we are certainly proud of Sue.

Subwatershed Groups

*

I
Id

[FF I
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The Shackieford/Mill landowners met on October 3% 10 work on a subwatershed planning process. Food
brought the folks back. They came up with several aspects of the visioning process that I was using to trv to
establish a sort of mission statement or description of a target condition. Evervone decided that thev needed
more information on the historical condition of the streams that are so aggraded in places that they have the
dual disadvantage of blocking fish passage and making the stream bed spread everywhere.

The Tailings landowners met on October 12" so that Tom Hesseldenz could explain the present and
prospective projects for the area. Tom 1s ready and willing to address the CRMP Council on the same topic.

The reactions of the Tailings landowners were mixed but mostly positive. There will be another meeting
soon to decide where to go next.

7

Workshops:

eas for workshops for199%-2000 were prioritized 1n the following order in the September CRMP meeting:

Fish and Game would like to do a workshop for training landowners for the new. more involved. longer.
more expensive 1603 process.

Ranch and Watershed Training Course — another session of approximately 10 landowners

Training for landowners 1o develop effective project proposal ideas.

Panel discussion of Board of Forestry rules package for watershed protection,

The Water Commitiee has suggested a workshop to train landowners to measure flow and to inform them on
the adjudication.

Bring in ranchers/farmers who have successiully made transition to management practices which minimize
impacts to streams and have learned how to live with the ESA and CWA (Martin Andreas, contact).
Riparian planting expert, June Davis, to do field trip/workshop. (It was decided that it would be preferable
1o send Andrew Eller to June instead of having her come down here because she would be verv expensive.

The Fish and Game 1603 workshops were well attended (about 25 people each) and the information was well
presented. The clarification of the process served to calm a few nerves.

1.
.

Protects:

The RCD has granted a contract to Abner Weed as this year's Watershed Education Coordinator. Abner has
been principal/teacher at Gazelle Elementary School for many years. He was a Seams Project participant
and has been trained by Sue. We are lucky to have such a great guy.

The Humboldt State University GIS/planning project for the Scott, Shasta, and Salmon Rivers involves a
community mapping process which uses local, in-the-know pecple to map the condition of streams and
riparian areas. Anyone interested in participating in such a process should contact Jeffv. The Tech
Committee will be involved for sure. A prospective date for the exercise is November 5%,




CRMP Coordinator's Report to Council - 11/16/99

Announcements:

On Thursdav evening at 7:00 pm at the Fort Jones Communitv Center, there will be & Community Mapping
nrocess meeting held 1o identify imiting factors in the Scott River watershed The public 15 mnvited. Those who
%‘mx’@ specific knowledge of the watershed are encouraged 1o attend.

1 Subwatersned Groups

»

Shackleford/Mill landowners met Monday, November 1% Don Howell was there to address the group’s
concern over gravel build-up in various places where roads, bridges, and pasture may be taken out in high
water. Don suggested that a meeting with Ron Presley(DFG) and Michae! Lamprecht (ACE) might be in
order to determine the feasibility of removing the gravel '

The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on or about December 14" 1o decide whether or not there are
enough willing landowners to make a project in the whole tailings reach possibie.

11 Workshops/Public Gatherings

*

0L

The Landowner Recognition Dinner was held on Wednesday, November 10" 1t was not real well attended
but those who were there ate real well and saw and heard a great presentation by Andrew kller on the Fay
Lane Riparian Restoration Project. I have it on video for anyone interested.

The next Ranch and Watershed Planning Course in the Scott Valiey will be held the last two Monday
evenings of January and one yer-to-be-announced in early February.

Committee Meetines

The Adhoc Reorganization Committee has met once. Monday, October 23" since the last CRMP mesting.
You have recetved their recommendations.

The Executive Committee met on Tuesday, November 2,

The Water Committes met on Wednesday, November 3 and reviewed the recommended actions and their
own previously recommended actions to compile a prioritized list of recommended actions for the Fall
Flows Action Plan. That list is on the table as a handout.

Part of the Upland Committee went on a field trip on Saturday, November 13" 1o view possibie project sites
for a vegetation conversion project which would entail monitoring the site to see if increased flows were a
result of the project. It was felt by the group in attendance that one of the sites viewed was 1deal for such a
project.

The Monitoring Committee also met, but I was not present.

. Projects:

I am in the process of buying equipment and a storage facility for Etna Union High School District’s Nartural
Resource Academy and this year’s Watershed Education Program with funds which were left from last
vear’s Program. The teachers and the program’s community advisory group has had the input as to what
equipment should be obrtained.

The planning project which I am doing with Carlin Finke. the Humboldt State graduate student is under
way. The Community Mapping exercise 1o take place Thursday is part of that effort. Also, 1t will be
discussed on Wednesday, November 17™ at the Klamath Task Force Technical Work Group’s meerning.
Srream Care Guide: I have consulted with Jan Mathews of the Redwood Community Action Agency. The
estimate of costs are $1.500 for 500 copies and $2,400 for 1000 copies. I have written leners 10 NRCS and
the Siskivou County Fish and Game Commission requesting 3500 each for help with publishing costs.



Council Coordinator's Report to Scott River Watershed Counpcil - 12/14/99

Announcements:

1 will be out of town from December 22, 1999 1o January 10. 2000, Please feel free 1o call me ar (315) 6B5-6054

(Skaneateles, NY) with questions or needs

1, Subwatershed Groups

+ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on January 20, 20060 1o decide whether or not there are

enough willing landowners to make 4 project in the whole tailings reach possible.

+ A Sugar Creek group of water users has met once and 15 looking into the feasibility of piping irrigation
diiches 10 conserve water

11 Workshops/Public Gatherings
+ The next Ranch and Watershed Planning Course in the Scott Valiey will be held the last two Monday
evenings of lanuary, the 24" and the 31 at 7 p.m. and one vet-to-be-announced in early February.

1T Committee Meetings

There has not been much commitiee activity this month due to the reorganization status of the Watershed
Council. Hopefully that will change as of this evening.

+ The committee set up to write up a draft of Principles and Goals of the Scott River Watershed Council met
o T

on November 23 and you have been provided a draft of that document along with the agenda for this
meeting.

TV. Projects:

¢+ [ have bought equipment including a GPS unit and a storage facility for Ema Union High School District’s
Natural Resource Academy and this vear's Watershed Education Program with funds which were left from
last year's Watershed Ed Program.

+ A small group of pecple met on November 18" to go through a community mapping process to establish
some of the site-specific limiting factors for anadromous fish in the Scott River watershed. The results will
be mapped by Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State graduate student, and returned to the group and anvone else
who wants to add input. The next community mapping meeting 1s planned for January 12, 2000 at 830 at
the Forest Service Compound conference trailer in Fort Jones (Bridge Street).

+ Stream Care Guide: Dennis Maria, CDFG, and Randy Seelbrede, NRCS, will be reporting on the status of
funding for the Guide.

e The Landowner Outreach funds which have been heiping with the organization of subwatershed landowner
groups will be ending December 31%. 1 am confident that Watershed Council funding can cover the
continuation of the facilitation of these groups if the Council chooses to support that activity.

+ | anended one dav of KRIS (Kiamath Resource Information System) training last week. The newest, and
most useful vet, version is in the RCD office. It is now on & CD that can be used to run the program 50 that
if your computer does not have enough memory, vou can still take a look. For the Scott River there is water
temperature data, project information and photos, aerial photos, and more.
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Council Coordinator's Report 10 Scott River Watershed Council - 1/18/00

Announcements;

+ 1had a wonderful holiday with my family, I hope that vours was relaxing and filled with cheer

+ The Ranch Water Quality Workshop deadline for sign-up is tomorrow, January 19, 2000 The dates of
the workshop are January 24 and 31, with the third date as tentatively February 14"

I Subwatershed Groups

¢ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on February 7, 2000 to fill in the affected parties and
landowners on changes to the project. A draft restoration agreement, which outlines the obligations of the
various parties involved in the proposed project, will be submitted for comment

+ The South Fork landowners involved in the road inventory

11 Workshops/Public Gatherings

« The next Ranch Water Quality Workshop will be held at the Scott Valley Grange in Greenview the last
rwo Monday evenings of January. the 24" and the 31% at 7 p.m. and a third temtative date of February

14%

[I1. Committee Meetings

+ All the committees should be prepared to meet within the next four weeks to select their representative
and alternate to serve on the Executive Committee, which is the voting body of the Watershed Council.
Please gather at the end of this Council meeting to select 2 date and let me know what it is. Consider dav
mestings as a possibility.

¢ Inmy view, my duties 10 help out committees are the following;

- Coordinating meeting by notifying (reminding, when needed) all members and making any arrangements.
- Supplying cookies and coffee or tez,

- Taking group notes,

- Implementing actions when needed, and being the over-all support,

- Supply resource materials when needed,

- Any others the committes deems useful.

IV. Projects:

¢ OnJanuary 12, 2000, there was 2 second meeting to map limiting factors for saimor and steelhead in the
Scott River watershed. This process is part of 2 planning effort which will culminate. hopefully. ina
Seott River Watershed Action Plan, More factors and some additional sites were identified afer
reviewing the list from last meeting. Another such meeting witl be held in March. I will be sure t0 noury
the public of the time and place.
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Council Coordinator's Report to Scott River Watershed Council - 1/18/00

Announcements:

¢ I had a wonderful holiday with my family. T hope that yours was relaxing and filled with cheer.

¢ The Ranch Water Quality Workshop deadline for sign-up 1s tomorrow, January 19, ‘70(}0 The dates of
the workshap are January 24 and 31, with the third date as tentatively February 147"

[. Subwatershed Groups

¢ The Tailings landowners will be meeting again on February 7, 2000 to fill in the affected parties and
landowners on changes to the project. A draft restoration agreement, which outlines the oblhigations of the
various parties involved in the proposed project, will be submitted for comment

+ The South Fork landowners involved in the road inventory

1. Workshops/Public Gatherings
¢ The next Ranch Water Quality Workshop will be held at the Scott Valley Grange in Greenview the last

twoh Monday evenings of January, the 24™ and the 31" at 7 p.m. and a third tentative date of February
14",

[I1. Committee Meetings

¢ All the committees should be prepared to meet within the next four weeks to select their representative
and alternate to serve on the Executive Committee, which is the voting body of the Watershed Council.
Please gather at the end of this Council meeting to select a date and let me know what it 1s. Consider day
meetings as a possibility.

¢ Inmy view, my duties to help out committees are the following:

- Coordinating meeting by notifying (reminding, when needed) all members and making any arrangements,
- Supplying cookies and coffee or tea,

- Taking group notes,

- Implementing actions when needed, and being the over-all support,

- Supply resource materials when needed,

- Any others the committee deems useful.

I'V. Projects:
¢ On January 12, 2000, there was a second meeting to map limiting factors for salmon and steethead in the

Scott River watershed. This process is part of a planning effort which will culminate, hopefully, m a
Scott River Watershed Action Plan. More factors and some additional sites were identified after
reviewing the list from last meeting. Another such meeting will be held in March. T will be sure to notify
the pubiic of the time and piace.
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Council Coordinator's Report to Scott River Watershed Council - 2/15/00

Announcements:

+

+

There will be a field trip (inside if weather does not permit) on Juniper Management on Wednesday,
March 8, 2000 beginning with an introduction from 9:00 to 9:30 am at the Scott Valley Grange,
Greenview and going all day, hopefully, in the field. The presenter is Dr. Richard Miller, professor of
Rangeland Resources stationed at the Eastern Oregon Agricultural Station in Burns, Oregon. A
wonderfu] sack lunch will be provided.

Another, the third, Community Mapping meeting for identifying site specific limiting factors for
anadromous fish and a healthy watershed: Monday, March 20, 2000 at 8:30 am at the US Forest Service
conference trailer in the Compound on Bridge Street in Fort Jones. (turn down Scott River Road from
Route 3, after about "4 mile, turn right on Bridge Street, after three houses the Compound is on the right.
The conference trailer is at the back of the compound.)

The Cooperative Extension put on a great Growers” Seminar this week in Yreka. The Scott River
Watershed Council’s Irrigation Management project was highlighted along with speakers on such topics
as landowner temperature monitoring, conservation easements, and Causes _for Decreasing Scott River
Flows, a study done by Dan Drake.

I am leaving the country to attend at the birth of my first grandchild. I will be gone from February 17"
until March 10" In the interim please address Council requests and information to Carolyn at the RCD
office, 467-3975.

The winter and first Council newsletter will be mailed out next week.

1. Subwatershed Groups

+

The South Fork landowners involved in the road inventory met in January to review what inventory work
has been and what needs yet to be done. They have a map with all the road owners/managers filled in.
Fruit Growers have not yet done their inventory, but it will be done early this summer. The
implementation of the actual road work, which will probably mostly be done on Fruit Growers roads,
needs also to be accomplished summer/fall of 2000. It will be a push.

The Tailings landowners met on February 7, 2000 in Callahan. Tom Hesseldenz, Hesseldenz and
Associates, filled landowners in on a prospective project in the tailings and proposed changes to the
project. A draft restoration agreement, which outlines the obligations of the various parties involved in
the proposed project, had been mailed out for comment. The project will not move forward unless
landowner agreement is obtained from all the landowners in the project area.

I1. Workshops/Public Gatherings

*

1L

The last of the three sessions of the Ranch Water Quality Workshop was held at the Scott Valley Grange
in Greenview last night, February 14" People from ten ranches participated and wrote plans for their
operations.

See announcement above about juniper workshop.

Committee Meetings

All the Standing Committees and the Interim Executive Committee have met since the last Counci}
meeting in January. There is a written report from each.
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Council Coordinater's Report to Scott River Watershed Council - 3/21/00

Anpouncements:

¢ [ have a beautiful grandson named Emil Samuel born on February 24, 2000 in Almirante, Panama. He
weighed 7 Ib 7oz and is gaining fast.

¢ The Requests for Proposals (RFP’s) have arrived from two major funding entities, the California
Department of Fish and Game and the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force (USFWS). The project
proposals are due by My 5, 2000 and May 1, 2000 respectively.

o T wili be doing a slide presentation and taking the Technical Work Group of the Klamath Basin Fisheries
Task Force on a tour of the Scott on April 5 and 6 If anyone is interested in attending or having input,
please let me know. The TWG’s intent is to understand the issues and conditions here enough to be able
to help with the planning process.

I Subwatershed Groups
+ None of the subwatershed landowner groups has met since the February meeting,

1. Workshops/Public Gatherings

¢ A Juniper Management Workshop and Field Trip were held on March 8, 2000. Dr Richard Miller,
professor of Rangeland Resources stationed at the Eastern Oregon Agricultural Station in Burns, Oregon,
did a presentation with slides before taking the group of 18 people into the field in the Moffett Creek
area. See attached report written by Danielle Quigley, AmeriCorps member.

1. Committes Meetings
¢ All the Standing Committees and the Executive Committee have met since the last meeting and reports
from each committee and the calendar of the next meeting dates is attached,

TV. Projects:
¢ The dinner meeting of growers who participated in the project, Water Conservation through Improved
Irrigation Management Technigues, was postponed due to a health problem.

V. Planning:

¢ A small group of community members met yesterday to continue work on mapping of limiting factors to
a healthy watershed in the Scott watershed. This planning project is being led by Carlin Finke, a
Humboldt State graduate student. The final product is scheduled for completion by the end of summer,
2000. A wider participation is being sought and a draft document will come to the SRWC for review and
comment.
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Council Coordinator's Report to Scott River Watershed Council - 4/18/00

I Subwatershed Groups

A group of Sugar Creek diverters met at my home on April 13" to discuss the Sugar Creek Ditch Piping
proposal. As soon as proposals are written afier the first week of May, both the Shackleford/Mill Landowner
Group and the Moffett Creek Group will be meeting.

1. Workshops/Public Gatherings

Ken Tate from the Davis UC Extension , Dan Drake’s counterpart there, will be here for an interactive
dialogue with landowners on May 18, 2000 and showing how the UCCE California Rangeland Water
Quality Survey and the UCCE Sediment Inventory Methodology can be used by private landowners on their
own land. He will also show the results of working with Regional Water Quality Board staff, CFBF, and
ranchers on the north coast in using these methods.

1. Committees

All the Standing Committees, the Executive Committee, and the Technical Committee (2 times) have met
since the last meeting and reports from each committee and the calendar of the next meeting dates 1s
attached.

IV. Proposals:
Proposals to be submitted to the CA Department of Fish and Game and to the Kiamath Basin Fisheries Task

Force are due by May 5™ and May 1% respectively. The Siskyou RCD is having a special meeting on April
27" to review the proposals as recommended by the Scott River Watershed Council.

V. Projects:

¢ The dinner meeting of the 10 growers and their families who participated in the project, Water
Conservation through Improved Irrigation Management Techniques, was heid on April 11, 2000 at Bob's
Ranch House. Steve Orloff, UC Extension, Yreka, presented results from the first vear of this two-year
project, which included recommendations to the individual growers to make their systems and/or
schedules more efficient.

¢ Mary Roerhich and T interviewed Clarence Dudley on April 3, 2000. We have a full two hours on video.
He was most loquacious and interesting. He had a great deal of information on the Noyes Valley area
from 1945 until the 1970’s.

V1. Planning:

¢ 1 have upgraded the “Planning Cookbook™ to include the Executive Summary, which includes the
planning history of the Council and CRMP, the CRMP’s various plans and their revisions, the current
draft document on limiting factors in the basin as brought forward in three community mapping
meetings, and other assorted pieces of information. This marks the official launching of the “Planning
Cookbook™, a composite of all and any watershed or pertinent information which will help in the drafting
of a Strategic Action Plan next year. Please feel free to contnbute information and to solicit information



from others. T will have a copy to each committee at their next meeting and try to keep up with the influx
of material. Anvthing too voluminous to include directly in the “Cookbook™ will be referenced and kept
in the Siskivou RCD office on a designated shelf]

1 presented information and showed slides on the Scott River Watershed and the Council to the Technical
Work Group of the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force on April 5, 2000. On April 6" 1 also 100k six of
them on a tour which included two planting projects, one guided by Gary Black, and fish screens as well
as an over-all view of the watershed from the canvon to above Callahan. The purpose of all this is to get
their input on our planning efforts. T am scheduled to meet with them again at the end of August to follow

up on thelr input.
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Watershed Council Coordinator's Report te Siskivou RCD - 6/1/00

L. Subwatershed Groups

The Moffett Creek Landowners met at noon on May 25, 2000, aithough not many showed up, to discuss the
Moftett Creek Upland Gross Assessment and to line out the field trip with Ken Tate, the Davis UC Extension
Watershed Specialist. The field trip on May 30" actually included many more landowners, probably due
mostly to the efforts of Ric and Judy Costales to make phone calls. The group visited sites along Mof¥ett and
on Fruit Growers Supply land up Sissal Gulch. Many questions were asked of Ken as people are concerned
about being held responsible for the evident sediment that flows from Moffett Creek in high water events.
The group thought that they would get nid of Joe Santos and 1 by locking us in, but we escaped.

The Shackieford/Mill Landowners met to discuss the CDFG 1603 permit issue. It seems that there is a bit of
inconsistency in how the various diverters with very similar situations are being treated. Some are getting by
on old permits, others have to reapply but they go right through, yet others have been having a very difficult
time complying with regulations because the CDFG cannot tell them how to do it. The one thing that all felt
would be useful is some help with hydrologic/geomorphologic engineering and some funding to reconfigure
or do whatever needed to be done to comply with fisheries mandates.

II. Workshops/Field Trips

Ken Tate, Watershed Specialist from the Davis UC Extension, came on May 30" for a field trip up Moffett
Creek and a presentation at the Greenview Grange in the evening. Both events were well attended and many
questions were fired Ken’s direction. His presentation was on TMDL’s, a sediment monitoring study he did
on ten ranches on the coast, and his work with Garcia Watershed landowners who have gone and are still
going through the TMDL process. A great spaghetti dinner was cooked by the Scott Valley Grange ladies
accompanied by salad and dessert potluck food brought by the Council members. It was outstanding food.

1. Commuittees

All the Standing Committees, the Executive Committee, and the Technical Committee (2 times) have met
since the last meeting and will meet again before the June Council meeting. [ have reports on each committee
meeting for anyone who would like a copy.

[V. Proposals:
Fourteen (14) proposals for twelve (12) different projects were submitted to the CDFG and to the Klamath
Basin Fisheries Task Force as per those reviewed at the last special RCD meeting, The fully written

proposals are available for vou to read as you wish. I defended three proposals today before the TWG of the
Task Force in Ashland.

V. Projects:
Mary Roerhich and T have a date to interview Beulah King and perhaps her son Bud Simas on June 7™



V1 Planning: .
1 will be presenting a report to the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force on June 297 using the new equipment

purchased in conjunction with the other subwatersheds.
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

MINUTES

APRIL, 18, 2000
United Methodist Church, Etna

| CALL TO ORDER:

» Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Gareth Plank. Chairman

e Introductions — 20 in attendance,

e Rules for Conduct were read and elaborated on by Jeffy, Coordinator

o Minutes of March 21, 2000: Consensus of the Council approved the minutes as mailed with no
correction or changes.

¢ The Agenda was approved and accepted by consensus as posted.

* Announcements:
« Lorrie Bundy. Project Coordinator has accepted the position of Area Engineer with NRCS and will

work out of the Weaverville Field Office serving Weaverville, Redding, and Yreka offices.

e Andrew Eller is leaving to work in Alaska for a season.

e Open Forum: (3-minute presentations) - None

- OLD BUSINESS

STATUS OF PLANNING “COOKBOOK”: Jeffy shared the “Cookbook” binder and reported on contents
so far, and will have more information in her written report to the Council later in this meeting.

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE REVIEW & RECOMMENDATIONS for PRIORITY OF PROPSALS
Members that participated on the Technical Committee review were Gary Black, Jennifer Silveira, Jay Powers
(briefly), Sari Sommarstrom, Dennis Maria, and Jeffy (non-voting coordinator). The Rating Form for Scott
River CRMP Sponsored Proposals plus one-page summaries of each project was distributed to the Council
for review. Discussion. Agreement that the ranking form needs more work, but number order was not
important at this time as all 12 proposals can be and are worthy of being written. Tom Hesseldenz has written
one proposal (in addition to the 12 proposals) for the Scott River Floodpiain Restoration Study & Feasibility
Phases and is sending out landowner agreement packets today. The Council agreed that the Hesseldenz
“Study” should address how any lands could be affected in a hydrological sense as an integral and essential
part of the study.
+ Larry Toelle motioned / Ric Costales seconded to delete the Hesseldenz proposal from the list of
proposals under consideration for lack of landowner agreements at this time. Passed.
¢ Ric Costales motioned / Wing Hodas seconded for the Council Coordinator to send a letter to Tom
Hesseldenz stating that his proposal was deleted from consideration at this time for lack of
landowner support and that the Council would endorse the “Study & Feasibility Phases” upon fuil
landowner support. Passed.
¢ The Council reached consensus to endorse 12 proposals as presented:
Project Name: Estimated Amount to Request:
¢ Local Build Fish Screens IV or Scott River Fish Screening 1 $ 70,000
+ Patterson Creek Enhancement Project $ 55,000
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+  Scot: River Watershed Council Coordination g 55000
+ Fish Screen User’s Handbook 3 9054
+ Scott River Subbasin Strategic and Action Plan $ 30,000
+ Sugar Creek Flow Enhancement Through Diversion Piping 3 1 milien
+ Fina Creek Road Inventory 3 55,000
+ Scott River Monitoring Plan {2-Year Continuation) $ budget not ready
Temperature Monitoring on the Scott River (option for
2-Year Plan above) vear | only 5 7482
+ Scott River Basin Water Balance Phase 11 $ 50,000
¢ Etna Union High School Watershed Education Program $ 12,000
+ Water Conservation & Fisheries Improvement / Protection $250,355
+ Scott River Enhancement Project or Plank In-Stream Enhance. $ budget not ready

COMMENTS ON REGULATORY PROPOSALS: Discussion. Ric Costales presented background that

regulatory actions can have an impact on our watershed, and that aspects that are counter or in conflict with

the mission, goals, and objectives of the Council be considered.

¢ The Council agreed that the Education and Community Relations Committees, and the staff
should disseminate information to the Council and community in a variety of ways best determined
by topic, subject matter, and/or level of community interest.

. NEW BUSINESS

LOCAL GOVERNMENT LINK: Jeffy gave background on County representation on old CRMP,

¢ Ric Costales motioned / Mary Roehrich seconded the importance for the County to have an
understanding of the watershed and to request the Board of Supervisors to take a more active role
in the Council, specifically request attendance by Jim DePree, and for the Community Relations
Committee to draft a statement. Passed.

. SHORT REPORTS

¢ Standing Committees: Oral summaries were given by each committee chair on the written reports that
were distributed to the Council at this meeting. Committee Chairs are as follows: Land — Erme
Wilkinson, Education ~ Gareth Plank, Community Relations — Ric Costales, Water -~ Mike Bryan, and
Monitoring — Andrew Eller. Since Andrew and Lorrie are leaving this committee needs more members.
Fish ~ Larry Toelle. Jim Kilgore reported on out-nugrant trapping efforts 1 4 miles above Scott Bar since
March 19" . Weather events have made it interesting with fluctuation in cfs from 1100 to 2500. They are
working to make the trap maneuverable to capture out migrating fish to get an idea of how many fish the
watershed is producing. They mark, release, and recapture. They collect scale samples, do a fish health
analysis, and do some work collecting water quality data. By July he will have a more detailed report with
photos.

¢ Staff — Jeffy presented a written report covering activity of subwatershed groups, up-coming visit and
presentation by Ken Tate in May, Standing Committee work, proposal writing, first-year summary
presentation to participants in Irrigation Management project, video interview with Clarence Dudley,
upgrading the “Cookbook” to include the Executive Summary, planning history of the Council and
CRMP, the current draft document on limiting factors, and an open invitation to contribute information
and to solicit information from others. She also made a presentation of information and accompanying
slides on the Scott River Watershed and the Council to the Technical Work Group of the Klamath Basin
Fisheries Task Force on April 5 & 6 and took six TWG members on a tour of planting projects, fish
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screens and overall view of the watershed form the canyon to above Callahan. The purpose was to get
their input on our planning efforts.

+ Staff — Gary reported on fish screen work with 5 in operation, one more complete tomorrow, another
next week, and the Fish & Game happy with the project and use of local fabrication, metal work, and
concrete. Riparian planting of 25 acres this year on the mainstem Scott, Moffett. and McAdam’s from the
north to south ends of the valley. High water caused some holdup. May need to consider hiring
additional coordinator.

+ Staff - Warren reported on pipeline proposal, irigation sensor installation for second year of project. fish
screen work with Lorrie, and Moflett Gross Assessment work.

¢ Subwatershed Groups — covered in Jeffy’s report.

| SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: May 16, 2000 - Time & Location TBA

¢ The Council reached consensus to forego the business meeting and focus on an educational format
to be determined by the Education Committee with an informal BBQ/potluck? details to be
worked out by the Executive Committee.

¢+ May 16, 2000 - Time & Location TBA - Ken Tate, U.C. Extension, Davis will make a presentation on
California Rangeland Water Quality Survey and Sediment Inventory Methodology

¢ June 20, 2000 ~ Council Business Meeting,

ADJOURNMENT! By Gareth Plank, Chairman at 9:45 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentel, SRWC Secretary
No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions

Approved Date
Chair

Minuies are subject to change/correction when submitted
for approvat at the next meeting. and do not becorne
official until all appropriate signatures are affixed.




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

MINUTES

MARCH 21, 2000
Fort Jones Community Center
CALL TO ORDER:
o Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Jeffy Davis Marx. Coordinator with those in attendance agreeing to
proceed with the educational speaker presentation. (areth Plank, Chairman arrived at 7:45 p.m.

EDUCATIONAL SPEAKER: Mike Haas, Humboldt State University graduate student, did not present his
GIS website information his site is not yet up to the level he would like it to be for such a presentation.
Instead, Richard Vanderwater, USFS Klamath Forest, described and provided examples of the Klamath GIS
(Geographic Information System); he explained what it is, how 1t works, what it’s used for, and the history of
how it came to be. Of its many uses, custom mapping 1s made easy, and its power 1s in spatial analysis to
build complicated models. It can take pieces of information, merge them together, and obtain a model with
new information for assessments. Most of the cost of GIS is in data collection and entry. There are several
levels of software ranging in price from $1,500 to $17,000 or more. Looking at data is free by accessing the
Arc Explorer website funded by Klamath Task Force. After answering questions the Council thanked Richard
for his interesting and useful presentation.

CALL TO ORDER continued with Chairman Plank:

« Introductions — 21 in attendance.

¢ Rules for Conduct were condensed by Coordinator to “Unite”.

e  Minutes of February 15, 2000: Ernie Wilkinson motioned/ Alan Kramer seconded to approved the
minutes as mailed.

e The Agenda was approved with one modification of moving “Technical Committee Selection” to
immediately after “Announcements”.

e Announcements:
e Gareth Plank has explored and recommends the juniper website for commercial uses of juniper wood

(westernjuniper.com) that he learned about from the Juniper Workshop/Field Tour.

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE SELECTIONS: The Council agreed on the following committee members

although some have not yet been contacted (in no particular order): Jenmifer Siiveira, Tom Shorey with Mike

Duguay as his alternate, Sari Sommarstrom, John Spencer, Dennis Maria, Gary Black, and Jay Power. Their

next meeting is set for April | 1" at 8:30 a.m. at the new Fish & Wildlife office on South Oregon Street in

Yreka between Ranch Lane and Greenhorn. Theyv will select their Chair, review and revise as needed the
rating process developed by the past CRMP, and review some proposals.

SHORT REPORTS: Oral summaries were given by each committee chair on the written reports that were
distributed to the Council at this meeting. Committee Chairs are as follows: Land ~ Ernie Wilkinson,
Education — Gareth Plank, Community Relations — Ric Costales, Water - Wing Hodas, Fish — Larry Teelle,
and Monitoring — Andrew Eller.
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STAFF REPORTS:

¢ Garv Black reported on work progress on several fish screens with concrete work and screen fabrication.

+

*

He has crews planting cuttings in rockwork with a backhoe, and planting 800 2-vear old ponderosa pine
trees. He 1s doing the final work for the Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Inventory and writing the final
report.
Jeffy summarized her written report covering’
¢ The birth of her grandson Emil Samuel born February 24, 2000 in Panama!
+ Requests for proposals from Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force (USFWS) due May 1" and Fish
& Game (CDFG) due May 5" . She will be giving a slide presentation at the Technical Work
Group of the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force meeting in Yreka with a tour of the Scott on
April 5t and 6"
¢ Juniper Management Workshop & Field Tour was held on March 8" with Dr. Richard Miller,
Ph.D. Eighteen people attended visited sites on Moffett Creek, and McConaughy Gulch.
+ All Standing Committees and Executive Committee have met since the last full Council meeting.
¢ The dinner meeting for growers that participated in the Water Conservation through Improved
Irrigation Management Techniques was postponed until further notice due to a health problem.
¢ Another meeting was held March 20" for continuing work on mapping of limiting factors for a
heaithy Scott watershed. This planming project is being led by Carlin Finke, a Humboldt State
graduate student. Wider community participation 1s sought. A draft document is due by the end
of this summer and will be presented to SRWC for review and comment.
Lorrie Bundy reported finishing up fish screens at 4 sites. Working on three final reports for two fish
screens, and cne temperature-monitoring project. She is working on 5 proposals consisting of monitoring,
temperature, fish screens at two sites, a fish screen handbook, and water balance. She is preparing for the
start of this year’s funded monitoring project with the use of tocal subcontractors. There are still 5 fish
screens vet to do this year and one scheduled for next year.
Warren Farnam is working on pipeline project and writing a grazing plan for the Scott River Riparian
project.
SUBWATERSHED GROUPS: No reports.

OPEN FORUM: (3-minute presentations)

*
+
+

Wing Hodas made suggestions for starting meetings on time.

Gareth Plank made comment regarding starting meetings by 7:01 with whomever is in attendance.

Ric Costales commented that the Board of Forestry proposed rules changes are extreme, not justified by
science, would have adverse effects on Siskiyou County; and since the Council is dedicated to resource
issues, the Council should make comments on rules, and/or provide an educational event on the subject.
Alan Kramer continued the rules topic with the need for the rules to address specifics of individual
watersheds, and that a Council sponsored educational meeting would be appropriate. Tom Shorey
continued that the next rules package would be watershed specific. Short discussion followed with
suggestion for the appropriateness of general comments regarding the ruies from the Council, and any
specific comments should be made on one’s own individual behalf. Council agreed that “Board of Forestry
Rules Comment” shouid be placed as an agenda item for the next meeting.

OLD BUSINESS|

NOMINATION & ELECTION OF COUNCIL CHAIR AND VICE-CHAIR:

Larry Toelle motioned and Alan Kramer seconded to accept the Executive Committee
recommendation of Gareth Plank for Interim Chair for a period of time not to exceed one year.
Passed by open vote by all present.
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Larry Toelle motioned and Bernard Dowling seconded to accept the Executive Committee
recommendation of Mike Bryan for Vice Chair with the understanding that he would not be available
during summer months. Passed by open vete by all present.

SRWC / RCD DESCRIPTION OF RELATIONSHIP:

Alan Kramer motioned / Ric Costales seconded to approve the Draft Policy Siskivou RCD / Scott
River Watershed Council Description of Relationship with one word change from “educate” to
“inform™ in “The Council’s role is” paragraph. Passed.

STRATEGIC PLANNING PROCEDURE ~ FRAMEWORK FOR COOKBOOK:

Larry Toelle presented a suggestion for collecting watershed and resource data, history. information, and
reference materials from council members / community, This information/data would be organized in a
fashion to provide a framework for a strategic or long-range plan. He proposed that a three-ring binder be
kept and maintained by each of the 6 Standing Committees, one for Jeffy-SRWC Coordinator, and one for the
RCD; and that information be submitted accordingly as to their subject matter.

The Council reached consensus for using Larry’s “Cookbook™ methodoelogy for: 1. Immediately
seeking funding for future (within 12 months) professional assistance necessary in assimilating
“Cookbook” information/data for a the development of a Strategic Long-Range Plan, and

2. Seeking a volunteer(s) to catalog data/information, archive and index the “Cookbooks”.

INEW BUSINESS?]

PROPOSAL DEADLINES & COMMITTEE PROCESS TOWARD MEETING DEADLINES:

+ Request for Proposals (RFP) are due May 1™ & 5%

+ All Standing Comrmittees need to fill out the one-page “Format for Proposal” sheets for any projects they
want to propose and submit them to the Technical Committee by April 10™ so that they can be rated when
the Tech. Comm., meets on April 11" If anyone needs help formulating a project. contact Dennis, Crary,
or anyone on the Tech. Comm. at least by April 5 so they can help vou.

+ All proposals MUST have landowner approval to be rated by the Technical Committee.

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: April 18, 2000 —Methodist Church, Etna
¢ Project Proposal Review

+ Status on “Cookbook”

¢ Board of Forestry Rules Comment

¢ Education Committee Proposals for Educational Events

ADJOURNMENT: By Chair at 9:30 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentel, SRWC Secretary
No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions

_ Approved Date
Chair

Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted \
for approval at the next meeting, and do not become i
official until all appropriate signatures are affixed. |




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

MINUTES

FEBRUARY 15, 2000
United Methodist Church, Eina

CALL TO ORDER:

Meeting called order at 7:08 p.m. by Mike Brvan, Temporary Chair

Self-introductions — 26 in attendance.

Rules for Conduct were read by Jeffy Davis Marx, Council Coordinator

Minutes of January 18, 2000 approved by common consent with no corrections or additions.
The Agenda was amended in the following ways and then approved by consensus:

e Move V. B. 1. Background (Jeffy Marx) to LF. (just after Announcements).

e Add I G Ric Costales Report on the Task Force Meeting in Brookings

o Add V.C. Scott River Watershed Council / Siskivou RCD Relationship

Announcements:

o Jefty -

¢ Juniper Management Workshop/Field Trip on March 8" 9:00 to 9:30 a.m. at Greenview
Grange then field tour to several sites with Dr. Richard Miller, Professor of Rangeland
Resources of Eastern Oregon Agricultural Station, Burns, Oregon. A sack lunch will be
provided. RSVP by March 1%,

o The third meeting of Community Mapping for ID of site specific limiting factors for
anadromous fish will be held March 20" 8:30 a.m., US Forest Service Compound
Conference Trailer.

e UC Extension Grower’s Seminar was successfully held on February 10" in Yreka. One of
the several featured topics was the first-year results on the Scott River Watershed
Council/Siskiyou RCD Irrigation Management project.

o Jeffy is leaving for Panama to be with her daughter for the birth of her first grandchild. She
will be gone from February 17" to March 10", Contact Carolyn at RCD office 467-3975
while she is gone.

s The first Scott River Watershed Council newsletter — Winter Edition, will be mailed next
week.

Background on Planning - Jeffy Marx described in 10 minutes the highlights of what has taken place
since 1992 with the CRMP and now with the Council. She also presented this synopsis in written form
on the back of her Coordinator’s Report.

Ric Costales and Larry Toelle reported on the Task Force Meeting they attended in Brookings on
February 10™ & 11", The specific issue of interest to the Council was Task Force funding for the
Council which was questioned by KFA wanting to see this funding attached to a completed subbasin plan
by September 2000. A pian needs to be seriously considered for these particular funds, but the Task
Force expressed a willingness to be accommodating.

aSPEAKER:l Ron Iverson, US Fish & Wildlife Service Project Leader for the Klamath Basin Fisheries Task
Force spoke to the Council on Task Force funding parameters for Watershed Groups. Mr. Iverson gave a
first hand background on the Task Force's charge. They were to write a Habitat Restoration amendment to
include the Upper Klamath Basin, but by '90 — 91 it didn’t pan out. Action Planning has been on-going for a
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jong time. Funding was made available in "92 for the Shasta basin and funding for subbasin planning ever
since. Over 1 million dollars have been spent to promete restoration efforts with Y million dollars for the
Seott alone. Mr. Iverson corroborated what Ric reported about the meeting in Brookings The Klamath Task
Force is not concerned about how a council is organized. Its interest is in the products in operating plans.
There is not one single operating plan completed in the entire basin. The Klamath Basin consists of 16,000

sq. miles with five watersheds. This year the funding share that goes into planning will be increased from 30%
10 40%. This means an average of $231,000 will be available for planning and coordinators with an amount
of $125.000 available for local watershed groups. 310,000 for the Technical Working Group (TWGQG),
$90,000 for technical support to help get plans done. The focus will be on operating plans mn FY 2001, The
Task Force wants to see language in current agreements, which are still in draft form, that subbasin groups
have the intention to accompiish an operating pian, but the Task Force will not be dictating a timeline.
Subbasins shouid demonstrate a schedule to get a plan done. Mr. Iverson then entertained questions and
comments from the Council.

OPEN FORUM: Discussion with Mr, Iverson continued;

Iverson - The Task Force is looking for plan content, not a particular ideology.

Council — “Centent” is non-specific which makes 1t difficult for the Council to plan for.

Iverson — Task Force / TWG has developed a guide for strategic planmng.

Council — to be acceptable, the community based plan must fit the science.

Iverson - There is considerable agreement in scientific community as to what is needed to restore anadromous
fish.

Council - No plan can save fish, it 1s ideas that hit the ground with projects that can get to good stewardship.
Intelligent planning has gone into the work that has been implemented.

Further Council comments on acknowledgement of past work — Strategic vs. tactical plans. Past plans need
to be adopted and need a format from entities. Individual plans need to look at long-range goals and work for
desired future condition and address limiting factors. We have plans and can devise plans for this Council’s
watershed. Principals of this Council are not just for fish, the whole community must be considered for a
healthy community. Focus should be on all natural resources. Will this meet the needs of the Task Force?
Iverson ~ The Task Force hasn’t expressed what it is they are after. Are local watershed councils capable to
deal with hard issues with pians to satisfy the tough issues of ESA, TMDLs, and water allocations”?

Council - What does “addressing” these i1ssues mean?

Iverson — Lay out a way community would deal with regulatory problems.

Council -~ This Council does not want to be in a regulatory mechanism.

Mr, Iverson expressed that he would carry these issues and concerns back to the Task Force.

OLD BUSINESS:

PROCESS QUESTION: CONSIDER WORKING FOR CONSENSUS WITH EXECUTIVE
COMMETTEE SUPER-MAJORITY VOTE AS A FALL-BACK — Council discussion and agreement

on the following:

¢ Can work toward consensus always as operation of intent, and if that doesn’t work fail back on
supermajority so that the whole group cannot be held hostage by one person.

+ Follow rules of conduct.

Follow Robert’s Rules of Order.

+ Important not to cut discussions short.

*

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:




3

Gary did not have an opportunity to discuss the issue with Dennis Maria and feels that it is better that
suggestion come from the community. Gary suggested that people suggest names, and that mayvbe regions
could be created. Jefly has made some contacts. Three people volunteered: Tom Shorey, Jay Po;’erﬁ
and Jennifer Silveira. This issue is to be placed on the next agenda. '

NEW BUSINESS:

ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE-CHARI (3 OPETIONS OFFERED BY EXEC. COMM.:

1. Rotate Chair within Executive Committee.

2. Elect Chair to serve for one-year term from Council at-large. Larry Toelle motioned / Bernard
Dowling seconded to defer the issue of Chair selection until the Executive Committee has had a
chance to meet pending all Standing Committees have had an opportunity to take up this
discussion within their committees, and the Executive Committee will select another temporary
Chair to serve at the March Council meeting. Consensus.

Use facilitator

fad

PLANNING:

+ Suggestion for responsibility within Council. Larry Teelle motioned / Mary Roehrich seconded for
the Council to assign the task of developing a long-range or strategic plan in each standing
committee, and to document each committee’s responses on a wall chart to be brought back to a
full Council meeting to discuss and consider. Consensus

SHORT REPORTS:

¢ A packet consisting of written Standing Committee reports, list of meeting dates, and list of current
committee participants was distributed to the Council to review for correctness,

SRWC /RCD RELATIONSHIP:
¢ The Draft RCD/SRWC Relationship Description was distributed for review and future consideration.

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING:

¢ Possibie speaker — Mike Hass

¢ Technical Committee Membership Recommendations

¢ Council Chair Nominations and Election (for a one-year term)

+ Long-Range/Strategic Planning Recommendations from each Standing Committee

ADJOURNMENT: By Chair at :45 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentel, Recording Secretary
No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions

_ Approved Date
Facilitator / Chairperson

Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted
for approval at the next meeting, and do not become
official untii all apprepriate signatures are affixed.




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

MINUTES

JANUARY 18, 2000
Fort Jones Community Center

CALL TO ORDER:

s Meeting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Interim Chair, Gareth Plank.

e Self-introductions — 28 in attendance.

¢ The Coordinator, Jeffy Davis Marx, read rules of Conduct.

e Minutes of December 14, 1999 were approved by common consent with the following additions: Add
Larry Toelle to the Community Relations Committee, add Dal Eckland to the Education Committee, and
add Ken Fowle to the Fish & Wildlife Commuttee.

¢ The Agenda was amended by adding to Old Business - A. I — Role of Agencies, and A. 2 - Other Issues.
Amended agenda approved by common consent.

¢ Announcements:

o Jeffy announced the Ranch Water Quality Workshop will be held on January 24, 31, and February 14.
Deadline is January 19 to sign up for this workshop.

SPEAKYR: Jeffy introduced Sari Sommarstrom, Ph.D. Dr. Sommarstrom spoke about her contribution to

the study, “An Evaluation of Selected Watershed Councils in the Pacific Northwest and Northern California”,

published November 1999, This study was comprised of three parts. The first part dealt with the evaluation
of watershed council effectiveness. and the third part with comparisons and contrasts. Part II. The Process of

Council Operations” was prepared by Dr. Sommarstrom. She gave background on councils included in the

study, and spoke on all three parts of the study highlighting areas of her study that applied to the Scott River

Watershed Council, although the SRWC was not included in her studv. She answered questions from the

Council members in attendance, and will leave a copy of this study and other reference materials in the RCD

office for anyone to review further.

OPEN FORUM:

s Jeffy commented on Sari’s presentation with suggestions of more field trips, adding more
occasions to eat together, and deing things together.
e Open discussion of Sari’s presentation by everyone present.

OLD BUSINESS:

ROLE OF AGENCIES: By common consent the Council agreed on the following areas
discussed:

e Agencies cannot serve on the Executive Committee or Voting Council.

» Be aware of conflict of interest.
GENERAL PROCESS STRUCTURE: The Draft Recommendations of January 4, 2000 were
discussed.
TECHNICAL COMMITTEE STRUCTURE: Ernie Wilkinson motioned / Mike Bryan
seconded: The Technical Committee composed of a nucleus of Dennis Maria and Gary Black
as principle participants with further participation to be selected by the Executive Committee
for the purpose of ranking proposals based on the format used in the past and to submit ranked
proposals to the General Council and the Executive Committee for decision. Approved.

NEW BUSINESS:
DIRECTIVES TO STANDING COMMITTEES:




L. Jefly, Coordmator and Carolyn. Secretary to contact each committee with Jeffy being
principal contact in relaying information to people for committee times, dates, and places.
Selection determined for Chair/Representatives to attend next Fxecutive Commitiee

)

Meeting:

Commumty Relations — Ric Costales Education — Gareth Plank
Water - Grary Black Monitoring — Andrew Eller
Fish & Wildlife — Jennifer Silveira Land - Ernie Wilkinson

L

Tasks for committees to accomplish by February Council meeting:

s Formulate commitiee objectives

e Start to identify possible project ideas

DETERMINATION OF MEETING SCHEDULES:
1. Full Council - Third Tuesday of each month with February 15" being the next meeting.
2. Executive Committee - Tuesday, February I, 6:30 p.m. at the RCD office.

SHORT REPORTS:

o Staft - Jeffy submitted a written report covering activities of subwatershed groups, Ranch Water
Quahity Workshop coming up later in the month and February, committee work, and the second
meeting to map hmiting factors for salmon and steethead in the Scott River watershed.

» Gary gave an oral report on the work going on with the three fish screens currently underway and
nearly completed with more to come this summer and next winter. He has also been working on
final reports for several projects.

+ Lorrie gave an oral report on auto cad design work for vertical and incline screens to be built by
fabricators. Her focus has been on the eleven screens scheduled for completion in 2000,

s Executive Committee — No report.

¢ Subwatershed Groups —~ No report other than what has been reported in Jeffy’s staff report.

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING: Tuesday February 15, 2600 — 7:00 p.m.
Etna Methodist Church

» Grad student demonstration of GIS map layers in the Scott River watershed. (15 min.)

» Update on the tailings proposed project.

e By-laws (tentative — 10 be determined by amount of review work Exec. Committee 1s able to do.)

» Designation of Representatives from Standing Committees

ADJOURNMENT: It was motioned / seconded / approved to adjourn the meeting at 10:05 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentel, Recording Secretary

No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions
Approved Date

Facilitator / Chairperson

[ ]

Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted
for approval at the next meeting, and do not become
official until all appropriate signatures are affixed.




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

MINUTES

DECEMBER 14, 1999
United Methodist Church, Etna

CALL TO ORDER:

*

Meseting called order at 7:10 p.m. by Jeffy Davis Marx, Facilitator as no volunteers came forward to chair

this meeting.

Self-introductions — 36 in attendance.

A list of rules for conduct was read by the Facilitator/Chair and was accepted by common consent of the

Council.

Minutes of November 16, 1999 approved by common consent with the following correction and

additions:

e Scott River Watershed CRMP — November 16, 1999: Correction on page 2, last sentence changed
from “Call for the question: 4 thumbs down”, to *3 thumbs down”.

¢ Scott River Watershed Council — November 16, 1999 Additions on first page — Add “United
Methodist Church” to title, and to second paragraph after “Jeff accepts” add “under Roberts Rules of
QOrder”

The Agenda was amended by adding to Old Business - B. Review of process as presented to the old

CRMP by the Ad Hoc Reorganization Committee, and moving Open Forum after Announcements.

Amended agenda approved by common consent.

The Council accepted by common consent to have Carolyn Pimentel continue to be Recording Secretary

for the Scott River Watershed Council Meetings.

Announcements:

e Facilitator took this opportunity to give the attending group background on the organization of this
new watershed council, and requested two volunteers to write wall notes — Dal Ekland and Jenmifer
Silveira volunteered.

OPEN FORUM:

e Establishment of voting process was approved by continuing with common consent until any
participant has an objection, then proceed with majority vote under Robert’s Rules of Order.

o Use Fish and Wildlife agreement (to fund coordinator).

e Group discussion on pros, cons, and concerns with past CRMP and what should or could be
salvaged or adapted to new process. Concerns on possible purpose of the new Watershed Council
used as a regulatory review process, and questions on how sub-watershed groups are represented.

OLD BUSINESS:

PRINCIPLES AND GOALS REVIEW - General agreement that principles are concepts the
Council agrees to and will abide by that are non-negotiable, and to add the word “voluntary” to the
primary focus statement. Motion — Larry Toelle / Second ~ Warren Farnum: To accept the
entire page as presented in Draft # 3 Scott River Watershed Council Definition of Scott River
Watershed Principles and Goals with the amendment additions of adding the word
“voluntarily” to the first line under Principles to read ~ “The primary focus of the Scott River
Watershed Council’s efforts will be on veluntarily conserving ...”, and changing heading of
Goals to Objectives. Passed.
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REVIEW OF PROCESS AS PRESENTED BY THE AD HOC REORGANIZATION
COMMITTEE TO THE OLD CRMP —~ General agreement of the definition of “custom &
culture” as defined in the Siskivou County Comprehensive Land and Resource Management Plan,
subwatershed groups participate as individual community members (role of Community Relations
Committee is vital to keep public informed of meetings, events, information, etc ), the Executive
Committee is the voting body of the Council and always makes decisions in the presence of and with
input from the larger public body. Moetion ~ Larry Toelle / Seconded — Mary Roehrich to:
reorganize the flow chart diagram according to Toelle’s suggestion to reverse the flow to better
show the grassroots driven process. Motion amended by Gareth Plank to accept reorganized
flow chart in principle with the exception of the details of the Technical Committee jurisdiction.
Motion as amended passed.
NEW BUSINESS:

SELECTION OF INTERIM EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: The following individuals
volunteered to serve until Standing Committees select representatives.

Interim Executive Committee Executive Committee Alternates

Alan Kramer Ric Costales
Gareth Plank Keith Taylor
Bernard Dowling Mike Bryvan

Ernie Wilkinson

Dave Black

BY-LAWS MODIFICATION REVIEW: Tabled. Meanwhile, review at home and send written
changes/suggestion 1o RCD office for the Executive Commuttee. General agreement: to defer the
following issues to Executive Committee - review of the by-laws, set agenda for the next meeting,
select chair and vice chair for next meeting, and set a deadhine by which Standing Commuttee must
select their representatives.

NEW BUSINESS:
STANDING COMMITTEE ORGANIZATION AND FORMATION:

Communitv Relations Water Fish & Wildlife
Mary Roehrich Gary Black Gary Black
Carolyn Pimentel Warren Farnam Jim Kilgore
Ric Costales Mike Bryan Jennifer Silveira
Bernard Dowling Bruce Bradford Denms Maria
Wing Hodas
Education Jeff Fowle Land Use
Gareth Plank Lorme Bundy Alan Kramer
Bernard Dowling Jay Power Tom Shorey
Ric Costales Warren Farnam
Andrew Eller Monitoring Gareth Plank
Keith Taylor Carl Schwarzenberg Kyle Haines
Wing Hodas Jennifer Silveira Mary Roehrich

Gary Black

Lorme Bundy
Dennis Marnia
Andrew Eller

Bruce Bradford
Doug Blangsted
Keith Taylor



SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING:

s Invite Sari Sommarstrom to speak on her group structure study principles that would be relevant to this
Council.

o Technical Committee Jurisdiction

« (eneral Process Structure

e Designation of Representatives from Standing Committees
ADJOURNMENT: By Facilitator/Chair at 930 p.m.

Carolvn Pimentel, Recording Secretary
No Corrections / Corrections as Indicated by Handwritten Insertions

Approved Date
Facilitator / Chamrperson

Minutes are subject to change/correction when submitted
for approval at the next mesting, and do not become
official unul all appropriaie signatures are affixed.




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

"Coordinated Resource Management Planning”

MINUTES

NOVEMBER 16, 1999
Etna United Methodist Church

CALL TO ORDER:
¢ Meeting called to order and introductions made by Wing Hodas, Chairman, 7:10 p.m.
Member Organizations in Attendance (currently 7 voting members with 2 absent from this meeting):

C.D. Fish & Game - 0 Siskivou RC.D ~ 1 vote

Cattlemen’s Association - 0 Small Landowners At-Large - 1 & 1 votes
Klamath Forest Alliance — 1 vote Large Timberland Owners - 0

Farm Bureau - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners — 1 vote
Audubon Seciety — 0 Siskivou County - 0

Scott Valley Hay Growers — 1
Scott Valley Irrigation District - 1
+ Advisors in Attendance: 3
e Staff in Attendance: 3
o Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 12
¢ Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator.
¢ Minutes of October 19, 1999 were accepted as mailed.
» Agenda was not adjusted and accepted as published.
» Announcements. There will be a Community Mapping process meeting in Fort Jones at the Community
Center on Thursday November 18, 1999 at 7:00 p.m. The public 1s invited. ]

OLD BUSINESS

AD HOC COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:
The Ad Hoc Reorganization Committee consisting of Wing Hodas, Ric Costales, Ernie Wilkinson, and Dennis
Maria reported having met several times to work on their charge. Ernie read a prepared statement
commenting on the committee’s tasks and goals. He then reviewed the Draft Recommendations for
Restructuring of Scott River Watershed CRMP Council that was mailed out with the agenda for this meeting
and available at the meeting. The other Committee members (Dennis Maria was absent) offered the following
comments of clarification: Referring to Freda’s recommendations, the CRMP is suffering from a lack of
community support, but is seeking to recover. Bi-monthly educational meetings are recommended although
not specifically listed in the Draft Recommendations for Restructuring. The Ad Hoc Committee answered
other questions of clarification.

Discussion of guestions and concerns:
« Do committee representatives on the Executive Committee vote for themselves or committee?
¢ Issues to consider:

e Subwatershed groups — how wiil their interest be addressed?

o Is there any himit to committee sizes”
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Should agencies select/nominate folks for Technical Committee (Fish & Game already a leading
force).
Some issues not spelled out in this plan — 1.e. RCID/CRMP Relationsiup.
Keep it simple.
Technical Committee needs to go bevond “ologists” and include project coordmator, etc.
Technical Committee rates projects on-the-ground using form.
Subwatershed groups can participate in committees.
Outreach process on committees -

» Community Relations Committee.

s Resource issues need to be discussed with the community in mind.
Can you be a council member and not be a committee member?
Inter-Agency Advisory - help with permitting ease — could be appointed by agencies.
Voting ~ 5 members present and all must vote “yes” for approval of issue or motion. Standing aside?
Upland Committee ~ why? If no Agricultural Committee, there could be issues that may not get
covered in other committees,

Are committees given a blank slate?

Purpose of watershed council?

Alleviate defensive posture by agricultural community.

What about committees being dominated by interests? Lopsided? Balanced?
Active participation will best assure balanced committees.

Primary function is to conceive of and propose projects.

« Concerns:

»

-

Economic tnterests of the community not addressed in the process.
Committees will address this 1ssue as long as participants do.

o ldeas:

.

Upland could be called Land Use.

Focus energy of Council on community vitality.

Community outreach and education may dovetail.

Make committees regional rather than fish, water. etc.

Need a way to kill process if it does not work.

CRMP Handbook states goals are to protect improve and maintain natural resources.

Chairman closes discussion.

Motion / seconded: To adopt in concept the Draft Recommendations for Restructuring of Scott River
Watershed CRMP Council as presented. Discussion. Call for the question: 4 thumbs up / 1 thumb down -
motion fails.

Discussion surrounded the KFA reasons for their thumbs down vote and length of time needed to resolve
issues unacceptable to them for restructuring the CRMP. KFA stated that the Recommendations are a good
_ start at restmcturing, but they need more clarification and more specific language incorporated into the
recommendations to be acceptable to them."

Motion / seconded: To continue the CRMP in existing form. Discussion. Call for the question: 4 thumbs
down / 1 thumb up: motion fails — CRMP does not exist. Meeting adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT: Chairman at ©:15 p.m.

fan



Carclyn Pimentel
CRMP Program Manager
Approved

Date

tad



SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

"Coordinated Resource Management Planning”

MINUTES

OCTOBER 19, 1999
Fort Jones Community Center

At 7:02 Jeffy Davis Marx announced that the Chairman, Alan Kramer would be late and suggested that the
video “Crafting Institutions for Self-Goverming Irrigation Systems™ be shown. Those in attendance agreed,
and the video was shown from 7:05 to 7:35 p.m.

CALL TO ORDER:

s Meeting called order and introductions made by Alan Kramer, Chairman, 7:40 p.m.

s Member Organizations in Attendance:

C.D. Fish & Game - 1 Siskiyou R.C.D. -1

Klamath Forest Alliance - 1 Small Landowners At-lLarge 3 & lalt)-2 & |
Audubon Society - 0 Large Timberland Owners - O

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 1 & 1 alt.
Scott Valley Irrigation District — 0 Siskivou County - 1

» Advisors in Attendance: 3

¢ Staff'in Attendance: 4

o Guests & Visitors in Attendance: &

» Rules for conduct read by Jefty Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator.

»  Minutes of September 21, 1999 were accepted as mailed.

» Adjusted agenda was approved by adding to Old Business “Ray Haupt, USFS Scott River Ranger Dist.
letter effecting next month Chairmanship”, and by tabling “Water Users Group” under New Business as
Mary Roehrich is not able to attend this meeting.

s Announcements: Jeffy showed the award plaque that was presented to the CRMP and will be displayed at
the Siskiyou RCD office -~ “Nathaniel Bingham Memorial Award Presented to Scott River Watershed
CRMP for Supporting Anadromous Fisheries Restoration , Klamath River Watershed 1999 Klamath
River Basin Fisheries Task Force™. Congratulations CRMP! Sue Maurer was also awarded the Nathaniel
Bingham Memorial Award to an Individual for Supporting Anadromous Fisheries Restoration.
Congratulations Sue!

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

FISH — Meetings have discussed how to develop proposals, looking for funds to assess out-migrant, and the

committee has lost 2 members that need to be replaced.

UPLAND - Has not met and has nothing to report except that a meeting needs to be scheduled after hunting

season for on-the-ground ideas.

MONITORING - Andrew Eller met in September for pre-site rockwork for the Whipple project using the

new and improved monitoring form, and at the JH Ranch as well. Committee is orgamzing a tool bag for field

monitoring, and has discussed large scale monitoring 1deas.




AG — No committee members present

WATER ~ No report. Ken Maurer offered hus observation that gauging station information 1s available on the
internet, and that water locks low at Highway 3 bridge, but comes back up. Water 15 going underground and
coming back. Erme Wilkinson offered that upslope trees loosing their leaves after hard frost will produce
more flow from trees no longer needing water, and there is more flow in French Creek and there is still snow
in upper elevations.

PLAN — No report.

CRMP/SRCD Relationship — Warting for SRCD to respond back to CRMP on the 10/15/99 Draft
Relationship Agreement.

TECH. — No report.

AD HOC REQRGANIZATION — Have met twice and will meet again to have an outline prepared for the
CRMP to review bv the next regular CRMP meeting.

OLD BUSINESS:

RAY HAUPT. USFS SCOTT RIVER RANGER DIST. LETTER AFFECTING NEXT MONTH
CHAIRMANSHIP: The USFS letter by Ray Haupt, District Ranger that changed the status of the USFS
membership from voting to advisory only was read to the Council at a previous meeting and passed around
for review at this meeting as requested by Counctl members. The change in membership status affects Jim
Kilgore, USFS as the next scheduled meeting chairman. Alan Kramer volunteered to chair the next meeting if
Wing Hodas cannot.

STREAM CARE GUIDE: Jeffy informed the Council that 1t will cost between $1,400 to customize the
example stream care guide to the Scott River watershed and print it, and that there is CRMP funding
earmarked for education that could be used for a portion of the cost. Dennis Maria volunteered to bring the
1ssue of a cost share to the Siskiyou County Fish & Game Commission. Randy Seelbrede, NRCS suggested
that fiinds m the amount of $500 to §1,000 could be available through EQIP. The Council reached
consensus for Jeffy to write and sent a request letter to NRCS and County Fish and Game Commission
for $500 to $1,000 funding each.

FALL FLOWS ACTION PLAN —1999-2000 PROPOSED ACTIONS: KFA distributed a handout for
suggested Fall Flows potential actions as derived from the plan’s objectives. The Water Commttee submitted
a 3-point list of actions in July. After discussion Gary and Lorrie will gather information on what has already
been done in the area of water efficiency. The Council reached consensus to refer the issue back to the
Water Committee and staff to develop a combination of all recommendations to be brought back to
the full Council for consideration.

PROPOSALS: PUBLIC OUTREACH & PROJECT DEVELOPMENT: The handout titled “DRAFT,
August 17, 1999 Scott River Watershed Council (CRMP) Annual Process for Project Development” was
distributed to the Council for review and discussion. The Council reached consensus to have the staff use
this draft as a starting point for a re-write including an opportunity process for a quick turn around
on short timeframe deadlines, for committees to be more involved in project development, and to bring
the re-write back to the full Council for review and approval.

GRAVEL MINE ISSUE: Educational discussion. No action.

NEW BUSINESS:

- WATER USERS GROUP: Tabled until Mary Roehrich can be in attendance.

CDF PROJECT ENDORSEMENT - ETNA SHADED FUEL BREAK: Discussion. The Council
reached consensus to send a letter of suppert for the maintenance of the Etna Fuel Break to CDF.
CRMP COORDINATOR REPORT: Jeffy distributed a written report covering the following:

The Task Force honored Sue Maurer with the Nat Bingham individual award and Scott River CRMP with the
organizational award. Subwatershed group activity with Shackleford/Mill and Tailing Landowners.
Workshop idea priorities, and 1603 meetings. Project activity with Abner Weed selected by RCD as
Watershed Ed. Coordinator. Anyone interested in volunteering to participate in the Humboldt State Univ.
GIS/planning project for a community mapping process contact Jeffy. Letters of resignation from CRMP
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membership have been received from the Siskiyou County Farm Bureau and the Siskivou County Cattlemen’s
Association.

PROJECT COORDINATOR REPORTS:

Iotrie — Distributed a written report covering Fish Screens with NMFS agreed to local review by CDFG
using NMFS criteria, site surveys, field prep work, fabrication on two screens to start soon, and design work,
Temperature Monitoring units will be left in place as long as possible and removed when flows come up;
Water Balance final report provided to Jim DePree of Siskiyou Co. for data search for groundwater plan,
KRIS updated by Pat Higgins and showcased to staff, and office computers are now networked to provide
easier data transfers and backup.

Gary ~ Reported that in-stream work done during the last month on three projects is almost completed. Road
implementation site reviews have been done by landowner and agencies and all are satisfied. Gary reported
that Warren has been working on stockwater systems.

Danielle — AmeriCorps Report ~ working on EUHSD Watershed Education project.

MEMBER REPORTS:

KFA - Offered handouts on several topics, and announced that KFA has petitioned the Board of Forestry on
impaired watersheds.

Sis. Co. — The County is looking for a bridge deck that was removed from Kennedy property. Public can
come watch the bridge being set at the Masterson Creek site on Oct, 27" in the a.m.

CDFEG ~ Distributed a handout on Governor Davis Signs Historic Water Bond Legistation For March 2000
Ballot.

ADVISORY REPORTS:

USEWS — Commented on USFS position on the CRMP with USFWS receiving similar instruction from legal
counsel in response to a lawsuit at the national level.

NRCS ~ Ranch Water Quality Planing sessions are scheduled for Shasta Valley on November 29" December
6" and January 13™. January and February will be in Scott Valley.

OPEN FORUM: Ric Costales commented on the KFA concept to free small landowners from large
landowner regulations. Gary Black questioned definition of “large” and “small” landowners.

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS -

» Subbasin Planning

« Implementation of Upslope Projects Report

e Temperature

Water Users Group

CRMP/SRCD Relationship Agreement

Stream Care Guide

Fall Flows Action Plan 1999-2000 Proposed Actions Re-Write

Proposals: Public Outreach & Project Development Re-Write

BIN: Kidder Diaries — history of watershed (agenda item in 6 or so months)

ADJOURNMENT: Chairman at 10:05 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentei

CRMP Program Manager

- No Corrections Corrections as indicated by handwritten insertions

Approved Date

e & 9 & & &




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

"Coordinated Resource Management Planning"

MINUTES

SEPTEMBER 22, 1999
Etna United Methodist Church

CALL TO ORDER:

Meeting called order and introductions made by Felice Pace, Chairman, 7:10 p.m.
Member Organizations in Attendance:

C.D. Fish & Game ~ 1 Siskiyou R.CD. - |

Cattlemen’s Association - 0 Small Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt)-2 & |
Klamath Forest Alliance — 1& 1 Large Timberland Owners -

Farm Bureau - 0 U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts)-0& 0
Marble Mt. Audubon Society — 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 1

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskiyou County - 0

Scott Valley Irrigation District — 0
Advisors in Attendance: 0
Staff in Attendance: 5
Guests & Visitors in Attendance; 4
Gudelines for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator.
Minutes of August 17, 1999 were accepted as mailed.
Agenda was approved and accepted as mailed with notation to add gravel mine issue to October agenda.
Announcements: :
* Introduction of and welcome to Danielle Quigley, the new AmeriCorps volunteer.
» Jefly is going to be a grandmother, and Gary is going te be dad to baby number two!
e Meredith Bird Rescue Benefit Pot Luck on Oct. 16™ at Greenview Grange needs silent auction items.

SHORT REPORTS:

STAFF —

Jeffy distributed a written report covering activities with Shackleford/Mill and The Tailings Subwatershed
Groups, workshop ideas for the fall of 1999, JITW proposals of Water Temperature Monitoring and Scott
River Geomorphic Analysis that were submitted, attendance at the Sept. 1* Watershed Mgt. Council
forum in Davis, Calif., the “under construction” CRMP webpage, announced that the Orel Lewis
interview video is available to check out, and report work on the Irrigation Mgt. Practices project.

Gary continues to exercise the paper reduction act by delivering an oral report on in-stream work that is
starting with Mark Johnson as contractor, Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Inventory final report that is
phasing into the road improvement work that will be mostly on Shackleford Creek, and meeting with
landowners on project possibilities for future on-the-ground work.

Warren reported on work he’s done on landowner proposals, developing a prototype fish protection
barrier for water diversion as an alternative to fish screen on the Kidder Ditch, work on stockwater system
design, and a pipeline project idea for a Patterson Creek ditch.

Lorrie submitted a written report on fish screen designs that have been approved by CDFG on Boulder
Creek, the design for a screen will review another design for lower Sugar Creek by end of September,
surveying and biological evaluations will be completed by Oct. 15% | temperature monitoring work, water
balance Phase I has been completed and final report submitted to the UC SAREP funder, submitted
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temperature monitoring proposal for JITW funding, and worked on proposal development for Water
Committee recommendation to pipe ditches.

ADVISORY REPORTS - None

MEMBER REPORTS —

« CDFG Dennis Maria reported that monitoring showed increased coho counts in the French Creek
drainage with most marked increases in Miner’s Creek in a stretch where the landowner has altowed
woody debris to remain n the stream. An at-large CRMP member suggested this information be placed
on the CRMP website.

« Non-Industrial Timber Alternate Ric Costales reported on the Board of Forestry hearing meeting in
Sacramento on implementing the 300’ critical habitat on timberland stream corndors.

o Small Landowner ~ At Large Dan Petit requested 2 temporary leave of absence from CRMP
participation due to health problem and is actively looking for an alternate.

e Small Landowner — At Large Wing Hodas reported that Tozier cattle are crossing the river agamn.
Riparian planting on the Hodas property has been browsed heavily by deer, but what has survived 1s doing
very well.

¢ KFA Felice Pace reported that he attended the Board of Forestry meeting.

FREDA’S RECOMMENDATIONS FROM SPECIAL MEETING PROCESS - Discussion

FACILITAION TRAINING FOR CRMP MEMBERS - Discussion

PARTICIPATION — The Council reached consensus to create a short-term committee to deal with

Attendance status, New Committee for Outreach, and. Meeting Reorganization. The following volunteered

1o serve on the committee: Ernie Wilkinson, Chair, Dennis Maria, Wing Hodas, Ric Costales, and Jeffy as

facilitator. This committee agreed to meet on Monday September 27" in Fort Jones at 7:00 p.m.

BYLAWS AMENDMENT: CHRONIC MEETING BEHAVIOR PROBLEMS/CONSEQUENCES -

No consensus reached.

SRCD/CRMP RELATIONSHIP GUIDELINES — Consensus was reached to send the Felice Pace draft

with changes by Gary Black to the RCD Board for their consideration.

OTHER ACTIONS ON RECOMMENDATIONS - Each of Freda’s recommendations was considered and

discussed with the following list deferred to the newly formed Adhoc Recommendations Committee:

participation; meeting reorganization — how often, format, etc.; roles of committees

Some of the brainstormed ideas on changes in CRMP were: Need cross-section of interests in memberships;
need more landowner participation in projects; more subcommittee work to develop project ideas; fewer
CRMP Council meetings; committees to develop project ideas; CRMP can no longer provide safety net,
security, no longer our role; CRMP is about education; CRMP membership can be m flux to reflect the
interests and times; disagreement with facilitator’s given: Member organization can send any rep they want;
CRMRP training in consensus process; everyone bring two project ideas they want to work on; annuai
retreat/evaluation including revision of 5-Year Plan; limiting discussion.

STREAM CARE GUIDE - Tabled

FALL FLOWS ACTION PAN — 1999-2000 PROPOSED ACTIONS — “Fall Flows Action Plan: Potential
" FY 2001 Actions to Increase Fall Flows with Shackleford-Mill Emphasis” was handed out for consideration at
the next meeting.

PROPOSALS: PUBLIC OUTREACH AND PROJECT DEVELOPMENT - Tabled
GROUNDWATER PLAN LETTER TO COUNTY — The Council reached consensus to approve the letter
and send it with the following changes: In the last paragraph, second line, add the words “helping to” and
change “restoring” to “restore” for the line to read — *...undertaken if we are to succeed in helping to restore
salmon and steelhead...”




WORKSHOPS ~ The Council reached consensus to sponser the CDFG 1600 permitting educational
workshops 10 be held in Etna and Fort Jones on October 7" & 8" . Priority of other workshops resulted in
the following order: CDFG 1603 informational meetings. training for landowners in project development,
water flow measurement and adjudication information for landowners, panel discussion of new Board of

Forestry rules package for water protection. It was suggested to send Andrew Eller to the riparian expert,
June Davis, rather than inviting her here.

PROPOSAL FOR A WATER USER GROUP - Tabled
RESPONSE TO PIONEER PRESS — Tabled

COMMITTEE REPORTS - Tabled

OPEN FORUM: None

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS -~ October 19, 1999 — Fort Jones
« All items tabled from September 21% meeting

*  Water User’s Group Video

» November — Sarl Sommarstrom — Watershed Council Study Results
ADJOURNMENT: Acting Chair at 10:12 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentel
CRMP Program Manager

Approved Date
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SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

“Coordinated Resource Management Planning”

MINUTES DRAFT

JULY 20, 1999
Etna United Methodist Church

CALL TO ORDER:

L]

Meeting called 1o order and introductions made by Wing Hodas, Chairman, 7:02 p.m.
Member Organizations in Attendance:

C.D. Fish & Game ~ | Siskivou R.C.D. - |

Cattlemen’s Association - Small Landowners At-Large (S & l alt) -0 & 1
Klamath Forest Aliiance - 2 Large Timberland Owners - 0

Farm Bureau - 0 U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts) -0 & 1
Marble Mt. Audubon Society ~ 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 1

Scott Valley Hav Growers - 0 Siskiyvou County - 1

Scott Valley Irmgation District — 1
Advisors in Attendance: |
Staff in Attendance: 4 Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 2
Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator.
Minutes of June 15, 1999 were accepted with the following correction: Under Member Reports, the last
line corrected by deleting the word “opposing " and inserting “concerned abowt activirv on..
Agenda was adjusted and accepted by adding, “French Creek Home QOwner s Letter” to New Business.
Announcements:
» (Carol Wilson was introduced as the new KFA Executive Director.
¢ (Carlin Finke, U.C. Humboldt grad student was introduced.
s« (CDFG has a new field biologist, Doug Kiliga-for Siskivou County.
» Siskiyou Co. 1s staying on schedule for work on the bridge. The next work project will be on
Masterson Creek Road.
e Wing suggested exclusion fencing on Quartz Vallev Road near Scott River Road be an issue for

discussion at a future W\N (&, Cortags T SOMTCE
e Jeffy read the letter byDistrict Ranger, Ray Haupt that was presented to the CRMP at a previous

meeting by Jay Power for CRMP member information.
¢ Ric Costales complemented Jeffv on her excellent article in the Pioneer Press.
e Carolyn Pimentel attended a noxious weed field identification tour sponsored by the Siskiyou Co. Ag

Commissioner, and obtained an office copy of Selected Noxious Weeds of Northeastern California —
A Field Identification Guide.

SHORT REPORTS:
STAFF REPORTS:

Lorrie - submitted a written report covering fish screen progress, temperature monitoring work,
submutted a progress report to CDFG on the Water Balance, and CRMP committes work.

Garv — reported on the Fish and Game permitting for three projects and design work which is going
smoothiy; he is also mulching spring plantings with bark and installing protection from deer browse.
Jeffv — submitted a written report covering activity with South Fork, Shackleford/Mill and Tailings
Subwatershed Groups, and ideas for workshops for the fall. She presented a draft Description of
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CRMP Minutes of July 20, 1999

and a fish screen. The Council reached consensus to have both projects submitted to the Tech

Committee for ranking before the next meeting.

TASK FORCE LANDOWNER RECOGNITION: Submit suggested individuals and/or groups at the next

mesting.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

WATER - Submitied a written report (copied on back of Jeffy’s report) consisting of suggested proposal

ideas of creating a water ust, waterusers measure own use, implement 2 demonstration project.

FISH - None

AG - None

UPLAND ~ Had a meeting last week and scheduled a field mip for July 19" that was canceled for a number

of reasons. Proposal base line - sites on Plank and Merlow ranches for type conversion with access to oid

photos to make comparisons with identifiable locations.

PLAN -None  y fral 50y

MONITORING ~ Legsie is the Chair. The next mesting will be a field trip in rmuid August. They are stil]

testing processes on project completion.

CRMP/RCD RELATIONSHIP — As the former members of this committee are no longer active members

and no one else volunteeredfny member who sees a problem with the draft Description of the RCD/CRMP

Relationship shoulid join the CRMP/RCD Relationship Committee. The Description will be mailed out.

OPEN FORUM:

* Alan Kramer suggested with the cost of mailings that anvone with e-mail have information transmitied
that way. An e-mail sign up list was circulated.

* Ric Costales suggested a need fora committeg to address community outreach for understanding.

» (Carol @’ilsom, KFA objected 10 the Ray Haupﬁe%?’bjgfﬁgz?ead to the Council. Requested CRMP
Council attendance record for the last vear.

¢ Jeffy attended a meeting with Jim Nelson, CDFG, Siskayou RCD staff and two RCD board members o
discuss ideas for landowner issues and solutions related to the new 1603 permitting process. Landowner
meetings will be scheduled for information exchanges later this season with the Fish & Game.

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS — AUGUST 17. 1999 — FORT JONES someplace!

« Speaker — Jim DuPree

By-Laws Amendment for Representative or Organization Dismissal from CRMP Membership

By-Laws Amendment for Chronic Meeting Behavior Problems

Establish Membership in Accordance with the By-Laws

Freda’s Recommendations for Conflict Resolution

Siskiyou RCD/Scott River CRMP Relationship; Committee Members / Guidelines

Fall Flows Action Plan 1999-2000 Proposed Action

Proposal Rating Process

Stream Care Guide

Facilitation Training for CRMP Members

French Creek Homeowner Concerns

» Tech Committee Ranking of JITW Proposals

* Task Force Landowner Recognition Recommendations

+ Creation of a new committee for Community Outreach

ADJOURNMENT: Chairman Hodas at 9:35 p.m.

* & & @
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Carolyn Pimentel, CRMP Program Manager No Corrections Corrections as indicated
Approved Date




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

"Coordinated Resource Management Planning"”

MINUTES

AUGUST 17, 1999
Fort Jones Community Center
CALL TO ORDER:

+ Meeting called order and introductions made by Wing Hodas, Chairman at 7:05 p.m.
» Member Organizations in Attendance:

C.D. Fish & Game - 2 Siskivou R.C.D. -0

Cattlemen’s Association - { Small Landowners At-Large (3 & 1 alt.)-0& |
Klamath Forest Alhance - 2 Large Timberland Owners - 0

Farm Bureau - ¢ U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts )~ 0 & 2
Audubon Society - 0 Non-Industrial Timber Owners - 2

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskivou County - 2

Scott Valley Irmigation District — 0

* Advisors in Attendance: 2
o Staff in Attendance: 5
e (Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 10
¢ (Gudelines for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordinator.
» Minutes of July 20, 1999 were accepted and approved by mouon and second with the following
corrections:
» First page ~Wilson corrected to Wright, Killen corrected to Killam. 6" bullet - add USFS before
District Ranger.
e Third page — Under MONITORING change “Lorrie” to “Andrew Eller”, correct Wilson to Wright,
add USFS after Ray Haupt.

¢ Agenda was adjusted and approved by adding to Old Business, J-French Creek Letter, and moving Open
Forum from item VII to III:

+ Announcements:
» Don Howell - County roadwork closures and conditions, and Cal-Fed meeting schedule.
» Gary/Carolyn - Planning Department has been requested by RCD to correct its mailing list for use
permit review from CRMP to Siskiyou RCD.
o Jeffy - Ernie Wilkinson is recovering from aneurysm surgery at Fairchild Medical Center.
o Jeffy - AmeriCorps volunteer selection has been made.
« Felice - Biological Opinion on Klamath resulted in increased flow in Klamath. Available through
NMFS.
s Wing observed muddy water runming in Moffett. Ric Costales and Don Howell clanfied that the
source of the turbidity is coming from Duzel.
EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM: Jim De Pree, Siskivou County Natural Resource Specialist spoke on the
county groundwater plan process. The Siskivou Board of Supervisors approved The Siskiyou County
Groundwater Ordinance, and a Groundwater Management Plan is next in the process. The goals of a
groundwater protection plan have been identified for the purpose of protecting water resources of Siskiyou
County. The two main issues concerning existing data are the need for more information from local
residents, and the need for Siskivou County citizens to get invoived in the process so that the desires of the
citizens can be incorporated into the plan. The planning process has not begun, it is in a study phase now




o)
AUDUBON REPRESENTATION: Tabled
CRMP MEMBERSHIP PARTICIPATION: 1. attendance status. 2. _new committee for outreach, and
3. _meeting reorganization: Tabled
LETTER FROM FRENCH CREEK LANDOWNERS: Discussion of a letter of concerns about the Jack
logging sale from the French Creek Property Owners resulted in the Council giving direction to Jeffy to
encourage the property owners to get together with the French Creek Watershed Adwvisory Group, and for
Jeffy to report back to the Council on results.
SHORT REPORTS:
PROJECT COORDINATORS:
Gary ~ Working on RCD bank stabilization and riparian planting projects for this fall with permitting, field
visits, and designing. CDFG contract admintstration has changed from Carl Harral to Phil Warner, Ron
Dotson and Dennis Maria. Up-slope Shackleford/Mill project inventory has been completed and moving
toward the implementation phase of the next project.
Lorrie — Submitied a wrinten report covering work and activity on fish screens, temperature monitoring, the
water balance, and CRMP committee work.

Warren ~ Reported that the only thing he was able to do was have emergency appendix surgery. (Rough
health month!)

CRMP COORDINATOR - Jeffy submitted a writien report covering announcements of Ernie Wilkinson's
surgery, and the new AmeriCorps volunteer. She also reported on work and activity with sub-watershed
groups, workshop ideas (council is to choose 2 or 3 from the list she provided in her written report), Job-In-
The-Woods proposals, subbasin pianning, and outreach. She also reported on attending and speaking at a
Congressional Tour in Kiamath Falls for the purpose of informing representatives’ aides on issues and needs
in the Klamath Basin.

MEMBER:

KEFA - Felice attended a Congressional Fact-Finding Tour in Klamath Falls. Handed out 2 written issue
summary on water quality and salmon.

Non-Industrial Timber — New Proposed Rules for Forest Practices are out. Alan announced that Dan Larives
1s stepping down and has appointed Ric Costales to take his place as CRMP member.

Siskivou County — Don Howell announced the March 1999 Fish Passage at Road Culverts Design is out, and
he will be absent for the next CRMP meeting so he can attend the 3-County Plan mesting.

ADVISORY: None

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS — for SEPTEMBER 21. 1999:

+ Sari Sommarstrom — watershed council study results

e Tabied items

ADJOURNMENT: Chairman Hodas at 10:00 p.m.

Carolyn Pimentel
CRMP Program Manager

No corrections, changes or additions
Corrections, changes, additions as indicated by handwritten insertions

Approved Date




SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

"Coordinated Resource Management Planning”

MINUTES

JUNE 153, 1999
Fort Jones Elementary School, Fort Jones, California

CALL TO ORDER:

»  Meeting called order and introductions made by Mike Bryan, Chairman, and Wing Hodas, Vice Chair at
7.00 p.m. Jeffv introduced Warren Farnam, an additional Siskiyou RCD Project Coordinator. Larry
Alexander, NorCET was also introduced.

s Member Qrganizations in Attendance:

C.D. Fish & Game - 1 Siskivou RCD. - 1

Cattlemen’s Association - 0 Small Landowners At-Large 3 & T alt)-1 & 0
Klamath Forest Alliance — 2 Large Timberland Owners - 0

Farm Bureau -0 U.S. Forest Service (1 & 2 alts) - 0 & 1

Marble Mt. Audubon Society — 1 Nen-Industrial Timber Owners - |

Scott Valley Hay Growers - 0 Siskivou County - 1

Scott Valley Irrigation District — 1

s Adwisors in Attendance: 2

+ Staffin Attendance: 5

* Guests & Visitors in Attendance: 3

» Rules for conduct read by Jeffy Davis Marx, CRMP Coordmator.

* Minutes of May 18, 1999 were accepted and approved with the following corrections: Page 1 - Change
Small Landowner At-Large in attendance from 0 & 1to / & /. Page 3 - Insert as follows in second bullet
under SHORT REPORTS to read — .. . and doing documentation preparation on historic records for Scort
River based on the South Fork of the Trinity...”. Page 3 — correct typo in third bullet under
COMMITTEE REPORTS to read — “All other commuttees had po report.”

e Minutes of June 2, 1999 were accepted and approved with the following correction: Page 2 ~ Strike Etna
Methodist Church and replace with “Fort Jones Lilementary School. ”

e Agenda was adjusted in the following manner and approved: Add to COMMITTEE REPORTS: G. Fish,
H. Staff Reports (moved from A. of SHORT REPORTS). Add to SHORT REPORTS. Open Forum.

* Announcements:

» Wing Hodas volunteered to fill the vacancies of Vice Chair for July and Chair for August on the
Calendar for CRMP Chair Duty

s Lomie announced openings for Fri, Sat. and Sun. at 2 Bioassessment Training put on by the River
Center in Dunsmuir, and has information if anyone is interested in attending. Admission is free and
CRMP will pay mileage.

EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM: South Fork Road Inventory Report — Larry Alexander
Larry clarified NorCET and USFS involvement and cooperation in the South Fork Road Inventory project.
The USFS received funding to do inventory work and development of a protocol for several sites in the
Klamath National Forest including the South Fork of the Scott. NorCET volunteered to coordinate the South
Fork protocol development and inventory in order to maintain consistency across the land ownerships. The
protocol developed by the Timber Products and Fruit Growers Supply Co, as well as the data gathered as a
result of the inventory, is being integrated with that developed by the Klamath National Forest. He answered
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questions regarding hand out copies of two protocols for road mventories and stated that Timber Products
and Fruit Growers Supply Co. have not vet decided which protocol they will use but that either way the
information obtained will be consistent.

COMMITTEE REPORTS:

SRCD/CRMP RELATIONSHIP: Members of the committee are absent and cannot report.

WATER: None

FISH: Felice Pace donated his photos to be added to the photos taken at the Fish Faire.

AG: None

UPLAND: None

PLAN: None

MONITORING: Lorrie reported that they are testing the plan in the field for a pre-project assessment. Some
changes are needed. The process will be presented to the CRMP 1n a future meeting. Andrew Eller is the
Chair of the committee and will rotate. More volunteers are needed. Next meeting will be sometime in July.
STAFF REPORTS:.

Gary — Putting bark around plantings to protect from heat. Plantings are looking good.

Doing permitting for FG projects, but funding has been held up due to a State 3 million-dollar
budget short fall.

Lorrie — Submitted a written report covering fish screens, temperature monitoring, and proposals.
OPEN FORUM: As of June 30, 1999 Marble Mountain Audubon will have dissolved. Consideration of
another chapter of Audubon representation (if any) will need to be on the agenda for the next meeting.
CRMP COORDINATOR REPORT: Jeffy submitted a written report covering subwatershed group
activity, workshops, SRCD/CRMP Relationship work, proposals, and subbasin planning.

STRATEGY FOR MAINTAINING CIVIL BEHAVIOR: A handout “Maintaming Civil Behavior: Four
Level Procedure” was given to the Council to review for consideration of addition to the By-Laws to be
determined at the next meeting.

BY-LAWS: Alan Kramer motioned and Felice Pace seconded to approve entire By-Laws document
without numbers 4. Dismissal of representative in question, & 5. Dismissal of group in question,
under Article XI — Conflict Resolution. Passed without objection.

FALL FLOWS ACTION PLAN: Felice Pace motioned and Alan Kramer seconded to ask Water
Committee to come to the full Council ASAP on what action to implement work on in 99/2000 to
increase fall flows, and for members and others interested to submit suggestions and/or comments in
writing. Passed without objection.

PROPOSALS:

1. Strategy Options — Handout, no discussion necessary. These are options available to CRMP.

2. Rating Process — Hold off.

3. Public Outreach — Ideas exchanged: Fall Educational Workshop, Project Development,

Committee Outreach.
RANCH & WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLANNING COURSES - status report
Two sessions occurred, one in the fall of 1998 and one in the spring of 1999, Plans are being made to do this
program again this fall. Materials are available by contacting Jeffy or the SRCD office.
LETTER TQ COUNTY REQUESTING GROUNDWATER PLAN: Draft letter handed out to Council
Jim DuPree will be reporting to the CRMP in July. Hold letter until after Mr. DuPree’s report.
AMERICORPS STEWARD PROGRAM: The Council reached consensus for continuing with
another AmeriCorps steward costing approximately $600 to $900 for work to be focused on education
only.
CRMP/SRCD WEBPAGE: Ideas
Meeting dates, calendar events, watershed & council information and history, projects, facts, figures, plans,
mission statement, objectives, accomplishments, members, staff, board of directors, volunteer registration, link




to KRIS, processes, by-laws, separate icons, pages linked, committee information, on-going projects / project
status, funder links, way to donate money, fish life cycles, interesting for kids, stream care guide.

STREAM CARE GUIDE: Jeffy was instructed by the Council to investigate adapting the Trinity County
Stream Care Guide, to see if Shasta River would like to be invoived, and find out the cost of production.
JITW PROJECT POSSIBILITIES: Tabled

FACILITATION TRAINING FOR CRMP MEMBERS: Council instructed Jefty to investigate who
could be obtained as an instructor and costs,

CRMP MEETINGS & INCORPORATION OF EDUCATION: The Council reached consensus for
returning to original schedule of incorporating an educational segment at each Council meeting.
MEMBER REPORTS:

¢ KFA reported that they have intervening status in a lawsuit initiated by Califorma Farm Bureau
Federation and the National Farm Bureau Federation to overturn the TMDL on the Garcia River,
KFA has filed a 60-day notice of intent to sue on failure to consult on cobo for the Klamath
[rrigation Project.

KFA is opposing the Lover’s Camp / Cub Timber sale.
ADVISORY REPORTS:

+ CDF logging season has started in Noves Valley. Timber Products is upgrading the roads. CFIP
is involved in a cost share program for thinning and tree planting for erosion control. Joel Segal is
leaving CDF to start a business called Break Time in Yreka

SUGGESTED AGENDA ITEMS - for Next Regular Meeting:
Jim DuPree County Groundwater Ordinance Report
Groundwater Plan Letter to County

Review Freda’s recommendations

SRCD/CRMP Guidelines

Strategic Plan for Maintaining Civil Behavior
Audubon Representation

Fall Flows Action Plan - written recommendations
Proposal Rating Process

Public outreach in proposal development
CRMP/SRCD Webpage — ideas and costs

Report on Stream Care Guide Possibilities

JITW Project Possibilities

Facilitation Training for CRMP Members
ADJOURNMENT: by Chairman at 10:00 p.m.

FOEFOYE Y T O B R B B R

Carolyn Pimentel
CRMP Program Manager

Approved Date
Acting Chair or Vice Chair




Standing Committee Reports to Scott River Watershed Council on June 20, 2000

Community Relations Committee
5-15-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council

Present: Ric Costales, Mary Roehrich, Larry Toelle, Carolyn Pimentel, Jeffy Davis
Marx, Marcia Armstrong

¢ TFederal Nexus issue as deterrent to confidence in the Council and RCD process; Land
Committee thinks that real examples the nexus being a problem for landowners should be
brought to light and then discuss the strategy for avoiding such situations.

Marcia Armstrong was invited to help supply some information on the issue of federal nexus.
The Federal Nexus comes into play in discretionary decisions such as permitting and funding
through federal agencies, The Federal Nexus ceases when a contract is signed and a project is
initiated. Marcia has an agreement with language to prevent additional restrictions or regulations
on landowners which go beyond the original project scope. It is a qualified granted permission.

+ Outreach strategies to pursue immediately

The idea of having a full page Pioneer Press insert sponsored by the Scott River Watershed
Council quarterly came up. Since there 1s more room than the Council could probably fill up
with an events calendar and news related to the Council, the committee had the idea of
sponsoring a dialogue on some particular issue by soliciting a cross section of interest groups or
their representatives to respond (eg the Federal Nexus issue, Forest Practice Rules, etc.).

¢ Possibly combining meetings with Ed Committee

The Community Relations and Education Committees will be meeting together on June 12,
2000.

¢+ Actions taken:

% Organize a meeting among Tailings Landowners, Tom Hesseldenz, USFWS, any other
funding agency involved to work out agreement language acceptable te all which will
protect the landowner from exposure to periphery ESA or Clean Water liabilities.

» Larry and Ric agreed to find cases where the Federal Nexus has been a landowner’s
problem as a result of agency funding for a project on their land.

» Prepare an agenda worksheet so that the Executive Council can attend a Siskiyou
County Board of Supervisors meeting in July after the Fourth, Prepare 15 min “Power
Point Presentation” that they can give.

» Call Bill Hoy and Jeff Fowle to discover any information they may have on the rumor
that an agency wants to buy up riparian areas in the Shasta and Scott.

> Talk to Daniel Webster about doing the Watershed Council Pioneer Press insert.

¢ Next meeting date: Monday, June 12, 2000, 6 pm; Bob’s Ranch House



Fish Committee
5-9-00 Meeting Report for
Seott River Watershed Council

4 Present: Larry Toelle, Dave Black, Jennifer Silveira, Gary Black, Jeffy Marx,
Coordinator
< Discussion
Upper Klamath Basin
» Jennifer gave background - BOR working on EIS/Flow Study- Council needs to obtain
whatever documents are available
» Latest interim study allows for half of previous interim flows
Control of riparian areas
» Is private or public acquisition of riparian areas what we want in Scott” We need to keep
ranchers in business
# Situation in Shasta
» BLM & CDFG trying to buy Big Springs area
» Conservation easements in riparian areas
Fisheries Dialogue as educational event:
> Should take advantage of situation when Klamath Fisheries Management Council
(KFMC) comes to Yreka in October Will be in Wettchpec on February 23, 2001
» Karuks are trying to obtain a legal commercial fishery (would come out of current tribal
allotment.
» Effects of net hole size on genetics of fish?
» Break discussion/presentations into “outside” and “inside” of the Scott watershed
» What spawning habitat capacity does the Scott have? Find the name of fellow who did a
report on available spawning habitat a few years ago.
> Gather other such questions ahead of event.
Planning
» Need water balance 1n order to do accurate planning
Include SVID management in planning efforts
Action items:
Invite Kay Bryan to speak at June Council meeting on CalFed
Talk to Jim DePree about a County rep at next Council meeting
Seek spawning habitat capacity study
Obtain whatever documents are available from Upper Basin EIS and Flow Study
Agenda items for next meeting:
Planning
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Things we can affect within the watershed

Outside watershed issues
» Education
¢ Next meeting date: Tuesday, June 6, 2000, 8:30 am; USFS Conference Trailer on

Bridge Street in Fort Jones.
Monitoring Committee
Report for 5-23-00 Meeting
to
Scott River Watershed Council



Members present: Car] Schwarzenberg, Tom Shorey. Cliff Munson, Jeffy Marx, Coordinator

% It was decided that Tom Shorey would be the Monitoring Committee’s Executive
representative at the June 5" Executive meeting and the June 20" Council meeting and that
Clifford Munson would be the Executive Representative for the July mesting.

¢ The goal and objectives of the committee were reviewed and somewhat revised:

Goal: To measure the restoration program af site specific and watershed levels 1o improve
the appropriateness and effectiveness of past, present, and future projects.

Added:
1 E. Gather, organize and compile data in a useable formar.
F. Expand photo monitoring as an immediate and viable tool, especially with
landowners.
G. Do a report on each parameter each year.
1L A. Motivate landowners (o monitor own management effects by offering workshops,

field trips, technical assistance, and financial support on a sustained basis. (Bring in
peaple from agencies which threaten or seem (o threaten.)
% The committee also discussed the Ken Tate landowner workshop coming up, and thought of
some questions that should be asked of him:

Do all basins have such a wide variety of soils types as the Scott?
What are the TMDL parameters we need to look at and how do we prepare for them?
What are the things we need to do to prepare for the TMDL?

Land Committee
5-10-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council

Present:, Gareth Plank, Doug Blangsted, Ernie Wilkinson, Jeffy Marx

The Draft Upland Management Plan was distributed for comment.

Forest Stewardship Workshop (letter from Gary Nakamura) was considered and it was decided
that such a workshop, which 1s particularly aimed at small landowners with timber, would be a
great idea for October or November. Jeffy will talk to Gary Nakamura about it.

Upland vegetative management experiment project development

The current vegetation management project on Gareth Plank’s (CDF) can use some additional
help on the following aspects:
Gathering baseline data
Technical expertise for the experimental aspects of project — contact John Menke and/or
Gary Nakamura, possible doctoral or masters thesis project
Reestablishment of vegetation and grass



Impoundment of water for interim watering of new vegetation
Measurement of rate of infiltration- comparison of depth in different locations
Secondary treatment(?7)

Proposal for JITW money

Will include some aspects of Plank project and include an additional site (Noyes Valley, Havden,
Walker, Dowling 7)

Historical research of upland vegetation changes

Federal Nexus Issue

Request the Community Relations Committee come up with specific examples of landowners
being hung out te dry for having participated in a federally funded project. Want to seek ways to

avoid such experiences here.

Next meeting date: Wednesday, June 7, 2000, 7 pm; Siskivou RCD Office

Water Committee
5/10/06 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council

Present: Ken Maurer, Jeff Fowle, Jeffy Marx

Even though attendance was very sparse, those present were very productive in writing up a draft
goal and objectives for the committee:

DRAFT Goals and Objectives of Water Committee
Goal: Work for adequate water quantity and quality in the Scott River watershed to meet the

migration, spawning, and rearing needs of salmon and steelhead stocks without limiting
other beneficial uses.

Objectives:
1. Identify what times are critical to salmonid life cycles and what parameters are
necessary within those times to maintain salmonid heaith.
2. Increase flows during periods critical to salmonid life cycles.
3 Reduce human-caused limiting factors on water quality.

Next meeting date: (proposed by Jeffy) Wednesday, June 14, 2000 (Flag Day) 7:30 am
Bob’s Ranch House
Scott River Watershed Council
Technical Committee Meeting Notes
5-19-00
Present: Sari Sommarstrom, Jay Power, Gary Black, Jennifer Silveira, Tom Shorey, Jeffy
Marx



Ranking procedures

Probitem: On-~the-ground projects with multiple elements and limiting factors being
addressed may out score otherwise top priority projects such as fish
SCTeens

Solution: Maximum number of points in Section D {Limiting Factors) is 16

Problem: Conflict of interest situations where a Technical Committee member has
vested interest in a project.

Selution: That person will not rank such projects.

Decision: Average the points of each person on each project and then rank them

according to point averages

Ranking procedures for projects other than on-the-ground (ie education, organization,
planning, study, research)

Discussion: E-H may need wider point spread; replace Section D for educational or
organizational proposals with # of people affected or % of watershed affected; iook at ERQ
rating forms; level of landowner/community participation; better not to force a numerical ranking
between categories; should decide ahead of time how many in each category should be written
up as proposals; cost benefit for educational projects is difficult to gage.

Decision: Jeffy will bring the CDFG ranking criteria for educational, organizational,
study/research, planning

Tech Committee’s role is primarily to help develop proposals, ok to use funder’s criteria for
ranking purposes

Recommendations to Council on project priorities: Fish screens; diversion list needs to be
updated and prioritized.

State-of-the Watershed Annual Report

An annual meeting where the group critically reviews what they have done

Sari will get a copy of the Grand Ron (sp) report to look at

Types of information to include in report:
% fenced, fish screens completed and yet to complete, acres planted, activities done,
monitoring report on temperature, sediment, fish counts, etc., USFS reports, miles road
inventoried and repaired, see Sari’s 5-year report for some information. gage station, map
of fish distributions, snorkel counts, French Creek V* bar graphs, combine #'s from
diverse sources.

Next Meeting: Tuesday, June 13, 2000, $:30 am, USFS Conference Trailer, Fort Jones
1. Task Force Subbasin Plan Format; 2. Temperature monitoring results (Jennifer);
3. Criteria for other project types (CDFG — Jeffy); 4. Field trip in afterncon (?)



Standing Committee Reports to Scott River Watershed Council on April 18, 2000

Water Committee
3/29/00 Meeting Report

Present: Mike Brvan, Ken Maurer, Jay Power, Warren Farnam, Jeffy Marx

The following projects were discussed and the committee’s recommendation

on each one follows it. Numbers 1-4 will be sent to the Technical Committee:

. Phase IT of Water Balance to be resubmitted for funding — can be submitted to

Technical Committee for review and rating without need t¢ be returned to the Water

Committee; possible contractors for the work are Mike Deas, Pr. Robert Willis Landowner

water temperature monitoring- small watershed focus project with Ken Tate - UC Davis

Patterson Creek ditch piping — to be submitted to Technical Committee pending cost

estimate

Sugar Creek Ditch piping — to be submitted to Technical Committee

4. *Landowner Riparian Planting Project —on a smaller scale to be submitted to the Technical
Committee;, will included some experimental companion planting of grasses to increase
wildlife benefit and to help discourage the invasion of noxious weeds.

¢ Companion planting in riparian areas to discourage noxious weeds and increase wildlife
habitat — will include experiment in companion planting in the Landowner Riparian Planting
Project

¢ Headgates — recommend inciuding them with fish screen proposals where feasible

Diversion Inventory — to be included in proposal seeking heip with Scott River Action Plan

Cost-effectiveness study of piping ditches - will be included in proposals for implementation

of ditch piping on Patterson and Sugar Creeks

Scott River Land and Water Trust — too controversial among members to recommend

Scott River Groundwater Plan — responsibility of County

Riparian fencing and planting (Martins) — has been funded through other grants

Shackleford Creek- ciearing a channel at the mouth on a yearly basis for Chinook access;

Gary Black may write this up although the Water Committee made no determination on if.
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Recommendations to Education Committee:
Have Steve Orloff talk on the Irrigation Management Project.
Siskiyou County Department of Agriculture on noxious weeds and mapping.

Ken Maurer reported on some research, data analysis, and conclusions he has come to
regarding necessary data collection.

The committee agreed that the data list he had corresponded a great deal to the
parameters of part IT of the Water Balance study which 1s being resubmitted for funding.

Agenda items for next meeting;
¢ Rescheduling of field trip
¢+ Review everyone’s write-up of goals and objectives

Next meeting: Wednesday, April 26, 2000, 7 pm; Bob’s Ranch House, Etna



Education Commitiee
3-30-00 Meeting Report

Goal: Being as receptive as we are projective, disseminate current and accurate natural
resource information from varied sources and viewpoints in order to promote
debate and informed decisions.

Members present: Gareth Plank, Andrew Eller, Jeffy Marx, Coordinator

Question to put to whole committee: Do we need a quorum to make decisions?

Education Proposal

It was decided (because of lack of time for another meeting) that a separate proposal will be
written rather than included in the Council funding as it is this year. It is important to assure a
balanced view is represented in any educational presentations.

Educational Events:

There was some discussion on TMDL’s and the correct approach. A community education piece

in the newspaper as a quiz on resource terminology with prizes for correct answers from specific
school classes was also discussed.

Next month’s agenda suggestions: Workshop. educational meeting priority and schedule.
Review letter sent to Ron Iverson and determine if a more specific request is needed in addition.

Next meeting date:
Although Thursday, April 27" was chosen, it needs to be changed.

Fish Committee
3-29-00 Meeting Report

%+ Present: Larry Toelle, Dave Black, Dennis Maria, Jim Kilgore, Don Judd, Brenda
Olson, Jeffy Marx, Coordinator
** Proposal decisions:
The following proposals will be sent to the Technical Committee:
Patterson comprehensive restoration - fish screen, stock water system, bank
stabilization (keeping it as fish friendly as possible)
2. Fish screens — 1 on Wildcat, 1 on Miners, 1 on South Fork, Shackleford, pump screen
3. Fish Screen Users Handbook
4. Tailings fiood plain project study pending all involved landowners agree
5. *Standing Crop Assessment (juvenile salmonid counts in tribs) — has been written by
USFS and funded for one vear in Scott; to be expanded to tribs?
. Young’s Dam passage improvement — pending agreement from SVID folks
%+ Planning:
Diversion inventory and prioritization
Include diversion inventory in planning proposal
Possibility of temporary exemption for landowners participating in a diversion study,

Jo—



assessment, MOA with agencies to the effect that if a violation exists and steps will be
taken in the future, no immediate citation will be given Brenda O. can speak to NMFS
about such a possibility.
Big Slough fisheries possibilities (was a coho spawning area in 1960°s (Dave B.)
High priorities:
Maoare H2O0 for fish
Screens
Passage: Young's Dam
Out-migrant Trapping (Jeffy will speak to Sam Williamson to see if he needs more
funding for outmigrant trapping for next year, and she will put article in paper
soliciting volunteers for helping with this year’s trapping as they are short-handed.)
Handbook for Screen Users
“+ Education Suggestion:
Don Judd teliing his Alaskan commercial fishing stories (Fall 2000)
*+ Fish Committee wants to go on record as supporting the Water Committee’s
encouragement of riparian protection and planting.

# Next meeting date: Tuesday, May 9, 2000, 8:30 am; USFS Conference Trailer on Bridge
Street in Fort Jones.

Monitoring Committee
Report for 3-29-00 Meeting
Members present: Andrew Eller, Lorrie Bundy, Carl Schwarzenberg, Dennis Maria, Tom
Shorey, Jeffy Marx, Coordinator

Education Ideas:

Importance of road monitoring standardization!

Have a workshop focusing on monitoring techniques and their relative effectiveness {Invite
Revital Catz Nelson, NCWQCB, Ken Tate, Applegate Watershed Council, Kelly Connor
Make PFC (Properly Functioning Condition) Workshop annual event

Road Monitoring Issues:

Tom Shorey, Fruit Growers, gave a report on the status of the Shackleford/Mill Inventory and
upcoming implementation. The work plan, developed according to the inventory
recommendations, is in the process. It will need to be reviewed by JITW/USFWS. Fruit Growers
will have some additional funding from F&G to implement beyond the JITW money.
Implementation will be in the Shackleford drainage as it is an over-all high sediment priority.
Tom also reported on the monitoring that has been going on and how FG is seeking new and
improved sediment measuring procedures. The present monitoring includes: V*, pebble counts,
temperature monitoring, photo monitoring, turbidity, bioassessment, stream condition
monitoring. Fruit Growers is interested in any program $ to help with turbidity monitoring
especially in Moffett Creek, where Council/RCD has a sediment assessment funded.

Agenda items for next meeting:

¢ Focus on project monitoring (need Gary Black present)

* Homework for committee members: Read over goals and objectives and have any
suggested changes in writing at next meeting

Next meeting: Tuesday, April 25, 8:30 am; Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort Jones



Land Committee
4-10-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council

Members present: Ernie Wilkinson, Gareth Plank. Stu Farber (Timber Products), Jim DePree.
County Resource Specialist
Staff present: Jeffy Davis Marx

Jim DePree requested input from the Land Committee on a proposal for new rules on Forest
Service roads, which include a roads analysis on the national level, no new roads without
showing compelling need for them, and the decommissioning of unneeded roads because
maintenance dollars are not available. Jim wanted the input because he was writing a comment to
be submitted by Siskivou County.

The members present made it clear that such a proposal, in their opinions added another layer of
bureaucracy that would make sure that nothing was ever accomplished on the ground with regard
to roads. We are currently doing road inventories throughout the watershed, and the decisions on
roads should be made locally. The federal government needs to coordinate with the Siskiyou
County Land Plan.

Stu Farber , Timber Products, came to the committee with a project proposal idea: a road
inventory on Etna, North Fork of French Creek, and Clark’s Creek on Timber Product land. The
committee recommended that the other land owners/managers in the watershed be contacted to
see if they were also interested in the inventory. Timber Products is willing to do the
implementation of the road erosion reduction phase.

(Teffy has since found other landowners and managers interested in pursuing such a project and
she has written it up for the Tech Com.)

Further discussion of the project on upland vegetation’s effects on infiltration and flows as well
an historical baseline established throught photo and document research was tabled until the next
meeting as it probably is not a candidate for fisheries funding. The no-till drill and noxious weed
mapping were project ideas that were also tabled.

Next meeting date: Wednesday, May 10, 2000, 7 pm; Siskivou RCD office

Community Relations Committee
4-17-00 Meeting Report
to the Scott River Watershed Council

Present: Ric Costales, Bernard Dowling, Mary Roehrich, Larry Toelle, Carolyn Pimentel,
Jeffy Davis Marx

Goals, objectives, strategies
¢ Goal: Build a greater sense of community in order to develop a common vision,

Objectives:

¢ Build confidence in the Scott River Watershed Council process

¢ Provide a practical forum to build confidence in seeking solutions to volatile issues
¢ Attract wider input from the community



+ Convey a sense of empowerment and hope to people

Strategies for achieving objectives:

+ Involve business community

¢ Have membership sign-up lists at meetings.

+ Have members do presentations about the Council to other community groups

¢ Get newsletters out more frequently and to all boxholders. Try to use Pioneer Press
Special Edition as a conduit and be willing to pay for space.

+ Invite people from out of the area who have had similar experiences to those we are apt
to have or are having.

+ Send the Executive Council to a Siskiyou County Board meeting the County does not
start sending a regular representative.

The Committee also discussed ways to attract landowners to Ken Tate’s May presentation.
They encourage every person present at the April Council meeting to bring a few
fandowners to the May presentation. The emphasis is on the fact that Ken Tate is expecting
an interactive event. He wants and needs landowner input. The presentation could be
described as offering “tools for your own self-defense”.

¢ Next meeting date: Monday, May 15, 2000, 6 pm, Bob’s Ranch House.
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Other discussion:

Fisheries issues outside the Scott watershed were discussed.

The various fisheries management organizations: Klamath Fisheries Management Council,
Pacific Fisheries Management Council, Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission
{(US/Canadian issues)

[mportance of smolt trapping (now going on) to se¢ what we are producing.

Tailings Project presentation and discussion:

Tom Hesseldenz: Update on tailing’s project as revised: Phases: 1. Scoping, EIR (studies),
interim pilot reach streambank work. 2. Flood plain widening through out tailings reach. 3.
Quarrying under umbrella permits sought in phase 1.

Two landowner categories: those directly involved will sign consent agreements. Those
possibly affected will have input during EIR process.

Wants to slow down the approvals process

Project may be expanding to 7 or 8 miles because of some downstream interested
landowners.

CEQA/NEPA process provides opportunity for affected, non-participating landowners.
Alternatives developed: No action. Creating floodplain. Set up for future quarrying. Flatten
everything. Riprap whole 5 mile reach.

Studies are on hydrology. Species surveys are done. Look at economic impacts including
potential future crusher sites. Detailed EIR now saves piecemeal permitting later.
Kev steps: Complete landowner approval. Do streambank stabilization this summer in pilot
reach. New proposals now would fund permitting process, EIR, and all studies involved.

Fisheries benefits: slow healing process as fine sediment is allowed to fill in spades in
cobble, possibly leading to riparian vegetation.

Larry Toelle has acted as scribe and spokesperson for a group of landowners with concerns
over project, property rights. Requests that Tom H. slow down process and that he participate
in SRWC process. Open scoping process. Moving ahead on the pilot reach on-the-ground
project will bring confidence to opponents. To open scoping: more media coverage, put
project through SRWC process, use the project to leverage more participation in SRWC.
Wants to see language in proposal to target local people to be hired for work where possible.
Questioning of Army Corps’ legal involvement in these projects. Jennifer Silveira to bring in
info connecting ACE to the Clean Water Act.



Standing Commifttee Reports to Scott River Watershed Council
3-21-00

Education Committee
3-1-00 Meeting Report
Members present: Andrew Eller. Wing Hodas, Bernard Dowling, Keith Tavlor, Danielle
Quigley
Wing Hodas can no longer serve as alternate representative because he is the Water Committee’s
representative to the Executive Council. A new alternate will need to be elected at the next
meeting when more members are present.
Workshop ideas:
Industrial Hemp (Wing):
¢+ Viable economic option for Scott Valley
¢ Wing has written to state senate members to no avail
¢ Danielle has materials available on industrial hemp and textiles manufactured
from 1t. She will bring them next month.
Fisheries terminology (e.g. target species, ecological stability, TMDL., etc.)
Publish monthly in paper
History/introduction
Legisiation involved Keep it all neutral 1n tone
Implications
Bibliography of sources
Include such topics as sea lions, sediment (what is “natural” sediment?)
Klamath Task Force:
Need to know what they want. Draft letter requesting to know their concerns and
can they give us quantifiable information?
Letter from Education Committee or Council?
Announcement:
March 14, 2000 in Sacramento: public comment on State Board of Forestry Rules
Logging regulations will effect small timber
Shuttle provided by KARE
Next month’s agenda suggestion:
Definitions of TMDL s, history/ timeline, what’s required, purpose, pro/con, sources of
information
Next meeting date (tentative): Wednesday, April 5, 2000, 6:30 pm; Scott Valley Bank

> * > > > @

Monitoring Committee
2-14-00 Meeting Report

Members present: Andrew Eller, Lorrie Bundy (staff), Jeffy Marx (staff)
As few people were present, 1t was a short meeting.

Lorrie stated that she would resubmit the monitoring proposal for the years 2 and 3. (Year 1 was
funded by the CDFG for 2000.) She wishes to include money for landowner monitoring. That
would be about the only change from the original proposal.

Next meeting: Thursday, March 23, 2000, 8:30 am; Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort
Jones



Land Committee
3-14-00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council

Members present: Gareth Plank, Ray Haupt, Warren Farnam, Frnie Wilkinson
Staff present: Jeffy Davis Marx

Plan revisions: The commuitiee reviewed and recommended a few revision to Scott River
Watershed CRMP Upland Management Action Plan. This revised plan will be included in the
information submitted for the Council strategic planning process.

Educational topic recommendations, also included in the Upland Plan as revised:

¢ Effects of vegetation amounts, species, and classes on stream flows

¢ Strategies to imit intrusion of brush and juniper and to introduce native grasses and/or other
grasses or other less invasive native brushes.

Effects of various types of vegetation on ground water absorption and snow pack
Fire ecology

Road design and management

Effects and or imitations of soil types and conditions on vegetation

Effects of vegetation management strategies on wildlife

Seek alternatives to petrochemicals and detergents (targeting urban use)

Survey and mapping of noxious plants
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Projects:

Jeffy will write up on short proposal format an historical photo and literature research project
with a goal of establishing an historical baseline for upland vegetation species, densities, and
classes.

Study responses in 6 to 8 sites treated with different vegetation management strategies by
monitoring ground water levels, water flows, and infiltration rates. If possible, also monitoring
wildlife responses.

Provide the use of a no-till drill for upland grass planting.

Next meeting date: Monday, April 10, 2000, 7 pm; Siskiyou RCD office

Water Committee
3/16/00 Meeting Report to Scott River Watershed Council

Present: Mike Bryvan, Lornie Bundy, Bruce Bradford, Annie Bradford, Wing Hodas,
Carolyn Pimentel, Jeffy Marx

Jefty updated the committee on the Executive Council’s recommendation for the strategic
planning process.

Projects:



¢ Phase II of Water Balance to be resubmitted for funding ~ can be submitted to Techmical
Committee for review and rating without need to be returned to the Water Commuttee,
possible contractors for the work are Mike Deas, Dr. Robert Wiilis

+ Landowner water quality monitoring project with Dr. Ken Tate

+ Piping of Patterson Creek ditch

Other ideas for future projects and their improvements:

+ Increased and improved communications between project coordinators and participating
landowners

Work with power company on seeking breaks for alternative stock water systems

Study the cost benefits of piping ditches

Better engineering of stock water systems to minimize maintenance

Channel reconfiguration at mouth of Shackleford Creek

* *+ % &

Agenda items for next meeting;

¢ Rescheduling of field trip

+ Review written up project 1deas

¢ Review everyone’s write-up of goals and objectives

Next meeting: Wednesday, March 29, 2000, 5 pm; Alberto’s, Fort Jones

Community Relations Committee
3-20-00 Meeting Report

Present: Ric Costales, Mary Roehrich, Caroivn Pimentel, Jeffy Davis Marx

¢ TFeelings on chairmanship: Follow Executive Committee’s recommendation for consistent
chair and vice-chair for now.

¢ Goals and objectives — share what each has written, brainstorm other points, compile:

Draft Goal: Buiid a greater sense of community in order to develop a common
vision.

Draft Objectives:

*  Build confidence in the Scott River Watershed Council process.

» Provide a comfortable climate for seeking solutions to velatile issues.

¢ Techniques/strategies for achieving goals:
Some mentioned:
* Involve the business community
» Have membership sign-up lists at meetings and events.
*  Have members do presentations about the Council to other community groups.

+ Next meeting date:

Monday, April 17, 2000, 6 pm; Bob’s Ranch House



Fish Commitiee
3-17-00 Meeting Report

Present: Larry Toelle, Danielle Quigley, Dave Black, Dennis Maria, Jim Kilgore,
Jennifer Silveira, Don Judd, Tom Hesseldenz, Jeffv Davis Marx

Representation: Larry Toelle is representative: Don Judd and Dave Black have
consented to be alternates when they are here.

Chairmanship: Would like to abide by Executive Council recommendation in this
matter.

Planning:

Larry Toelle summarized his idea for collecting community and all input for the
Strategic and Action Plans for the Scott River watershed. {i.e. active solicitation and
collection of any and all pertinent information from all sources to be kept in three ring
binders which each committee and the coordinator and the RCD office have.)

Group wants to focus on obvious needs. Want Dennis and other fisheries people to pick
out important tasks from the CRMP’s Fish Population and Habitat Plan to use until the
Scott River Action Plan is operational.

Fish screens remain obvious priority (pump intake screens as well)

Project considerations:

2 Fish Sereens proposed by Lorrie Bundy will go to Technical Committee.

Fish screen maintenance manual will go to Technical Committee,

Tailings Project, presented by Tom Hesseldenz, will be brought back to next committee
meeting for consideration.

Next meeting date: Wednesday, March 29, 2000, 8:30 am; USFS Conference Trailer on
Bridge Street in Fort Jones.
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Other discussion:

Fisheries issues outside the Scott watershed were discussed.

The various fisheries management organizations: Klamath Fisheries Management Council,
Pacific Fisheries Management Council, Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission
{US/Canadian 1ssues)

Importance of smolt trapping (now going on) to see what we are producing.

Tailings Project presentation and discussion:

Tom Hesseldenz: Update on tathing’s project as revised: Phases: 1. Scoping, EIR (studies),
mnterim pilot reach streambank work. 2. Flood plain widening through out tailings reach. 3
Quarrying under umbrella permits sought mn phase 1.

Two landowner categories: those directly involved will sign consent agreements, Those
possibly affected will have input during EIR process.

Wants to slow down the approvals process

Project may be expanding to 7 or 8 miles because of some downstream interested
landowners.

CEQA/NEPA process provides opportunity for affected, non-participating landowners.
Alternatives developed: No action. Creating floodplain. Set up for future quarrying. Flatten
everything. Riprap whole 5 mile reach.

Studies are on hydrology. Species surveys are done. Look at economic impacts including
potential future crusher sites. Detailed EIR now saves piecemeal permitting later.
Key steps: Complete landowner approval. Do streambank stabilization this sumimer in pilot
reach. New proposals now would fund permitting process, EIR, and all studies mvolved.

Fisheries benefits: slow healing process as fine sediment 1s allowed to fill in spades in
cobble, possibly leading to riparian vegetation.

Larry Toelle has acted as scribe and spokesperson for a group of landowners with concerns
over project, property rights. Requests that Tom H. slow down process and that he participate
in SRWC process. Open scoping process. Moving ahead on the pilot reach on-the-ground
project will bring confidence to opponents. To open scoping: more media coverage, put
project through SRWC process, use the project to leverage more participation in SRWC.
Wants to see language in proposal to target local people to be hired for work where possible.
Questioning of Army Corps’ legal involvement in these projects. Jennifer Silveira to bring in
info connecting ACE to the Clean Water Act.






Now What?

According to the regional board's schedule. the TMDL for the Scott River will be set in 2005
That gives the people in the Scott time to gather their own data so that arbitrary bimits
extrapolated from some other totajlv different svsiem are not used 1o set bimits in the Scott

The whole process for the TMDL report and the three step implementation will be explamed 1o
some extent in an article in next week s Pioneer Press.

Improving the water quality in the Scott River has been a clear objective of the Watershed
Council from the start That desire is tempered, however, by a cautious and pro-active attitude
toward further regulation. The Watershed Council is and has alwavs been of the opinion that the
health of the watershed depends on the viability of a vigorous communiry of resident
landowners, including sustainable forestry and ranching.

in light of that opinion, some information and some tocls for protecting landowner management
activities from potentialty arbitrary regulation will be offered on Tuesday. May 30, 2000 at the
Scott Valley Grange in Greenview. The public 1s invited to hear and talk with Ken Tate, UC
Extension Watershed Specialist from Davis, who will be presenting landowner techniques for
monitoring their own water quality. In addition to the presentation, the Council will serve a free
spaghetti dinner before hand to which the public is also invited. Dinner is a 6 pm and the
presentation/discussion s at 7pm.



Dear Daniel,

Please print this article in the May 17th edition of the Press. | have emailed it as well. |
hope that it is not too awfully long. I will send another, follow-up article next week. Let me
know if something is not clear.

Thank vou, Jeffy e ’
£11-00

Ready or Not, Here Come the TMDL's
Total Maximum Daily Loads

What is does this acronym mean? Knowing the words represented sheds little light on the
significance.

TMDL s are a new form of water-quality regulation. Several watersheds in northern California
have already undergone a process to determine how much of a particular pollutant is allowed
before some form of enforcement comes down on the perpetrator(s). The Garcia River. Redwood
Creek in Humbeldt County, and the South Fork of the Trinitv River have already undergone a

process 1o set the pollutant levels on their streams.

Background

TMDL’s advent in northern California is a result of the federal Clean Water Act of 1972 The
law is aimed at controlling water pellution to protect what it calls “beneficial uses”. which can be
anything from drinking water to aquatic life and recreation. The law was passed when many
streams were so dirty that some rivers and lakes in the East and Midwest caught fire. At first,
regulators focused on the most obvious and dramatic sources of pollution especially near urban
areas, such as untreated municipal sewage and refineries. These are called “point sources” of
pollution in that they are significant amounts of pollutants coming from a single pipe.

Regulators then turned their attention to “non-point sources”, which are spread out across a
landscape, individually small, but collectively large. The Scott River has been designated by the
North Coast Water Quality Control Board as having water quality impaired by high temperature
and sediment.

A lawsuit brought by the Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen's Association and twelve other
organizations forced the US Environmental Protection Agency to set limits on how much
pollution could be discharged into streams on the North Coast, where water quality was listed as
impaired. The Scott River is among those streams.

The responsibility to protect these streams falls 1o the state North Coast Regional Water Qualitv
Control Board (regional board) through setting a ceiling for how much of each poliutant the
stream can tolerate every day. That ceiling is its Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL). Rules and
plans then establish how the discharges into the stream will be brought within those limits. taking

into account the natural background sources and the human activities in the area
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Continued from Page 7

iomger be at the mercy of
large corporations.

Buckminster Fuller said:
“You never change anything
by fighting the existing. To
change somnething. build a
new model and make the
existing obsolete.”

The crux of the matter is
that we have much to gain
fromm working together and
seeking a common vision.
Vision is what will keep this
valley from going the way of
badly developed and paved
over communities. The Scott

. Valley Plan was way ahead of

o

i

-

its time in the 1970's and still
stands as a model of what
people of this valley can do
with a united vision.

Come share your vision at
the next Seott River

it will be held at the United
Methodist Church in Etna at
7 p.m. on Tuesday. April 18,
2000. This meeting will be
mostly dedicated to the
review of proposed projects..

Watershed Council meetlr_agww,_._,.,___

Scott River Watershed

By Jeffy Davis Marx

How do we separate the pol-
itics  from the resource
issues? Each side on an issue
tells of the improprieties and
the evil intentions of the
other. The community is
polarized by politics. The
resources and environment
may suffer the conseguences.
That polarization will nost
likely have negative econormic
consequences as well. Why
can we niot unite?

The lovely Scott Valley to
most is a paradise. It is,
indeed. compared to many
places, a natural wonderland

with ail kinds of recreational
opportunities in the vailev
and in the mountains. Mam
live here because they like w
work out of doors. That is
why most of us live here. The
ranches and fields ringed by
snow-capped mountains are
a sight to behold. one we
never tire of. We have a grear
deal in common. Clarencs
Dudiey, a long-time resident
and rancher, agrees with me
whien 1 speak of my dream of
this valley as sort of utopia
apart from the rest of the
frantic world. where we could
create QuUI OwWIl £COROMY, NC

Continued on Page 8
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By Jeffy Davis Marx

it seems as if years have past since
February's Watershed Council report. 've

spent three weeks tending to oy daughter
and new grandson after hus birth in Panama,
Physical distance creates a distortion in one’s
sense of Ume. Despite my great reluctance io
leave the little fellow belind. all is well there
and [ return with great vigor to the task of
helping this wonderful Seott Valiev communi-
Ly to work together on issues affecting its nat-
ural and economic health.

For those of vou who have not recetved the
atest Couneil Newsletter in the majl, you can
request that one be sent w vou by calling me
at 467-3798 or stopping by the Siskivou RCD
office in Etna. in back of City Hall. This
newsletier issue explains the Watershed
Council process as it is presenty set up. it
does not, however. tell the names of Cormmu-
nity members who were elected to the
Executive Council. the voting body of the
group which can pass motions by a super-
majority vote (5 out of 6). The purpose of the
Executive Council is to reduce the size of the
voling membership to a more manageable
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Size. This does not preclude the group fr
seeking unanimous agreement from the eng-
Council when possible.

In February each of the six standing oo
mitlees chose a representative gnd alternar:
Lo the Executive Council. The representative
for the following commitiees are:

*Community Outreach: Ric Costajes

*Lducation Committee: Gareth Plapk

*tish Committes: Larry Toelle

*Land Committee: Ernie Wilkinson

*Monitoring Committee: Andrew Eljer

*Water Committee: Wing Hodas

We are fortunate to have a group of suc
fine people dedicated to the health of
resources and economy and willing 1o volun
teer many hours a month for SVETYOne's ben
efit. The committees are currently soliciting
project  ideas from  the community
Landowners and others with ideas on projects
can attend commmittee meetings or the regula:
March Watershed Councit meeting.

The pubilic is invited to the next Scott Rive-
Watershed Council meetng at 7V p.om. oor
Tuesday, March 21, at the Fort Jones
Community Center. Strategic Planning will be
one of the topics on the agenda.

rish trapping device installed on Scott

FORT JONES - A juvenile
fish trapping device has
been installed in the middle
of the Scott River to count
and assess the health of
voung steelhead, chinook
and coho salmon.

Fish biologists and trained
technicians will use the trap
to count the number of
species. determine their age.
and ciosely examine the
voung fish {o assess their
life historv and health. After
the informartion is gathered.
the fish are reieased to con-
tinue their journey down
river.

Located near the commu-
nity of Scott Bar. the highly
visible eight foor wide rotat-
ing trap has been installed
by fish biclogists from the

Klarmath Nazional Forest and
California Department of
Fish and Game. The trap.
placed near the mouth of Pat
Ford Creek. is held in place
by suspension cables. To
ensure the safety of river
users. the rotating device
was strategically placed near
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trap in Scott River at Cabin Hole.

highly visible trap is easily
seen by fioaters and kavak-
ers. and provides sufficient
time for the river users to
navigatie around the device.

The information gathered
bv biologists will bhe com-

ae !

being coliected in the Shas:
and Klamath Rivers. Tk
data will help to-evaluate th
fish restoration efforts o
going in local rivers.

The count will continu
until sometime nex



Please print this article in the February 9th edition of the Press. If vou come across the
article that T sent on Monday, January 31st, do not print it. This article contains a partial
rewrite of that one which vou must have over-looked.

Thank vou. Jeffy
2/3/00 Scott River Watershed Council Report
By Jeffy Davis Marx

An Opportunity to Serve Your Community
The Scott River Watershed Council is slowing down on its reorganization phase although
readjustments in the process may be necessary from time to time. Simultaneously. the Council 18
looking at project opportunities.

Good participation has marked the last few months’ meetings. The six standing committees and
their work are the foundation of the Council activity: Community Relations, Education, Water.
Fish. Monitoring, and Land Committees. Although quite a few people have signed up for each of
these. the Council would like to be sure that the Scott Valley community is aware of them so that
anyone who 13 interested may participate. The process is always open. So. please feel free to
attend any of the committee meetings in which vou may be interested. Just come 10 see what it 18
like. My experience so far is that the mix of members makes for lively, but cordial. conversation
on community resource issues. Such a forum in healthy for the community,

Although there is a wide array of interests in the group, it must be mentioned that most of the
participants are men. Absolutely nothing is wrong with men; it would just make a more balanced
group if more women would participate, so come on girls. give it a try.

One of the main purposes of the committees is 10 hear and to help develop project ideas brought
:0 them by community members. Anyone interested in bringing forth an idea is most welcome. A
main purpose of the committees is to help community members to connect 1o the process with or
without necessarily participating on a regular basis. Anyone who is not sure to which committee
he o she should go with an idea, call Jeffy Davis Marx at 467-3798.

Committee Meeting Schedule:

Community Retations: Thursday, February 10, 2000, 6:30 pm

Siskivou RCD Office, Etna
Education Committee: Wednesday, March 1, 2000, 6:30

Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort Jones
Water Committee: Wednesday, February 9, 2000, 4:30

Scott Valley Bank Conference Room, Fort Jones
Fish Commitiee: Tentative: Friday, March 17, 2000, 8:30 am

Forest Service Compound Conference Room
Bridge Sireet, Fort Jones
Monitoring Committee: Tuesday, March 14th, 8:30 am
Scott Valley Bank Conference Room. Fort Jones
Upland {Land Use) Compmitiee: Tuesday, March 14, 2000, 6:30
Siskivou RCD Office, Ewma



10 Local News

Scott River Watershed
Counceil Report

By Jeffy Davis Marx

All the folks who attended the Council meeting on December
14th are to be commended for their teamwork and intelligence
in the effort to get the process rolling again. The meeting was
well-attended, dynamic and highly participatory.

it is difficult to decide what to keep and what to reject of the
previous and. at once, parallel, watershed group's efforts,
After all, many watershed restoration and protection projects
which were funded as a result of the CRMP's efforts are now
either completed. in progress, or have just been funded. What
of the previous effort do we need to do better? What worked
so well that we need to retain it? We do not need to reinvent
the wheel, but it can use some refinements fwhat can't?}.
Mavbe some ball-bearings would improve the functioning,

The Council has reguested that Sari Sommarsirom. who
was the original CRMP Coordinator, report to them on a study
recently written by her and by Charles Huntington The study
evaluated selected watershed groups in the Pacific Northwest
and Northern California according to their effectiveness in
developing and implementing restoration plans. their process-
es. and their conservation effectiveness. All of these elements
are difficult to measure by any single set of standards. as
every watershed and its community are different. but [ am
sure that Sari can offer some tidbits of wisdom gathered from
other groups’ collective experiences. The Scott River
Watershed Council has requested that. on the basis of her
study, she make recommendations to this group. The Couneil
is presently focused on setting up the group process, although
recommendations in other areas such as planning and project
implementation are welcome.

Many local citizens have signed up for participation on the
committees. but more are always welcome. Emphasis is on an
open process, in which all interested parties are welcome. 1f
you have interest in conservation as it pertains to Water. Fish,
Land Use, Monitoring, Education or Community Ourreach
please feel free to come to the January meeting and sign up
for one of these committees or simply call Jeffy Davis Marx at
467-3798. You do not need to attend big ol meeungs in order
to participate in the Watershed Council process.

For those of you who participate in your own subwatershed
group, such as, Shackjeford/Mill, Moffett. French Cresk.
Tailings, or Sugar Creek should make sure that someone {rom
your group is representing your mterests in one or more of the
Council's committees.

The next Scott River Watershed Council meeting will be held
-t the Fort Jones Community Center on Tuesday, January 18.

* ~.m. The public i« invited and encouraged o attend.
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srevious Thursdays Dec. 3.
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ight Teflecting off ‘the wnow,
hﬁy@axr A
neigpial, being held Hdn
gom«County “Superior
“ourt Judge Robert Kaster's
ourt, has now been put on
10id for anether week while
‘he boy's body 18 autopsied
again. The pathologist who
serformed the {irst aulopsy,
. Orazio Rosclia, estirnated
he size and weignt of the boy.
45 well as his organs. THis.
along with the fact that the
Apetor's license was under sus-
senston by at least one s1ate
agency during the time he per-
formed the autopsy, gave the
~ourt ample cause 10 request
‘he exhumation and further
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Cattle may be needed

“ontinued from front page

Girdling means ine bark
nas been earen from the cir-
~pmierence of the yvoung
-re=. This kills a conifer,
where willows will re-sprout.
according to Black.

e study alsc suggests
L. . cattle grazing in the
spring will reduce noxious
weeds that are not indige-
nous to the area and have
become @ plague to land
owners. Within two vears of
a - no catile grazing pro-
gram - Property owners have
found alien noxious weeds
out-compete the natural
vegetation. Star thistle,
Canadian thistle and mullen
that grows 10 feet high, are
not natural to the Scott
River riparian area and have
become very thick.

The balance has been
upset according to Black.

“The Department of Fish
and Game has realized that
some managed grazing may
be @ benefit in certatn.” said
Slack. - . -

Projects have been funded
1o write grazing plans for

Wikt TR0 FRIAIAM chaisnas Dese Sedd N
tater ~when search dogs finally
were prought in.

~We begged them o bring in.

dogs from the very beginning”
Koeger said tearfully. 7 believe
my son-was murdered.” Koeger
added that she did not Tnean
by that that the defendants
were any less Tesponsibie for
her son's death. because they
had provided nim alcohol
many times before the night he
disappeared.

Meanwhile, .defendant
Espranza Saucsdo-Fogle was
taken to the emmergency roomm
iast wesk for severe abdominai
cramping. She was excused
from court the rest of that day.

The jury is expected 1o
rerurn to hear testimony the
weel of May 24.

riparian areas. As a project
coordinator for the SRCD.
Black writes grants as land
owners reguest assistance
on specific projects.

The new grazing project
~nasn't happened vet,” and
Black added that cattle
grazing in riparian areas
will be done in a conserva-
+ive manner. Perhaps, cattle
will be turned into the area
for several short periods in
the spring and fall.

“|t is very obvious we need
something to clean this out.”

said Black of the arsa that

is nearly two feet deep with
grass and vegetation. The
young dead trees can be
spotted with chew marks
from the mice. - Cees

SRCD works ciosély- with

the California Department of

rish and Game in the devel-
opment of projects. '

“We see the Fish and
came as one of the more
‘progressive agencies in
seeking out solutions that
are a win-win situation for
jand owners as well as for
+he wild life habitat.” said
Black.

P S S s

Middie Eastern Festval will

be held Wednesday. May 19,

from 3:30. 10 7 p.m. at the

amphitheater.
Mason Weaver., can
for the 74th Ass:

. .
Tree cutting
Continned from front page

then existing {rees, and fenced
the area in 1866, Since ther,
pak and pine trees have grown
wp in the field. The Anthonvs
purchased the property less
than two vears ago and.decid-
ed to improve the field Dby
replanting a forage crop. 7
Several withesses turned the
Anthonys in when they saw
the trese being cut or hauled
out. The Anthonys did ot sell
their trees. e
The property is zoned Prime
Agriculture not Timberiand
Production Zone. - ¥
The case is sensitive
according to privaie property
swners. because the dismict
attorney's office is using a cir-
cuit prosecutor from a state-
wide Environmental
Prosecutor Prograr:. '
Larry Brown. the executive
director of the California
District. Attorney's Association,
explained that the
Environmental Prosecutor
Program was started in order

2

ity .

to offer expertis
invelving ‘environ:n
erimes. The CIDAA v
state and federal gre
fund tbhe Znvirono
Frosecutor Program
spring of 1988 and v
profit CDAA adminisic
funds writing the pav
to the circultprosecataor

“There were 20 prival:
erty owners in the auds
the pre-trial hearing on

Representing
Environmental Pros-
program at the pre-io
Larry Allen from the .
County office, who ha
deputized as a 5
County Disirict Attorne;
indicated 10 Relly, that
not be the prosecuto:
the case. But, another
prosecutor. Barry I
may travel up from to
in Redding in July.

Kelly said not much
happening until the
which is expect
three davs.

‘We feature

" Homemade Pies

[




LA Gy B A L TN T Y Y A T Pyt
upiojug o3 81 aug csidogs tmuv.&tm soapnbor

e

afipd yorg uo ﬁszzzmﬁv

fuppgnsar Linfuy 0w
pa Frsney g noppedappu
ads sty pun HugaBunpio
Jga Auapsg jo sofieyos uo
P duppues ase Apuaaing
11 g, poanaddusip oy
FE B} PRSBSOS UG
PO JBIaa3S pue A
p aonbyp sy Fuppraoad
v R IRN 208 Zopunu b
BN PIO-IBSA-BT LGHAM
qu thad ay pespeyD
3 ‘puapipdog 13y
W oprais ajfo-opaaneg

wicsy SWIO A1 12 "BH6T ,

aag] ABRpRed e Y o)
W G0} PR SIRG SjaBl],
552U e noppnaasosd o)
(LIGOOE YR PRSI ST
S} SIARB IS0 B}

HURLIF 4134 SBAL A0T 31T

ajag Aoty sopod prot asye
| e Apafape oga opdoad
wsef 3y pue paesddesip

WyE ey Bugapip jusum.

gl SlAREL IDEL Caalip
gy jeda) e wude juy

wisaiad i sea o

S3FE POGRE SHE - VHIRIA

armBupy opfdey Ag 4

YNg SIACI],

) pauadder
[RARIH

‘Jeijqey wowpes erusjod suo
-puatyy sopu syy Aq Fupeo-1aac o) mou jng ‘srojepeid JRIMEN W01 3| A
pazosjoad sey uopyeiafes Fopp BUPMEIT G SPOIA BIUIXOU FA[JVH-UOU Py
ssuif ey s usoifioso sowooaq 3y 1Yy 'sepusie jusuuiascd £q paraaoosp
U394 40U BB J§ ‘PAPNOX3 AJ[E30] UIIQ AV 2{))ED FIFYM SUIIV UY "IIARY 103G
ay} Suope saesry Buncd Fupgpy pue Fupes sp vopsindod gy JuvpuUNgE UB JBY)
sujaplio 'JO[ISI( HOHBAISSUO] IDINOSAY nodPYS|S 3y 0] J0jvuipIeed joefoxd
syoupg d1uf cseaas uvpsdpn up papasu aq Aswm duyzead a13389 — 3desund maN
yanog 21 figg opng g i

HOISIIAT0) JAGUIT) Pagafje 1o 198 ae

0 !

uamng zyy 4d

B,

aflud yowg uo panuapue)

JUsIanuod
ApsH101A¢G0 0au BI2)1H103 A} g,
Wounl Mes Cysold s awad spyy aso|
] DG DTIOD s SO0} AO|[{A D],
SYOpes a1 &g poppad uoaag puy
JUIf SO0} 10Jpn0a pun smofia fapoy
nedaq (IS aly o aejenipaood joaf
~aud yaepg reny oae pun Lrenigayg
g pasearny wonemdod oy sw fpoog
DEGUL EO} PODU 3IDL]) U] CB0pU 0] R KRy
sjqricar) pue sjus v saplaosd narpey
-aftas jo adf)-ssead pue spaas snopxou
1O @spaLau) ue puyp punoj aae 's109f
-oud noprioysar uepedp Joapy Fjoog po
(C1ONS) 19HISI(] MO BAISEUO0]) 321N0SY)
napysis a1y 4q sdaains Juaosy
qenagey uepedp vonges fJupsoxdag
JOo wopaa g ayr qpus pajuepd saoan
Japuan pue ssad) mofpm dunod Juygpy
MO S STUapOT 1) 9S¥IIOU Jul],
uopjendod aopu

q.:m_:_:sm uw 0j 1BY0BH 3t} an0daq

“aaey dugzead oppeo dow Fuppryoxa 4q

Spaam SNOJXON aA[jeil-Tiol pie sassed
oapnpeu jo yimoad jeanjed jo siead
1810408 paouopiadxs savy yesfy 1A’
11098 24} o0} J¥ou suoaw urpedpy
RLE
-] HOWES Jo Bopeppaqeias pie Avtg
Fupzesd appen pafleuenn jeyy s)safddns
aouapias mou Hujzeed apnes g ejqen
feanjeu jo goprupd jnoqe syupegd
-0 J0 SHead 10V - ANTIVA LLODS

uamog 2y 44




§/5/99

THE CRMP CORNER

By Jeffv Dawvis Marx

Sometimes knowiedue impairs one’s previously oblivious happiness As [ walk streams
and rivers, even drive by them. | rarely think about the nawral beaurs of them anv more.
Because I have iearnad quite a bit about how the ezolo ogy of waterwavs in the last thres

vears. | look with a highly criical eve at what [ once consigered unequivocally beautiful

I 'am not natve enough to think that all streams should look the same, even if they were all
funcuoning perfectly. There are manv different kinds of healthy riparian areas. | have,
however, realized that there are some common characterisiics which are present in most.

s 1 have iearned. I have also tried to teach others, with whom I come in contact. One of
the best wavs to encourage good stewardship 1s t0 poInt out some good management
techniques. Most management damaging 1o our sireams is due 1o ignorance on the part of
the landowner. not malice. 1f each of us citizens who recognizes a detrimental land
management aciivity would just mention 1t in a kind way 1o our neighbors. 1t could save
some regulatory difficulties for that person and for all of us down the line.

For instance. how manv of vou know what “tail water” 15 and why it can be damaging 1o
stream health” It is the surplus water running off of an irngated area back into the stream
The probiem with that i3 that in many cases the water has heated up and mav have picked
up some nutrients which 1t carries back to the stream. In some cases. large landowners
have built ponds to capture that water in such a way that it returns oniy by seepage from
the bottom. That has the effect of cooling and filtering the water before its resntry. There
are other techmques alsc. The Narural Resource Conservation Service (formerly the Soil
Conservauon Service} has been *wpmﬂ landowners for vears with managing such

problems. Many ranchers know of this service, bur the smaller landowners do not.

The next Scott River Watershed CRMP meeting will be held at the Fort Jones
Community Center, at 7 PM on Tuesdav, August 17, 1999 The Siskivou County
Resource Specialist, Jim DePree will give an update on the groundwater pian which the
Coumtv 15 doing. in accordance with the County Groundwater Ordinance passed last vear,
The public is invited to antend.
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THE CRMP CORNER
By Jeffy Davis Marx

Each of us needs (o constantly remind ourselves -:}f our own lifetime s insignificance in
the over-all picture in order 10 be abie to better understand natural processes that have
gone on for centuries and millenia. As one ages. the broader picture becomes clearer.
especially if one has paid attention to history and listened to eiders,

The Scon River Watershed CRMP has been taping interviews of some of the Vallev's
elders for several vears. CRMF member and Scott Vallev native. Mary Roehrich, has
spearheaded this effort. Videotapes of the interviews are housed in the Siskivou RCD
office behind the Erma Citv office

An AmenCorps volunteer, Paloma Galinde. took 1t upon herself 1o edit. add music and

id photographs to a taped interview of Orel Lewis. taped in 1993 Yreka Communire

Television aired that video last month. The questions have 10 do mostly with the river.

weather, forestrv. and fisheries. Anvone interested 1s welcome to chack out & copy of this
video or anv of the others from the Siskivou RCD office, 467-3975. Some of the other
folks interviewed so far are Frank Havden. Charlie Thom. Bemy Hall. Dot Luce. Jim
Denny. Ernest “Do¢” Hovendon. Jessie Hammond. Bud Tozier, and “Pinky™ Bill
Matthews.

The next Scott River Watershed CRMP Council meeting will be held Tuesday,
September 21, 1999 at the United Methodist Church in Etna at 7 pm. The public is
welcome to attend. There will be no special educational portion this month.
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THE CRMP CORNER
By Jeffv Davis Marx

According o reports, the chincok salmon are ready and waiting 1o run at the mouth of the
Scott Raver. They have started up the Shasta River Shasia irrigaton svstems shut down
venerallv on September 307 so that the flows there have increased accordingly. On the
Scot the irmgation shut-off date 1s Octaber 15 There is no measurabiz rain in the
forecast as of today That may have changed somewhat by the time this paper is on the
stands. In case it has not, if anvone not needing their water right now can find the time
and the place in their hearts for the fish, it would be of great benefit to the fish twm
unneeded water back to the stream.

Doing our part for the fish is important. Knowing that there are many other factors that
affect their survival is also important. Dolng our part o improve the piece of therr ives
that we can affect is a generous and unselfish attitude. It 1s understandable that people
here are disgusted with over-fishing. protected predators, and all the marine factors which
oreatly reduce the survival rate of anadromous fish. What we can do about that 15 to unite
and become very proactive politically, Many people in Siskivou County are taking that
necessary step. Simultaneously, we can play our own little good-stewardship role in
making spawning as easy as possible for the running kings.

The next Scott River Watershed CRMP Council meeting will be heid Tuesday, October
14, 1990 a1 the Fort Jones Community Center at 7 pm. The public is welcome to attend
A half-hour video on Self-Governing Irrigation Svstems will be shown at the beginning
of the meeting.
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major changes

By Frank Schall ’ CB}IP C(}l‘ll(}l‘

By Jeify Bavis Marx

: TJ‘:: bri aianf‘ Givergen: INLEresis 1o

} TESDLTOS ,;: e

. T
THe ey

g : vou
CoE = . an imvaluable par ner in the
—HHTC D She . thers is major burnout am
schanaing e F“{n $D; mi tieiy e work is not done. and & bmac
“Seott Hives base 18 no longer participanng in the process.

. On November 15th, at the next meeting of the 500t
are 1o sero Warershed CRMP Council. the group will be consid
Dot as repre ~ecommendation by an ad hoe \,;\,NP commites esal
§ErOLE. ) find wavs of revitalizing the watershed group progs:
the hope of thal commitize and of other g5
Touneil that "1(;:“;{‘:5 inn the process will ¢ o

oroblems which have led 1o andlock and bumnout

o~ i

The Ad hoe Commities and the CRMP Council invie
oublic, as alwavs, o arend and partcipals i e
mesting on November 16th at ¥ pamn. at the United
;_Ll;:-rc'r:; Fellowship HMadl I Zin

CRMP i5 aiso sponsoring a dl""”l"’"i
'-f;?c‘ua;_ who have participated in projecis.
¢ showing shides of the Fav Lane reach i}f £
estoration Program. All participants and t
weicome. I vou are a pro:ec: participant and
an invitaton in the mail please come anvwa rer
will take piace on November 10th at o 2o 4t e Tooi

Yailev Grange in Greenview,

meneiicial

dlife and community vl _ WGE‘GS "‘0"‘3‘} ‘i\;gnste

i and on eSucauion of e
population.

Do thne right thing, Fehce

ﬂJ
ALLLE

©or the Ju’@(:

The Scon Valiey CRMP is falling apart, vet. proposal also s g_{g s that the CRWP sxaeust »
the organization is jooking at its brightiest rav of  committee be made up of private citizens ratz-
aope. Lhat representatves of organzations.

On Tuesday the CRMP will vore whether 1o The Cawch-22 is this: In o
reprganize. reorganizing the CRMP.

Omne of the biggest
ihe CRMP in the o

vole on the propeosal with

Everv person voting will nave
This psar allowed an owT: individual powsr and ag
ine oblectives of the group wIth Ris soie vote. vcular vore Tuesdav., Tney o

Tnis lefy every individ al oung member of the \‘-ua-: is hest Jor the body
CRMP with unbelievabie power. Some have than thewr personal aims.
used this power 0 advance theil oun agendas. Tne onlv guesion that
it is because of this that tne CRMP is about o answered 1s whether a pard
foid. who has brought the CF “;I‘Pz
The CRMP is faced with a pro; osai 1o turn  have the courage to do what is tig
this around. 1t will consider changing the voi-  save the CRMP from extinction.
ing format from its present co nsensus vote 1o a Felice Pace, if vou are the man vou claim w©

super-majority vote. This would take away
ndividuai power of any particular member,

be. do the right thing.

-Draniel Webster



CpOLATH G pRE]P L

g argy iAo safiEspt U
B ARV HIE SRR GRS

U RDRE 3 RSHIOM Y P

v gy g oand 2o e oo

CApprmate ] FUER R PNOLE B a0
FTRS L E v TR L EFi ATERP AN L SRS IE 3

s}

RN D RHIRHT R tedgoa)y

R IR AN IRV AN Y LR A L AT RS

pr oy SR PN Y TS HAN

wupng] o CXBHW siaig] o dfop
R TTITTT HT STEI S AT R & TN ER DY
ENTIOTCI TN EET S S LTS I S (H3

Apatieg] ] AR ] TRIRRES
R TISTY R TR PN [FURI SRR T MY SRS NI Y 5
CErg ] IR AL AL
LiR AORL]L CHIEL Y PRI
LA RS OL] HD QA D dv
BRaLHEGA G U] sjeopidpeg
g7 Apopnapoadde ooy s
prossted prag QO a0 Ag popiig
Lray sk ] dnond sy o aua
BT NEJLRIRG] PSIIIRAY
RTINS TR TR R H IV A Y
ghoaaty e pRAAGHE HOSUDEARG
PR HSslT
wapap sapdpnnid oy SRR 0
PrajeaipEop S aa Bl
Cwto it oty A Apaeg
Pajlia ) JJU e aar JUTE) priiap
ppkdp om0 RIRIRT
TR TR T CECRT IR R TR KN
e gt opes
G waswItHEI G K S0P
JOEE % LR PHLITEE WL JO SHORE D)
R IR I (ECRR LR RGP E AT
agp ose Copdpnnd Gy prosod
oty pmpsaEns . sen |

Y

RYSTII R TEAN AN
jeaty s ssoanrd o aypopegy o
[HErngs tro e oy o pdes
S R I T LT I LR TS S ISR RS RN
PR UG moiios Ao g
Aoy o ssoaond oty ju
PApHOHIL 0 ATh ] LSV
waHoiie
sapasde apisino o) ditoeal
vy ool cdnoad aappotd oed
VOO DINOEs 3 pEs Cratpsin
praopow CTiggag peteagg
IO TSEIO A1 ACp apine
PUE s g of botespeio
QU R popsaifis g
EUSERRT JUO0] 1 Tajjen | AT
sodand o jaonoagns
B GHAY Papoatd sim JR e
TR AT AT TER VAT AN AN L
derodd ong) opagt ploeay gy
sapedpatp ek gy pRegE poteianng
SISy NPT B ONEH|E
PN
prantosand

e gy o)
SO0 FULII sa T )
weoty pesodoued peap o oo
ur wlaaos G pappaap sea
ST LA THER A
st v Huipnany o atnpoacend
argp ron s duo st agy pop s
SqeinoysAs pue A aedxo oo
EBIsHS
SO SLLHE R O TP MO
e aanpoaonl Loy
aud vy ostpesdea sy o asinnng
SHitpean g asn ey o
HAMLE R sl SEPOE “ntag
diogid oy s gl oot
0] PsE sUa S0 e

ottt ang) o e oy
stk O E UG LD At
oy eho gt o oo aapsod oo
VTR R PO SHE] 0F aneEg
TG0 0] RS DR OSOEE] PR
LM SPHHME G 1 g AR
SONYE IO OFF] BB TEMOED] ARG
S cchiensit oy g pojsaiio
LHIEE ST D) b
RIS
AMEAE L DAt oM T A
port s, papiiodsar s
CEMU Y THOL S iy
Gy ouod g Jop ifnoig poop
piiEs gy pue Caseap o) ddn
FoR STRLIIAY BSOTE CPOTHENG
PAAfasSE U0a s pet QAR
PROT[S LAY Doaly] THG DU Pt
disG it s o] poatictiue sepoj |
gL ) angonul rongs py
HHEHISTOO OH SEAY QL3

O R w__._‘.m_:ﬁ REIEIRIRTEE
DU ISHIETE Pajoa HORIa0y]
pre HOSHI A E1H Y

SEAHENY] CTEOSHPL AT oo
s uep jrosaad s D
AU DL JHOS 0] POAGUT BT
OSsNSSI O A
gEtaTe pajos P
SLOLJOREL ) B 308 S0 Bk
THOF PUE PO S0 HOsHE)
PO JEOS CPETEPUSIIE DE)
paaar JOU PP BOSTP[IAY (TS
sthastp Fapraad s S8 QAR
arpy domp oy oo Hpy proe
) pasctil garnpaoy Aoy
AMITLLEY]
A paptoaas Cesodord s a0y
SPEHAOD JUTERZEReIons ot

SSTUJ HTINOIJ

ploenr Gp poasois GosupMm
ST ET RE I TR
U PSR TIRORE BT e PR Aot e
aspr) Apgrego el ppacay ey pae
proatod Gavy S e Tp e
S R IS 7Y “n:::”;:_.:_I:_w.«.v—
LRI [UROTR/ e B T
S IO R ot Gy Afeagooads
OF LAY pospsi reeie ey
THHM .Jﬁ“mwum:_:_:.u—_:
SURAY S ] HaDsED M)
BOAJO DA SBR[ WO Afuos
~ral ongs ey poe sYapp U
a0 penoate g osop Ana
spoons e possanboo pdpg
Wabs o apgqepdooan dugog tiod)
seay qesodowd o Jpo avp moy
srdppend opop i Pasitaad
MRS EIE Y] H)o )
HIE) OF Pl o
DO PHOAY EEAL SO0 TR0 31
JOATERE NPHAY PaAJOAHE SUIGOG
preoa cdnoad joeay onag
R RS EA T RIS IRTI S R AR (TSR TR T
ast]] ey passosdya oo
ftgos parjons: Lanni uepy
“nzad ana pao aap tepd nopon
ue goadoppaagy oo purg oa e
SLELOL LVFRZAY OEF) 51 HOELS SO0
SR U] RTRIAL PO oiinan
Aupon THOSTP M 2T
S LANRIE SN
SETAY Dossappe sloguEam
JINRED m:_t::_m T Laadg
Paajoary 1 ppoaoa sdooail poays
SLIAL (S AL IR IS0 R0
UKL O] DOEORsY ApRane

v ofug moiy panuppuo)

dWRED SHPL Vel




gy afed uo pInMIuA;

saafosfe prae spof et 2aat]) T oNm sz
Ppis satisst oot stootiar S

1 suAy RILL

Cpnp POl T wea el ) POADIER] OB
S Vi RE R AR R L ER T

NSRRI

GEpp BRI ipptbsattod sim s bk e

fr] e abpE LRI SUELAY J0IUD BUS vped

g pratieiioat S P BHLLADUH BRTIE RN
T IR H RN T gnpatnl Agnio OtjL

FEOJI0SSY

SRR Aprifua)y nodigsng 9t paltios

Sl bt g R {13} ALY 1204

ey O ,:,,xzt:.v,.i.:m,v.“ JPRED 9
RS AR AU L R psed oy vy

‘o IO RO

Cpd o pogpirasesder o pamstl unprspul

i s o DIHOM CHARDY M} O sIogaENY
Gy BUEE ?.F:;:.:m s JE UOREpPY iy

B ?Ez,:;f

OPHAL B
Lo 9aFE 0] 2AEl] PIRoOs S1AGHERIL Fupoa X8
jo aay CAvs Lo yorim U Lpofen-aodns
v o) suope ssud o dep1o puoaaie
snotueun g oo ISl YT IS
a0 STSTISHOD 12 0 DHTRHLNE prasond
SR AR gugpaiiar sum nepd nonpeA
Ginal oty B passappe anss) ol v
Pt
saaie vy adam SN0 punifiony 1Hp
GITHUE R A3 N arp} Palopistod o el
pooa i) N patpann| AopuA NI
e juzpinalioad o)
o prodidns ur sem RREICHIRTHEREH QuoArng
Apnat HI01p SMAIA aspepuopand oL,
AHHSSTISID 0]
GoJHUIET QDEE PIAORE S sras el ERRI
o o iRt PO
i ot Jop B Huppon s gaias sepol]
TR LB ULE UL RN e pneiioal pastd

il oty stm vptiade ot} vo o TN |
A LT ST R 1AL AL Apn
WG QT ALK Shegpjoattl engal St QR
NTRTI LSt N b opdoud 0g xm..w,“_:_x:.z_:<
O ped o jaodnen g jati
A DO ITIROD “:::_.:i:_:,_.u 1033 ¥ Hdj
SEOPEPILILTET BHPESTER) o) PRt JARED
patsoua ot TR 1L EERTTAINLY
roddns
Aprnnned “::.:::w? SO R o HHIOD
DE} PAABE] s Ty s AL GGH
o s0uE oot pophdiny Apnops
tran] sefl iy M resan guith 0] sy
Ciottd Jugiea g aa) ouo juaiod) Lmo( g
prasjossig s b HLELTIOD
[BIEHS I8 g [RERIBTHEH MR RRR{RTIRTH
pajugpiony 19ak] P L ViLLD

uomoff Z1
pre 135 ﬁu_m::m AT

N

sa1sp wio.Lf spmqad UOYD2IUDBA()

N AR BOIS

ST Vel




Thinks headline
was inaccurate

To the Editor:

Pwould like to thank vou for
auending the last CRMP meet-
nig and for the “blow by biow"
resort on that meeting,
Although 1 found the report to
be detailed and accurage | am
greatly  dismaved thar vou
apparently neglected to read
e article  vourseif before
selecting a headline. Had vou
read vour article vou would
have noted that KFA. in facr,
voted to maintain the CRMP in
s current form pending fur-
ther discussion of the reorgar-
ization structure. i

Or could it be that the head-
line was intentionally mislead-
Ing. Slam KFA! That should be
¢eod for circulation. Doesp't
really matter what the facrs
ars. just get people 10 buy the
rag. Do you realiv aspire to be
the hometown version of the
National Inquirer?

Perhaps it is vour opinion
that KFA really did kill the
CRMP. | must admit thar the
pomary reason | read wvour
baper is 1o kesp up with vpt':o-
pie's opinions on the
Expressions page. You are cer-
tainiy entitled to vour opinion.
however | beljeve Your readers
and the COrmmunity are berrer
served i vou would resgain
Yourself to the editorial section
for opinions. Think it over Mr,
=ditor. Do vou owe KFA an
apoiogy on this one.

¥y opinion is that one of the
mest important funetions of
the CRMP was 1o provide z
I0rUIn Ior diverse ideas 1o be
aired and discussed,

Uniorunately it is a fact of
ife that the more competition
for resources generates  fric-
don. Zven as some factions

would seek 1o resizicr our local
use of ces  such as
water, other factions are syre
that we have surpius which
should be exporied 1o the pop-
ulaton and ag centers o our
southl. If we are able to presen:
g united front we will be able
1o maintain more conmol over
our own lives. if we spend our
energy bickering among our-
selves the "Huns™ will over run
us. By listening 0 and
addressing the needs, con-
cerns, and fears of all of us !
believe there is room for com-
promuse in the allocation of
resources. The CRMP as it was
had lost its broad representa-
ton and so it's  diversity.
Although there were onlv 5
veung members in attendarnce
at the last CRMP meeting
there were over 30 interested
peopie present. This reinforces
my belief that a new structure
which will not oniv permit bur
encourage participation is
critical.

On Dec. 14, 7 p.m. at the
Zwna Methodist Chureh the
first mesting of the Scotu River
Watershed Council will con-
vene. [ hope tw see a broad
CoOmIMuUnity representation in
attendance. Daniel, | hope
also to see vou there., to
EXDress vour views as a mem-
ber of this community and
aiso to keep the rest of the
community informed. | do
hope that vour furure report-
ing will be supportve of open
discussion and less akin to
lobbing grenades.

Tnanks for the opportunity

{0 rafnt and rave.

Alan Kramer
Etna
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ProNeer PRESS

Scott River Watershed
Council Report

By Jeffy Davis Marx

As manv of vou already are aware. the Seotr River
Watershed Coordinated Resource Management
Planning (CRMP) Council ended and arose from its own
ashes in one evening to become the Scott River
Watershed Council. | alwavs felt that the acronvm
~CRMPT was awkward anyvway. People alwayvs looked at
me strangely when | used it and it was difficult 10
explam.

Please read Alan Kramer's letter 1o the editer in the

Necember 1, issue of the Ploneer Press. if wou have not
HMis remarks on the headline in the November 24 front-
page article about the last meeling are accurate. The
articls was reiatively accurate. but the headline conwwa-
dicred it.

The former watershed organization was ended by sev-
eral people’s voies. No one erganization can 2e a: it
ured fault for its znd. In fact, it is remarkable that a
process that requires so much effort on the part of
community members adapted and wansformed In order
to continue. The Ad hoc Committes of the former CRM?P
shouid be credited for the hard work they did to come
up with a process to better suit the commun ninTs needs.

So. let us look to we future and to solutions and 1ot
dwell on the past aud blaming. That is what the
Council is about - finding positive solutions to resource
izsgues which are beneficial in all aspects 10 the com-
munity as a whole. Under the praoosed new forma:
there is plenty of room for people 10 become involved on
their own accounts and for as much or as little tme
and effort as they can afford. The December Watershed
Council meetng will entai] reviewing aspects of the
newly proposed process and beginning the formatior. of
committess or work groups. which will be the primary
shakers and movers of the process as it is proposed.

If vou would like more detailed information on the
’oroposed structure of the group or an agenda, Dlﬂace
call Jeffv Davis Marx at 487 - 3708, 1 will be glad to mail.
email. fax or hand deliver the information yvou nesd,

i would encourage any person who has anv intere
in this watershed's Tesource issugs and any relat

U)
-t

e
issue 1o come 10 the next meeting of the Watershed
Councii on Tuesday. December 14, at the Zina Unut e:‘l
Methodist Church at 7 p.m. The public is welcome 10

participate or just o listen.
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Scott River Watershed Council
Report

By Jeffs Davis Marx

45 many of vou already arg aware. the Scon River Watershed Coordinated Resource
Management Planning (CRMP) Council ended and arose from its own ashes in one
evening 10 become the Scott Ryver Watershed Council [ always felt that the acronym
SCRMPT was awkward anyway People alwavs looked at me strangely when I used 1t.
and it was difficult to explain

Please read Alan Kramer's letter 1o the editor in the December 17 issue of the Ploneer
Press. if vou have not. His remarks on the headline in the Novembper 24" froni-page
article about the last meeting are accurate. The article was relatively accurate, but the
headline contradicted 1t

The former watershed organization was ended Dy several people’s votes No one
organization can be attributed fault for its end In fact. it is remarkable that a process that
requires so much effort on the part of community members has adapted and rransformed
' order to continue. The Ad hoc Commuttee of the former CRMP should be crediied for
the hard work they did to come up with a process (o berer suit the community’s needs.

o let us look 1o the future and to solutions. and not dwell on the past and blaming That
s what the Council is about. finding positive solutions to resource 1ssues which are
beneficial in all aspects to the communry as a whote. Under the propesed new format.
there is plenty of room for peopie 10 become involved on their own accounts and for as
much or as little time and effort as they can afford. The December Watershed Council
meeting will entail reviewing aspects of the newly proposed process and beginning the
formation of the committess or work groups, which will be the primary shakers and
movers of the process as it is proposed.

f vou would like more detailed information on the proposed structure of the group or an
agenda. piease call Jeffy Davis Marx ar 467-3798. I will be glad to mail. smail, fax or
hand deliver the information vou need.

1 would encourage any person whe has anv interest in this watershed s resource 1ssues
and anv related issue to come 10 the next meeting of the Watershed Council on Tuesday.
December 147, at the Erna United Methodist Church a: 7:00 pm. The public is welcome
1o participate or just to listen.



Public Service Announcement (Revised)

o Damel Webster, Pranser Press 468-3354
Jenrit

rafer Davis Marx, Scott River Watershed Council Coordinator,
?*’10*’25. 4 7»2‘”(’53

Piease replace the last a*"i"iﬂ ! sent you on Friday, De ember 17% with this ome. | did not in“iudf—‘
some of the information It is for publication on January 5™ and Januarv 12% Perhaps vou could
put 1t on vour calendar also.
[hanks. Jeffv

Ranch Water Quality Workshops

Another session of the Ranch and Watershed P anning workshop will be heid on the last two
Monday evenings in January (January 24" and 31%) and on a third evemm to be decided
by the participants It will take place at the Scont Valley Grange in Greenvien at - 7pm The
mstructors are Dr. Dan Drake. UC Extension. and Randy Seslbrede. Natural Resource
Conservation Service. Because the instructors need to prepare aerial photos and soll maps for

parucipants. they need to have signed up for the course by January 17% There is 2 fee of $30
charged to pay for materials.

The course is usefui 1o anvone owning property of any acreage although it 15 directed mostly
toward those have some land use activity on their property.

The Workshop guides participants through an inventory and assessment of the ranching
operations. Six kev areas are addressed: Goals for natural resources, water quality and quality of
life: facilities location, physical inventory, buildings. roads, corrals/feediors. pastures/Deids. ware
development. structures: natural resource inventory (climate, vegetation, soils. nvdrology.
wildlife. watershed. streams and creeks); livestock/ crop operations (animal inventory. grazing
svstems. forage feed resources); ranch water quality assessment (erosion and sediment SOUrces.
riparian sream conditions. nutrients and pathogens): management strategy (conservation
practices. grazing/stocking alternatives, financial incentives): momitoring (historic records/photos,
trends, photo-point momitoring, grazing and instream mMonIornng .

This 1s & voluntary program supported by California Cattleman’s Association. California
Association of Resource Conserv ation Districts, California Farm Bureau Federation. California
Wool Growers Association. the State Water Resources Control Board, and the Regional Water
Quality Comrol Boards. The Plan provides for a voluntary and cooperative approach to
compliving with the requirements of the Clean Water Act and Coastal Zone Management Act,
Such 2 conservation plan mav also be useful in avoiding other regulatory actions relaied to
f's‘*erias The greatest b"']-‘i:ﬁt 1§ 1o the participant, whose operation can potentialiv benefit from an
ncreased. over-all efficiency due to the increased forethought provided by the planning process.

Please call Jennifer Davis Marx. 467-3798. or Randy Seglbrede, NRCS. 842-6121 for more
information. Call the Siskivou RCD office (467-397%) to sign up for the class



1/77/00
Scott River Watershed Counci
Report

By Jeffy Davis Marx

o 1115
neir teamwork and mmelligence in the =for w0 ge

All the tolks who attended the Councit meeting on December 14% are 1o be commended
jie) T th

ort ne process rolilng again The
meeting was well-attended. dvnamic and highlv participatory

t1s difficult 1o decide what 10 keep and what to reject of the previous and. at once
parallel. watershed group’s efforts. Afier all. many watershed restoration and protection
projects which were funded as a result of the CRMP’s efforts are now either completed.
in progress. or have just been funded. What of the previous effort do we need to do
better” What worked so well that we need 1o retain 17 We do not need 1o reinvent the
wheel, but it can use some refinements (what can’t?). Mavbe some ball-bearings would
improve the funcrioning.

The Council has requested that Sart Sommarstrom, who was the original CRMP
Coordinator. report to them on a study recently written by her and by Charles Huntingron
The study evaluated selected watershed groups in the Pacific Northwest and Northern
Californma according 1o their effectiveness in developing and implementing restoration
plans. their processes, and their conservation effectiveness. All of these elements are
difficult o measure by anv single set of standards. as every watershed and its community
are different. bur I am sure that Sari can offer some tidbits of wisdom gathered from other
groups’ collective experiences. The Scott River Watershed Council has requested that. on
the basis of her study. she make recommendartions to this group. The Council 1s presentiv
focused on seting up the group process, although recommendations in other areas such as
pianning and project implementation are welcome.

Many local citizens have signed up for parucipation on the committees. but more are
alwayvs welcome. Emphasis is on an open process. in which all interested parties are
welcome. If veu have interest in conservation as it pertains to Water, Fish, Land Use,
Monitoring. Education or Communiry Outreach piease feel free to come to the January
meeting and sign up for one of these committees or simply call Jeffy Davis Marx at 467-
3798, You do not need to attend big oI’ meetings in order to participate in the Watershed
Council process.

For those of vou who participate in vour own subwatershed group, such as,
Shackieford Mill. Moffert. French Creek. Tailings. or Sugar Creek should make sure tha

someone from your group 1s representing vour interests in one or more of the Council's
committees.

The next Scort River Watershed Council meeting will be heid at the Fort Jones
Communiry Center on Tuesday. January 18, 2000 at 7 pm. The public is invired and
encouraged to attend.



SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

P 0. Box 268. Etna, CA 96027, Phone: (330) 467-3798
FAX: (3300 467-372% E-masl: jeffvdmasisgiel.ngt
Website: www.sisgiel net/~sisgred/

May 9, 2000
Dear Scott River Watershed Council Member,
Yes. as Gareth Plank so appropriately let a resident know in

' the watershed is 2 member. That does not mean that every
but that everyone is welcome to participate.

a recent Council meeting, evervene
one will participate in the process

This is a letter to inform vou of an opportunity to consult with a person very experienced in the
“pros and cons”, “if's” and “how's” of landowners monitoring their own water quality. Ken
Tate, Watershed Specialist, from UC Extension, Davis has been working with ranchers, the
California Farm Bureau Federation and the Regional Water Quality Board in implementing

water quality surveys and sediment inventories that landown

ers can do themselves. The collected

data is the landowner's. The advantage to this is that when the Regional Water Quality Board
sets sediment and other water quality limits on the Scott River watershed, vou and [ will know

whether or not they are reasonable. The best defense against

unreasonable regulation is to have

facts at your disposal which show the regulation to be unreasonabie.

Some of you may have seen Ken Tate at the Siskiyou County Grower’s Seminar this spring.

Please take a ook at the following announcement. You are encouraged and welcome 10
participate in any portion of the day’s events, even just the free dinner if you so choose.

Sincerely,
Jeffy Davis Marx, Scott River Watershed Council Coordinat

or

Tuesday, May 30, 2000

r
H
l
i

!
l
|

1:00 pm Ken Tate will meet with interested Moffett Creek landowners at the corner of
Hwy 3 and Moffett Creek Road to take a look at the watershed and to discuss
their interests in monitoring their own water quality.

‘ 6:00 pm Spaghetti dinner at Scott Valley Grange, Greenview, free to Scott River

watershed residents. Scott River Watershed C
contribute saiads and desserts.

l how probing.

ouncil active members will

| 7:00 pm Ken Tate will speak on landowner water quality monitoring. He wishes a
% dialogue, not just & one-way presentation. Please come with questions, no matter




A new twist on the ‘roadlegg’ 1ssue

KLAMATH
Miller of Geind decided 0 con-
dyet his owh poll about the
roadless 155U

After hearing rhetoric Tom
the upper management of the
USFS (Washingtoh BN
echoed DY ﬁ;n‘cwonmﬁnmi
preservalions. willer decided

New water regs

Continued from Page 1

LY s -

pudget” for the Scott River
That poliution hudget will
geal with & Toral Maximuim
Daily Load rTMDLy for sedi-
ment that will be aflowed DY
the government in slreamns
ang rivers

Davig-Mars eTICOUTALES
jand owners o teqrn how 10
record sediment and tempers
arure from the effects of agri-
cultural and road operations.

~Would you rather tell them

or have hem teil vou what
the reality ig?" says Davis-

Marx-

According 10 the regional
noard's sepedule. the TMIDL
for the SOl River will be set
in 2008, That gives the peopie
in the Scott watershed tme o
gather their own data. S0 that
arbitrary Emits  taken from
other very different systems
are not used 1o set limits on
the Scott.

TMDL's are & resuit of the

New pastors

Continued from Page 1

summer months offering
exciting activites for teens.

gill Birch recently was
appointed a8 full-time pasior
of the Scolt valley Berean
Church. hased In EWa. For
9| vears. he has worked with
pPastor wendell geward. The
first four years. i
the church as Youth Pasior
He also Grgaﬂized youth pro-
grams at the Kidder Creek
Orehard Camps and started
the backpacking activities.

Birch operated Young Lile
ciubs at hoth the Etna and
e igh schools.

Tev s

(o see just what residents
along Wiamath River rhought
ol the expansion of roadiess
areas in whal 16 supposed t0
be the publics iand.

viller said pe swas SUur”
prised al the averwhelming
response against rhe roadiess
pmpﬂﬁa}.

fecderal Ciean water act of
1972, The iaw was aimed at
controlling water polluton to
protect what it calls “henefi-

cinl  uses. The law was
passed when manv rivers

were so Airty that they canght
fire in the East and Midwest.

At lirst regulators focused
on the most obvious SOUrCes
of polution. Thepn regulators
rurned arrention 19 “non-
point SoUrees. which has
hecome sediment and an
increase i Waier remperature
from opemtienal practices on
land.

A lawsull hrought bY the
pacific Coast Federation of
Fishermens Asociation and
12 other groups farced the
U.s Eh\'ironmcmai
Protection Agency 19 aet lim-

ity on how much pollution
could be discharged 1IN0
sireains.

For more information Ccon-
tact Davis-Marx at 167-3798.

always welcome.

Mike Thackeray

the Chureh of Jesus Christ of

Latter-bDay Saints last July
25. He choose John

vcGonigal and Lee Pierce 23
tnis counselors.

Clergy is not
LDS church and SO Bishop
Thackeray also works as @2
mechanic and cooling rechni-
cian.

"L am 2 horme-growt CcOur-
try pov.”  3aYs Bishop
Thackeray. who grew up on &
dairy in Scoft valley learning
the value of nard work.

Bishop Thackeray and hid
L ey, Hve Cina.

Gearing \
wildfire s

FORT JONES - A Caltfornia

firefighter will be knocking on
home uTers GoOTs HERE
do & wildfire  clearancs
inspection srarting with the
Septi River Road ared.

sye wani 10 work  with
Bome OWners and assist e
in pmxectmg their property
from wildfire destruction.”
said Doug Blangsted.
Pattalion Chief for the Seott
Vailey Division of the
California Department of
Foresiry and Fire | IR

Fire season 10 Geott Valley
wrill officially ctart on Jun
12, when the first ending will

Neighborhood
watch need you

ETNA - The Find
Neighborhood watch. which
COvers Greenview 0 Callahan

and all aress inbeiween.
seels & cooperative effor:

volunieegrs 10
gerve as e Teves and ears’
of the Emna Police
Department and the Siskivod
County Sheriff's Deparunent
nelping calt
467-3425.

with patrol

{if interesied 10
467-3450 or

children.

On Sunday mornings 2
10:15. Sunday Sehool Classs
are hetd for ages 12 af
pider. Coinciding with
gunday gchool is the Primal
classes foT vouth 11 ar
vounger-

The WOmen s orgarizath
called Relief Sociew meets
11:10 as does the Priestc
for ail men-

The teenads ~young Mer
prograim works 1l conjul
Hon with e Boy Scouts
America prograim. That gt
meefs o0 wednesday g
at 6:30 p.

A weekly prograft held
teenaged voung Women

+lee  held on wednes

£

i
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Wednesday, May 24, 2000

~w

fficial Newspaper

Serving Northern Siskiyou County

eg won the sectional track meet in pol

- . 3
e vaulting last Saturday.

winners in track sectionals

ia High
s sur-
in the
“riday’s
onship
iv been
for.two

iy and
the 42

v.” said

Track’

was
in the
1g after

- ..{:)y

took the third place medal in
pole vaulting.

Jori Dias earned a second
in discus and hopes to break
his school record of 126 feet
and five inches in the North
Sgtaf Finals this Friday.

afh Dunlap was sixth in
the disgus.

-Craig ‘Hicks placed second
"in the high jump.

For the, varsity girls Etna
tearn, Kelll Nash was second
in the 3200; fifth in the 1600
and fifth in the 4x1.

Sandy Hansen was fifth in

one girl tripped. the whole
pack almost went crashing
down.

The hot 90 degree weather
was a factor for Etna’s team,
who have come from [wo
weeks of a cold, rainy moun-
tain climate.

Eric LaBriere had a great
day with two wins. One was
in the 400m and the other
was in the 1600m. He came
in eighth in the 4x1.

“Eric walked away with the
400 race.” said Sweezey,
“when he left the start he flew

_will

50 Cents

New water

regs may
hurt land
OWNers

« Land owners have a
chance to learn how 1o
protect their land and
water from  possible
future regulations.

GREENVIEW - On Tuesday.
May 30. Ken Tafe. a water-
shed specialist. will share his
knowledge about monitoring
water guality with land own-
ers.

A free spaghetti dinner will
be held at 6 p.m. at the Scott
Valley Grange in Greenview.
and the "dialogue” with Tate
wiil begin at 7 p.m.

Local properly owners with
streams or rivers running
through their land. wiil likety
want to protect themselves
from future, unnecessary
government reguiations.

Tate, who is with the
University  of  California
Agricultural Extension in

Davis. explains monitoring
for sediment in streams.
tracking water temperatures.
and recording the data gath-
ered.

As part of the educational
workshops presented by the
Scott River Watershed
Council { SRWC}, coordinator
Jeffy Davis-Marx invites all
property owriers Lo attend.

in 2005. the North Coasi
Water Quality Control Board
prepare a ~pollution

Continued on Page 12
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830 am.

ERVE

PN

SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
COUNCIL

AGENDA

March §, 2000
JUNIPER WORKSHOP & FIELD TOUR

Sponsored by the Siskivou Resource Conservation District
and the Scott River Watershed Council

Greenview Grange Hall, Greenview California
Registration

Welcome & [ntroductions by Carolvn Pimentel,
Siskrvou RCD District Manager

Lecture & Slide Presentation by Dr. Richard Miller, Ph.D. Professor of
Rangeland Resources at OSU, stationed at the Eastern Oregon Agricultural
Research Center in Burns, Oregon. Dr. Miller has been with OSU for 23 vears
and worked with juniper for the past 20 years. His primary work area has been
in the John Day area to south of Alturas in California, and to the east into
northwest Nevada. His work relates to juniper expansion, cutting, fire, otd
growth woodlands, wildlife habitat, and overstory/ understory relationships.

He received his BS at Humboldt State, MS at OSU, and Ph.D. at New Mexico.

Field Tour to Site # | — Moffett Creek

Sack Lunch in Field

Field Tour to Site # 2 — McConaughy Gulch
Field Tour to Site # 3 — Plank Ranch

Tour End - Car Pool back to Greenview Grange Hall
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'_ ?ebmary 22, 2000

LocAL -

; Grant Wntmg Seminar
set for Wednesday

Pa 7 YR'EKA A “How~to Write

o Grants _seminar . ~will  be
rt taught’.by Carla Alexander
:d and; Doreen Bradshaw of the

:h Grant. and Resource Center of
3G Northern California on Feb. 23
I- at, the Siskivou County Eco-
nomic | Development Council
Gﬁce in Yreka from 9 am. to 4
p.m!;
- Fartmpamon cost is $25 per
i perscm and limited to 20 peo-
% ple.;To assure participation
I p&vment must be received
* - promptly. Checks should be
* | made ocut to the Siskivou
- i Cbéunty Economic Z)evgiepv
i .mment fEDC;
72 For . mors mfermatmn call

;,,% e 201

-

Friday from 830 a.m. 12:30
p-m. at Alta Vista Manor, 6§25
Mariorie Street, 219, Mt
Shasta. Call Busanne Scoﬁeld
at 229-0878 or Carol Jones at
4595556 to register. Class size
15 limited.

Helsaple speaks at
writer’s club meeting

YREEKA -— Brian Helsaple

of Seiad Valley will be the

guest speaker of the Siskivou.
Writers Club on T}mmdav
evening at Denny’s Restaurant
i Yreka.

Author of “Seiad Valley
Tales and Tailings” (available
at The Book Store in Yreka),
“Pixiewater,” a children’s book
with audm tape and -sound

for those interested-in obtain-
ing training and completicn
certification for non-medical
caregiving.

elderly including: physical and
emotional aspects of aging;.
Alzheimer's & Demenma com-

situations, elder abuse and
job opportunities.

This 12-hour course wﬁl be -
oﬂ'ered on Wednesuav thraugh

P Lot i

P

This course will cover
aspects of working with the’

munication skills, emergency

eifechs, and o work IR DROgress

This field trip is sponsorad
by the Scott River Watershed
Council and the Siskivou RCD.
© The field trip begin at 9
am. at the Scott Valley
Grange in Greenview, with a

*half-hour mtrcductorv talk,
Those participating will then
go to several sites throughout
‘the day.

There is no cost for the par-
ticipants and a good lunch will
be provided. Reserve 3 spot bv
calling the Siskivou Resource
Conservation District office in

tna at 467-3973 bhefore
March 1.

In case of very inclement
weather, the field tz‘:p portion
will be cut short and most of
the session will be held in the
Scott Valley Grant‘fe Hail in
Greenv;ew

Jeame Gnggs at 467-32286

Juniper management
is toplc of fzeld trip

YREKA Dr
- Miller of Oregon State Univer--
sity's Eastern Oregon Agricul-
tural Research Stazmn in
Burns,” Ore., will be conduet-
ing a ﬁeld trip March 3 to dis-
. tuss issues or concerns related
to junipers.

M

Ru:harci '

apphcatlon process, headauar-,
tered in Boise, Idaho. :
This apnhcatwn process
will be used for wide variety ofs
temporary jobs such as fire-
fighting, timber marking, sur-’
veying, recreation, etc. The.
new process will speed up the’
hiring procedure, allow appli- s
cants to submit appllcatmns«
vear-round, and enable .them
to apply to as many as nine:
different locations. 1
To obtain the necessary:
information and emplovment!:
application forms, cail toll free
(877 813-3476.
Applications are alsc avail-~
able on the internet at: wwwis. ;
fed. us/peopiejempiov

"'1J NoF e

FL R

Fair board lookmg ;
for next fair theme .






— A, Civil Behavior
Possible Soiutions:
1 » person leave on their own, cool off and apologize,
2« member takes a break and does not come to mestings for 2 few months and jets
someone else represent the organization,
3 « members police each other, member organizations police themselves and keep their
members under conral,
4 v the CRMP meeting stops and evervone goes home,
+ CRMP stops having meetings and dissolves
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—sructure and Membership

ossible Solutions:

- Continue with same structure using a regular ourside facilitator

* Reduce size of CRMP 1o 12 voting members or less

* Eliminate groups not participating, invite other groups {0 participate

4 « Restructure the executive committes and give it voting power, Four main
subcornmittees involve people in an advisory capacity only

5 « Reduce the conmol of the executive commirtee by clarifying role and bringing all
things to the full CRMP

6 + Reduce the role of CRMP s:aff on the executive committee and ar IMeenngs so power
and initiative will be with the CRMP members

7 *Elect a CRMP member as the secrerary
8
9

-
-

C. Focus, Process and Procedures
Possible Solutions:
1 » vote and adopt the by-laws
2+ develop a MOU or MOA between the CRMP and the RCD
3+ Agree on the procedure and assign someone to watchdog and remind the group.
4 « Hire a faciliwator to keep the group on track.
5 « Revisit the rules and adopt them in a formal ceremony where each member signs a
copy of the rules and statement that he/she will v his/her best to follow the rules. Read
these rules at every meeting.
\‘6 + Make decisions by a majority or some other designated % of voting member
=7 » Use consensus but it takes 2 votes to block a decision
§+Have C [be educational only, let RCD be the “decision maker”
Q. M/G«g Yo Amoel by Con1 i
10~

™ D, Relationship with RCD
Possible Solutions:
1 « Develop a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the RCD w0 clarify roles and
procedures
E. Desp unresolved issnes
Possible Solutions:
1 L]

A

E Trost

Possible Solutions:

I Rename the CRMP and use the name change to mark a fresh start. (name
example:Scort River Watershed Council)



Tomght’s agenda-

» General Opintons from the survey

+ Givens that the CRMP is working undear
+ ACUCD W0 be maken

General Ooinions fropm the gpreves

In genszal people agree that the CRMP:

* 1 valuable, making a difference for landowners, fish, and the community
should continue

should restructure

should restructure the voting membership

snouid lower the number of voting members

*

.

+ should add other organizations T e e g el A Q_l- Sl
» should remove or*am.;_a,ucms that do not participate o T

- staff follows directions given by the CRMP )

+ executive commmw fm\,ucns OK, could restructure if the CRMP § is restructured L

* is given the opmonunhv to review and agree on Droposals ~e TE L
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/’Aﬁ;& ) SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED
% e W COUNCIL

P O Box 268 Ema. CA 96027
Phone (3300 467-3798 FAR {3307 467-2728:
T-mall effvdmedsisaielnet
Website: www.sisgiel net/~sisared/

Narch 24, 2000

Ron Iverson

Project Leader

Klamath Basin Fisheries Task Force
P O Box 1006

Yreka, CA 96087

Dear Mr. Iverson,

The Scott River Watershed Council asked me to express their gratitude for presentation at their February
21% mesting. A big thank vou for the effort it takes to drive long distances late at night. This letter of
appreciation certainly would have arrived sooner, had [ not left immediately for Panama for three weeks
following that meeting. Please pardon the delay.

In addition to expressing their gratitude. the Executive Council would appreciate receiving any further
specific information from Task Force that would assure that Task Force goais and objectives are being
addressed by the planning efforts of the Scott River Watershed Council.

A footnote: The Watershed Council has adopted a strategy for planning which. so far. includes the use of
a “planning cookbook”, 2 compilation of all and any information related to the Scott River watershed
resources. Conrributions of this material are open to the public. I, or somecone whom I appoint. will be the
archivist in charge of receiving and organizing the materials. The “cookbook™ is a three-nng binder with
categories that correspond to the outline developed by the subbasins and the Technical Work Group
several years age. References will be made to documents too large to include in the binder. and they will
be kept in the Siskivou RCD office. It is anticipated that the collection process will take up to a vear. The
compilation of that material into a Strategic and Action Plan will follow. I will be seeking funding this
vear for that planning effort because professional planning help will be of great value at that point. As I
will be doing a slide presentation and tour for the Technical Work Group on April 5 &6, 2000 if we are
sticking with our schedule. any input from the TWG will be most welcome.

Thank vou again for vour contribution 1o the Scott River Watershed Council’s efforts. We look forward to
a continued open dialogue.

N

\

Sinesrely, —
. /f‘:l\\ . i P
AN TS D / yuff*/{

Yennifer Dayis Marx, Scott River Watershed Council Coordinator
cc: Laurie Simons
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Fax Cover Page
To: Siskivou County Planning Dept
{5301 842-B211
Attn: Jim DePree
Number of Pages Including Cover Page: % <
From: Jennifer (Jeff¥) Davis Marx
Scott River Watershed Council Coordinator

P. Q. Box 83
Etna, CA 96027

Phone: (530) 467-3798
Fax: (530) 467-3728
E-mail: jeffvdmi@sisqtel.net

Message

Date: 2/7/00
Helle Iim.

If vou have any questions on any of this, please let me know.

Attached:

+ KFA letter to Task Force regarding the Scott River Watershed Council
¢ Jeffy’s perspective issue by issue

+ Letter from Ric Costales to Ron Iversen, USFWS

¢ Letier from Wing Hodas to KFA

Jeffy
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February 4, 2000

dear Jim,

Thank vou for consenting to respond if the KFA letter to the Task Force about the Scort
River Watershed Council 15 brought up on the agenda.

[ will simply list my answers/concerns regarding this letter. 1 agree for the most part with
both Ric Costales” letter and Wing Hodas™ letter on the issue These are two very diverse
people on the Council. Their letters, therefore, make a prestv good case by themselves.

Jeffy

My points:

L

*

KFA if they have concerns with the Council process should be in attendance and
dealing with them within the group context.

I'do not know what “plan™ we should present in order 1o obtain funding. A
description of the process in the making is described in as much detail as is available
in my final report from the last funding cycle submitted to USFWS in January.
Anvone who has a concern i1s welcome to such a report,

Concern #1: Most people did not feel that an MOU., as such, was necessary for the
Council/RCD relationship. A description of that relationship has been approved in
the past by the RCD. Another. slightiv more detailed. description has recentiy been
approved by the RCD and will go to the Council for a review and action.

Concern # 2 It has been decided that agency people will participate in an advisory
capacity. Most of them had already told us that their participation was limited to that
role anyway.

Concern # 3: The number of standing commirttees is presently prescribed as six. The
group 1s considering a proposal to work for consensus and use the super-majority
vote as a fall-back measure for decisions. KF A should have been more concerned
about a change in the decision-making process when they were consistently blocking
measures which were otherwise accepted by the rest of the former CRMP.

An agency person (who previously headed up the Technical Committee) and an RCD
staff member will recommend the Technical Committee members to the Executive

Councii. The desire is to have a mixture of agency and community members with
expertise in a variety of areas and sciences.

Concern #4; KFA has not participated in any of the subbasin groups, and has no
room to make a judgement on their capabilities or outcomes. Some of the groups have
been active and have done some great things. There is not a subbasin landowner
group in every tributary and some are not verv active. Does KF A want to get them ail
started? Might their not be a geographical competition for funds that might resuit”
The subbasin groups are invited to participate and to report on their activities.



+ The ronv of KF A compiaining about the “refusal” of the CRMP or Council 1o come
forward with a subbasin plan 1s astonishing. The main blockage to that effort was
their multiple refissals to accept the revision of the Fall Flows Action Plan although
they knew that it was a major siep toward working on the subbasin plan. We have
submitted several proposals for the funding of such a pian. all of which have been
refused. In addition, the Coordinator. tn conjunction with the Technical Wark Group,
Humboidt State professors and graduate students. and community members have
been and are presently working on necessary pieces of such a plan



KL A’V,[ATH “FOREST ALLIANCE

1/3/2000

Mr. Ron Iverson

United Stazes Fish and Wildhie Service
PO Box 1006

Yreka, Califorma 86087

Dear Mr. Iverson:

We are in receipt of your email responding to our concerns regarding the dissolution of the Scott River
CRMP and formation of the Scott River Watershed Council. You conclude the reorganizagon has no
affect on the terms of the cooperative agreement between the Siskivou RCD and USFWS for operation of
the Scott River Watershed Coordinated Resource Management Plan, We feel the language of the onginal
cooperative agreement makes it clear that the contract is for operation of a specific CRMP open to
participanion by all INTERESTS and by AGENCIES with specific stated purposes including butiding
“cooperative relationships between various State and Federal agencies, special interest groups, and private
lmdowoers through the CBMP process.”

This objective is nonexistent in the new principals set forth by the reorganizing pardcipants. This group 1s
very clear that ondy "individuals” may participate - no agencies, no orgamzatons which seek to represent the
public interest, and no mwibes. In fact, none of the program objectives upon which the agreement was based
and money granted is clearly stated in the draft smtement of principles and goals of the newly created Seort
River Watershed Council, '

Having stated the above, we support your decision not to pull or freeze the current grant which is nearly
completed. Rather, we concur that the. Siskivou RCD and the Scott River Watershed Council (SRWC)
must be required to present a plan to the Klamath Fisheries Task Force detailing use of CRMP funds prior
1o the Task Force and the TSFWS deciding to approve this new group for the funding onginally granted for
the next year of CRMP operation. We anticipate this presentation and decision would occur at the next
meeting of the Task Force, and request that you place this item on the agenda and communicate this to the
Siskiyou RCD and CRMP coordinator.

Kiamath Forest Alkance is observing the newly formed council in order to determine its mntentions
regarding fishery restoration. The position KFA will take at the Task Force meeting concerning disposition
of the approved but not yet granted CRMP funding will depend on a solid restoration plan presenied by
RCD and ihis new Council.

We request the Task Force and the USFWS review the following concerns:

L. RELATEON*SHIP BETWEEN THE RCD AND THE SRWC: At the time of dissolving, the CRMP
and the RCD were working omr an MO 1o define the relationship and responsibilities of each group. This
MOU had become necessary due to questionable mingling of RCD and CRMP functons and the lack of
clarity concerning administrative charges against the CRMP grant wken by the RCD. However, at the
December 2, 1999, RCD Board meeting, the Chair in response to a question from a member of the Board

P.O.BOX 820 . ETNA, CA 96027 . PHONE: (916) 467-3405



indicated that an MOU or similar agreement would not be pursued with the developing SRWC. We
believe this is imprudent. The Task Force should require an agreement that meets the “Restoration
Program Werk Plan” Program Objectives as defined in the Cooperative Agreement (11339J027) and
delineates roles and responsibiiides of the new organtzation inciuding financial arrangements and stafling
prior to approving funding transfers for operation of the SRW(.

2. ROLE OF AGENCTES: As previously stated, the proposed operating rules for the SRWC provide for
membership for individuals only and not for agencies. Agency personnel could parncipate as individuals
but would not be able to charge time spent on the SRWC business to job responsibiliies or collect
compensation for this after regular work participaon. This is likely to reduce agency participation and
negate any previous objective for greater cooperation.

3, EXCESSIVE POWER OF EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE: Under the SRWC proposal, the executive
comipittee is the authority for approval of all projects to be forwarded to the RCD. The various commitices
of the SRWC would choose individuals to represent them on the execntive committee. There are no .
prescribed procedures for selecting representatives nor stated limitation on the number of commuttees
which can form and thereby seek a seat on the execufive committee, The executive committee would
appoint a “technical committee” to perform techmical review of all proposed pmjects and make funding
recommendations regarding these projects to the executive committee. This is of primary concern to KFA.
This method may easily become political and lacking in techmcal expertse, as no particular qualificadons
are required for membership on the technical committee. Under this arrangement we fear a retarn to
projects that primarily benefit landowners rather than protect and restore fish.

KFA has proposed an alternative to appointment of the technical comumittee by the executive commuttee.
We proposed that each of the four agencies with recognized specialized expertise m resouwrce management
as it impacts fisheries restoration { Forest Service, Cal Fish & Game, the USFWS, and the NRCS) appomnt a
member to serve on this comumittee, The Task Force would be wise to requare a techrscal comemittes,
independent of the executive committee, with proven expertse in fish biology and watershed restoranion.

4. SUB-BASIN GROUPS ARE NOT INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED STRUCTURE OF THE
SRWC: Some of the best work accomplished by the CRMP ok place with and through sub-basin
landowner groups. However, i the proposed structure of the SRWC these groups have no role to play in
the process of developing and seeking funding for projects as only individuals and not groups may be
represented. A

-KFA presented these four concerns to the CRMP Council and recommended that the Ad Hoc commitiee
assigned to develop a restructuring proposal do more work to address these concerns and then return to the
CRMP with their plan for z‘eorganizmion This proposal was rejected due to lack of consensus. As a result,
KFA was not able to vote for restructuring the CRMP. There followed the prior conce:m:d plan to subvert
the consensus process and terminale the CRM}?

One of our greatest disappointments with the Scott River CRMP was the continued unwillingness of this
group to use the funds provided by the Task Force to complete a sub-basin plan following the format
developed by the TWG and adopted by the Task Force. In providing the funding, we believe the Task
Foree etpected the CRMP to produce a sub-basin plan. We recommend that the Task Force specily that
the primary task for the funding provided any new group must be production of a sub-basin plan according
to the guidelines developed by the TWG and adopted by the Task Force.

Should the nascent council and RCD be unwilling to clarify their intention regarding these issues and make
a firm commitment to complete a sub-basin plan if funding is provided, we urge the Task Force 10
recommend the USFWS seck a contractor or cooperator with expertise and interest in completing a sub-



basin plan according to the established gudelines. We want to emphasize that the cwrrent "action plans’

which the CRMP has adopted, even if adopted by the Scott River Watershed Council, are not sufficient o
gnide project development and selection in the manner mtended for sub-basan plans. Lack of 2

compmhcnmm plan to guide praoject development and vidize fmxcimg in a cost-effective manner has

resulted i projects.that are meflective or somrmally effectve in unproving habitat for fish and other aguanc

species. Key factors limiting fish production m the Scott River Watershed need 1o be effectively addressed.
A solid sub-basin plan would help remedy thos stuaton.

If the Task Foree allows the RCD and SRWC 1o proceed in the ad hoe manper which is apparently
mtended, we do not believe the resuit will be fishenes restoration. Furthermore, such a course could result
in furthering the agenda of the anti-agency, ant-environment property radicalism currently rampant
Siskivou County. Hate crimes, agency intimidation and deliberate misrepresentation have already occurred
in furtherance of that agenda. We urge the Task Force 1o neither directly nor tacitly support tus radical
property rights agenda, but rather to insist on fishenies restoration as lawhully intended. *

. Please provide a copy of this letter to each Task Force and TWC member either immediately or in the
agenda packet for the next Klamath Fisheries Task Force meetng,

Thank you for your agention to this matter.

Simeerely yours,

L;M " Cc,

Carol L.Wnght Felice Pace
Executive Director Rlamath River Program Coordinator

Cc: Michae! Spear, California/Nevada Operanons Manager
Siskiyou RCD '



o Ric Costales, President
- e Scott Valley People for the USA
BES o T R 26310 Duzel Creek Road
Fort Jones, California 96032

Peopig f@;‘ﬂze [/SA  Phoneand FAX: (530) 468-2698

Emall: tmbst@sisqtel.net

January 8, 2000

Mr. Ron tverson

US Fish and Wildlife Service
PO Box 1006

Yreka, CA 96097

Mr. tverson:

As a participant in Scott River CRMP and attendee of Siskiyou RCD meetings, | had occasion
to read the Klamath Forest Alliance’s comments regarding the newly formed Scott River Wa-
tershed Council and its grant funding administered in conjunction with your agency. As to
the technicality of funding requirements under the grant discussed, | am unfortunately lack-
ing in sufficient expertise to make any substantive comments.

However, as regards certain general statements, [ feel it incumbent upon me to attempt
some clarification and correction lest a one-sided presentation damage a very worthwhiie
effort.

By way of background for my comments, | must mention that | have been chosen as presi-
dent and spokesperson for Scott Valley People for the USA, a iocal chapter of a national or-
ganization dedicated to preserving private property rights and muitiple use of public lands.
As | am sure you are aware, much concern and activism has arisen in our county relative to
these issues dating from the widely publicized critical habitat designation for the coho
saimon. From the outset of that controversy, despite the anger and outrage local citizens
felt, the vast majority of newly-activated citizens felt that a determined, reasoned and
credible effort operating within the established framework of our system of government was
the only legitimate approach to achieving a solution.

Obviously, as regards any controversy, there are those on the fringes who seem to have
some sort of vested interest in prolonging or aggravating the agony these situations cause.
Despite KFA’s reference to “hate crimes, agency intimidation, and deliberate misrepresenta-
tion,” and “anti-agency, anti-environment, property radicaiism,” rest assured that none of
these references apply to PFUSA. Our organization has continued to expand membership
and gain credibility among diverse segments of the Siskiyou County community at what [ be-
lieve to be an unprecedented rate. This would not be the case if we were on the “fringe,”
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since most people in our county, while skeptical and increasingly discouraged, have an innate
~ommitment to our system of government. In point of fact, Mr. lverson, | have not seen
anyone remotely fitting KFA’s description of the “property rights radical” participating in
the CRMP, RCD or SRWC. Rather, these types are sitting on the outside doing their best to
undermine solutions.

From a strict property rights standpoint, it is the opinion of our organization that govern-
ment only has control over private property on zoning, health and safety issues. While this
certainly grants license to act selfishly or irresponsibly, | feel confident in saying that not a
single member of our organization would 50 abuse our obligations to our heirs or our com-
munity. Rather, it is in the manner of responsible cornmitment that some of our members
and supporters are invoived in the CRMP/SRWC process.

The best answer to those who would decry private property rights as the “keystone” of
selfish exploitation of the environment, is to clearly demonstrate commitment to responsible
stewardship. The SWRC provides such an opportunity on individual, community and water-
shed bases.

Specific rebuttal:

+ KFA: SUB-BASIN GROUPS ARE NOT INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED STRUCTURE
OF THE SRWC. FACT: The sub-basin groups are specifically inciuded in the flow chart
of the organization.

. A N l M . FACT: The role of agencies was already
diminished when agencies recently decided that having their personnel voting (as in pri-
oritization decisions) could oftentimes result in violation of statutes intended to avoid
conflict of interest. The proper role of agencies is an advisory one, and the SRWC is
structured that way.

+ KFA: I W IVE. FACT: The consensus
structure of the Scott River CRMP gave too much power to organizations and individuals
representing those organizations. This was a major reason for the demise of that group.
As well, too many people voting who were unfamiliar with what was being voted on was
serving to make decisions seem capricious. A smaller voting body, more involved in the
issues being decided, and bound only to achieve only a super-majority vote were criti-
cal reforms in response. | cannot avoid the temptation to point out the hypocrisy of the
allegation of “excessive power” coming from the organization that, in many people’s
minds, virtually heid the CRMP hostage via the consensus process.

In closing | would like to mention that the mission statement of the Scott River CRMP made
no mention of the interconnectivity between the “natural” and human communities. The
CRMP mission statement made tacit concession to critical components of the flora and

2
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fauna of the ecosystem, yet ignored concepts critical to the human component of our wa-
-ershed. This was a major reason for the failure of the community to accept the CRMP.
Everyone in the Scott River watershed has suffered as a result of this oversight.

The new principles as stated for the SRWC clearly establish the natural environment as its
focus, but that focus is placed in a context that is hoped will encourage participation, en-
gender credibility, build trust, and, above all, demonstrate that communities can successfully
and responsibly manage environmental issues with "utmost respect for life, liberty and
property .” (quote from SRWC Statement of Principles)

| hope that grant funding in support of this worthy effort is continued.

As was requested by KFA regarding their letter, | would ask that you provide a copy of this
letter to each Klamath Fisheries Task Force and TWC member immediately or in the agenda
packet for the next KFTF meeting.

In addition, | would appreciate a reply concerning your thoughts on this matter as they
might pertain to insuring that SRWC meets criteria for support from your agency.

Thank you for your consideration.

Singarely,

i N
f- e
Ric Costales, President
Scott Valley People for the USA

cc: Siskiyou RCD, Scott River Watershed Council
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felice pace/carcl wright
kiamath forest aliiance

dear friends,

fve receiped and read several times a copy of your letter o mr.
iverson of the usTws. i'm disappointed. as a member pf the
reformed crmp and aiso a financtai contributor 1o kfaimleft
conflicted.

| smeil sour grapes. from where i stand, or sit, it ooks like you
folks would like to puil the rug out from under the srwec. (gosh.i
wish | could prenocunce that werg like i did with crmp). shame on
you. i know that you were not abie to meet ali your ideals and
goals during your involvement, but are you wiling to take some
responsibility for the outcomes due 10 your contentiousness and
impatience for what is an ongoing journey tc a betler
watershed. you knouw! it's going 1o happen gne way or the other,
either by we the people, or by them the government.

dgon't you believe that positive projects have sccured? are you
so concerned about the rancners getting some of their own
taxpayers money back 1o benefit themselves and the
enuironement at the same time that you'd kill everything?

your letier is filled with haif/truths.

why would you ask that the council prepare a sub-basin plan as
a prereguisite to funding when you Know we haven't been abie
to accomplish this so Tar with your participation over | gon't
know how many years?

are you a gquitter who takes his ball and goes home because he
doesn't get his way, trying to ruin it for everyone else, or are
you the eco-warrior | understood you 10 be? why haven't jou
participated in the refarmation? there are people who helieve as
you do, maybe not as rabidiy, but who also see the ideal of
working tegether and waorking things out,

i'm sorry but i do not wish to support an prganization anymore
that so easily throws out the baby with the bath water. please
take me aff your list and remoue My name as a member. thank
you.

good luck with your endeavors.

sincerely,

wing hodas Qﬁ}jm@é{
X

{



SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

"Coordinated Resource Management Planning”

COUNCIL

P, . Box 268, Bma. CA 96027
Phone: {3303 467-3798 FAXK: (330 467-3728: E-mail: ieffvdmidosisqiel net

November 1. 1999

Drear Project Participant or Cooperator,

The Scott River Watershed CRMP Council would like to invite you to a dinner in vour
honor 1o be held at the Scott Valley Grange in Greenview on November 10 at 6 p.m.
Since the enchiladas were such a hit last year for this event (even with the dogs), we
thought that we would repeat that meal.

Andrew Eller will be showing some shides and giving a synopsis of the Fay Lane
Riparian Restoration project which encompassed several miles of Scotr River. It will be
interesting to see the immediate resuits of such a large scale project although it will take
quite few more vears to see the ultimate results.

We certainly hope that you can make this event which is a celebration of those who are

proactive in their efforts toward community-based resource management.

Sincerely yours,

C A -
{,;// e/ Py
Ee{ffy/D vi/(s/ Marx, Scott River Watershed CRMP Coordinator



United States Forest Klamath Scoti River Ranger District
Department of Service National 11263 . Highway 3
Agriculture Forest Fort Jones, CA 96032-9701
N (530) 468-5351
— — TDD (530} 468-2783

Fie Code: 1500 Date:  Ogrober 2, 1999
Raoute To:

Subject:  Emplovee Partncipation in Outside Groups

To:  Executive Commuttee, Scott Valley CRMP

Many activities the Agency has been traditionally involved in have recently been called into
guestion by a number of interest groups. Some situations have led to liigation on the national
scale, This has caused me to reconsider our local involvement with the CRMP. in fairness 10 our
emplovees and to provide direction vital to you for planning projects and effectiveness of your
program.

In summary, a Forest Service Emnployee may not serve as a voting member or officer of any
outside organization that has a financial or political tie to the agency he/she is emploved with. 1o
do so would be a violation of 18 USC 208 and 203. Our Office of General Counsel has advised
me that our participation in CRMP business may continue in an advisory capacity only

1 must therefore inform vou that this letter will serve as my formal resignation as a voting
member of the Scott Valley CRMP and 1 am directing other participating employees to do the
same.

This office will continue to support CRMP activities when the participation of our empioyees
rernains within legal bounds. My direction to agency employees is to continue to serve as
advisors in activites not involving the prioritization of funds or projects. They may collect and
analyze data, evaluate sites and serve as the technical reference within their discipline of
expertise. They may not comumit resources of the agency, only I have that delegated authority.

I suggest the following participatory structure:
Jim Kilgore or designate — Fisheries Advisor
Jav Power or designate — Watershed Advisor

Ray Haupt —~ Agency Adviser

This should provide the clarification you requested. If you have any questions please contact me.

- S —

Tl
VR/A"& ﬁ&"}{ aupt

District Ranger

g »
oz Can*‘g for the Land and Semng PBOPLC Prnter on Recycies Paper



{4 SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP
‘i

"Coordingted Resource Management Planning”

bl COUNCIL

PO Box 268 Ema. CA 96027
(3303 467-3798 FAX (330) 467-3728. E-mail: jeffvdm@sisqtel.aet
October 4, 1999

To:  Jim De Pree, Natural Resource Specialist and Board of Supervisors, Siskivou County
From: Scott River Watershed CRMP Council

First of all, the Council would like to thank vou, Jim, for speaking to the CRMP Council and
interested community members on August 17, 1999 abour vour progress to date and intentions
on a Groundwater Management Plan. The Council feels that 1t 15 important to be informed on
such important issues.

The Council aiso feels that, in light of vour presentation. the process to implement such a pian 1s
moving very siowly and seems to be without a timeline. The Council would like 10 encourage an
acceleration of the process, especiaily as it pertains to the Scott River watershed. It seems that
the steps of pursuing funding and collecting information could be begun. If the Council can help
in anv way in this endeavor, please feel free to contact Jeffv Davis Marx, Coordinator, especially
for funding source ideas and Lorrie Bundy, Project Coordinator, for data and information
aCqUISITION.

The groundwater can influence surface water quality, quantity and flow timing in complex ways
in the Scott River watershed: these water issues, in turn, have important effects on fisheries and a
variety of human activities that use water.

We feel that groundwater planning in the Scott River watershed is a critical step which must be
undertaken if we are to succeed in heiping to restore salmon and steelhead fisheries and
preserving agricultural viability. Completing a groundwater plan for the Scott River watershed
will build on and extend the work of the Scott River Eleven and Watershed CRMP Council.
Please make it a priority and expedite the process as much as possible.

Alan Krame?

Lot

Scott River Watershed CRMP Council

Sincerely,



SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED CRMP

" Caordinated Resource Management Planning"”'
4 g

COUNCIL

P O Box 268, Ema CA 96027
Plione: {3303 467-3798 FAX. {3307 467-3728: E-mail effvdma sisgiel no

(Ocrober 20, 1999
To whom it may conceri
From: Scott River Watershed CRMP Council

Re: Etna Shaded Fuel Break

In a consensus vate at the October 20, 1999 meeting of the Scor River Watershed CRMP
(Coordinated Resource Management Planning) Council, the Council elected 1o support
the project to do maintenance work on the shaded fuel break partially surrounding the
City of Etna, California. The group highly supports such ecologically friendly projects
not only involve landowners and agencies, but also offer community protection. ltisa
good wiry'win project.

Sincerely,

a

. - - /",! ;T
o /vav_;i{; . :é TLAATY 4 w Ly
b 1

éenn’:fer Davis Marx, Scott River Watershed CRMP Coordinator

ce: Alan Kramer
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SISKIYOU COUNTY CATTLEMEN'S ASSOCIATION

Bramch of

CALIFORNIA CATTLEMEN'S ASSCCIATION
1652 SOUTH MAIN STREET = YREKA, CALIFDRNLA 96057

Oct&h&r iB, 1999

Scott River Watarshed CRMP Councll
P.0. Boxm 268
tna, CA $64027

Re: Continued Council Membership

The Board of Directors of the Siskivou County Cattlemen’'s
Asgoclation would like to tender its immediate resignaetion f£rom
the Scott River Watershed Councii.

In concept, the Siskivou County Cattlemen’s Associatlion prefers
and encourages the development cf small landowner-bassed
watershed CRMPs. In these groups, only landowners are permitted
& vots and lnvolivement by other participantsz is invitational and
advigory only. We endorse the direct, voluntary participation by
the landowner i1n these self-determined processes for
gstablishing and working toward watershed goals,

Small landowner-cperated watershed councils are comprised of
members who are closest +o the land and who have the authorit
tc implement decisions directly in thelr dav-to~day management
practices. The sowcalled M"multi-interssty CRMP removes the
decision-making and educational procesz from the landowner,
vesting it in a peolitical council of intersst groups and
agencies. The Siskiyou Jounty Cattlemen’s Asscciaticn is ¢f the
opinion that the format/membership of the Scoett River Council
creates a "disconnect' between decision-makers/planners and
decision implementers. As such, <+the Council has become Just
another unnecessSary bureaucratic level,

The Siskiyou County Cattlemen’'s Asscociation continues o suppor:
many of the fine cooperative on-the—ground projects currently
being implesmented in the Scott Valley. We would hepe o sse
these sxpand in the future under ths planning guidance cf amall
landowner-operated watershed councils of neighbors working with
naighbers and with <he excellent <+echnical support meade
available through the Siskiyou RCD,

Sincarsly, ; /égéﬁ
P77 / 5'%@%’7

marcia H, Armstrong
Ezecutive Director v

PoHRIE B4T ZIBS Dot 18 1999 De:SIFM F3
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Oouober 18, 1999

Smewsw RBiver Watershed CRMP Councll
?,0. Box Z68
Etna, CA 56027

Re: Continued Councll Membership

The Board of Directors of the Siskiyou County Farm Bureau would
like =—o tender its immediace resignation from the Seout River
Watarzshed Council. It has been some time Since we have actively
participazed in the Council's decisicn-making srocess and e
“ggl that w& can ne longer permit cur inaction £ pe intorproenad
ng  endorsement. Cur Cepresentatives have indicatsed  that
chgTructive /confrontational atwitudes among Cosuncll members
detracted from the oreative powential and producsivizy of the
graup, rendering perticlpation an unpleasgant chore.

In eoncept; the Siskivou County Farm Bursau prefers and

encourages the development ol small landcwner-nased watarshed
CRMPE. In these groups, only landowners are permitted a vote and
invelvement by other participants Ls invitatlonal and adviscry
only. We have Zound groups such as the Sheckelfora-Mall i
Prench Creek and Shasta River CRMPg to bhe mogt effsctive In
adeéressing habivar restoration and stewardship [ssues. Ve
andorse the dirsct, vcluntary participaticn by the landowner on
+hesa sslf-determined processes for establisning and working
toward watershed goals,

Small landowner-operated watershed councils are comprigsed of
members who are clocsest tc the land and whc have the autherity
¢ implement decisions directly in thelr dsy-to-Zay management
prac=ices. The sc-called "multi-interest” CRMP removes <Tae
decigion~-making and educaticonal process Irom the landowner,
vesting it in a politizal council of interest groups and
agencies. The Siskiyou County Farm Buresau is oI the cpinien That
the formats/membership oI <he Ssort Rivar Council crestes -
ndigconnecs" betwsen decisicn-makers/plenners and decision
implementsrs. As such, the Csuncil has Decome JusT ancuher
unnzcessary bursaucratic level.

20 FOURTH STREET . YREK A, TALIEDRNIA BBOEV . S.Mgil gigfaemn@enoworest.ast
Phone: (E30) BazZ-2384 NET WA SNOWCTRST. N L SiskarTm/

w— Siskiyou County Farmm BUrSaU e
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the Siskivou County Farm Bureau continues to support many of the
ine cooperative on-the-ground projects currently belng
implemented in the Scott Valley. We would hope to see tiese
expand in the Zfuture under the planning guidance of small
landowner-operated watershed counsils of nelghbors working with
neighbors and with <the exczellent technical support wmade
available through the Sisklvou RCD.

Sincerely, o

! £ )
/;Egziz;kf 4§yfi;é;¥g£¢ééﬁf

Marsia H. Armetrong
Executive Director

3%
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DRAFT Limiting Factors to Healthy Watersheds and
Healthy Anadromous Fish Populations in the Scott vValley
{11/19/9%, 1/12/00, 3/20/00

arget / Mission: Meaithy Watershed and Healthy Anadromous Fish Populations

1 WATER QUALITY
A Temperature {Jay Power;
= Turbidity
C. Chemical/Nutrient Contamination
LSS TO HABITAT
Physical Barriers
ITAT ELEMENTS (Jim Kiigore, Dennis Marnia, Brenda Clson)
A. Substrate/Sediment
8. Large Woody Material
C. Paol Freguency
0. Off-Channel Habitat
E. Refugia
4 CHANNEL CONDITIONS AND DYNAMICS (Jim Kilgore, Dennis Maria, Brenda Olson)
A, Width/Depth Ratio
B. Streambank Condition
C. Floodplain Connectivity
5 ELOW! #YDROLOGY
A. Change in Peak and/or Base Fiow {Jay Powsar)
B. Increase in Drainage Network
8. WATERSHED CONDITIONS
A. Road Density and Location
2. Disturbance History
C. Riparian Condition
7. ACCIDENTAL MORTALITY
A Unscreened Diversions
B. Angling
8. NON-NATIVE SPECIES
A. Increased Predation
B. Higher incidence of disease (7?)

AC

P
O

>

3. HA

o

“Would excessive coarse sediment be under substrate in Mabitat Elements, under Channel
Conditions and Dynamics as ‘streambank condition’ or its own category?

1. WATER QUALITY

A. Limiting Factor: High Water Temperatures

issue: “Water temperature influences the development and survival of saimonids by
affecting different physiological processes such as growth and smoliification. Water
temperature also affects the fishes’ migration timing, ability 1o cope with predation. disease
and exposure to centaminants. The preferred spawning temperature for Chinook saimon
is 52 °F with acceptable upstream migration temperatures ranging between 57 °F and 87 °F
(Reynolds et at.,, 1990). Water temperatures above 70°F can delay adult migration (Bell
1980). Temperatures at which 100 percant of mortality of Shasta River' saimonid stocks

" Would it be appropriate to just change this to "Scott River™?

Updated 4/1/00 1of 12



occurs have not besn determinad although Reisner and Biornn (1878) report upper and
lower lethal temperatures levels for Chinook are 78 6 °F and 33 5°F respestively
Dreferred water temperatures for Coho salmen fangc between 38"'” A9 °F while upper and
lowar lethatl temperature levels are 78°F and 32 °F, respectivaly (Bell, 1980) (CDFG,
1887, p.15). High water temperatures craate thermal barrigers 1o migration
Historic Condition:
Functiona/Target Condition:
Existing Condition:  The iow vaiocity. opan range of the Scott Valley is naturally prone to
heating. The valley experiences severe diurnal fluctuations. The diurnal flustuations in the
canyon have less amplitude. Fish are present throughout the valiey despite the heat.
Location of fish may be related to cold water inputs. ¥Ken Maurer reported that water flows
increase at Brazil Ranch (now owned by Manne). Shackleford Creek may offer cold water
inputs to mainstem because it goes subsurface.
Timing, Frequency and Duration of high water temperatures must be explainsd.
Location: Mainstem and East Fork high, South Fork good
Cause:
« Lack of healthy nparian condition. Ripanan constraints hoid channal and create
narrower, deeper siream channel (See 6,C)
« Low flows results in shallower water which heats more guickly (See §A)
+ Aggraded streambed creates shallow areas
« Sedimentation reduces or prevents interaction betweean surface water and cooler
subsurface/ground water. Reduces hyporheic fiows.
+ Tailwater return to river on East Fork.

B. Limiting Factor: Excessive Turbidity
issue: Turbidity can be defined as fine suspended sediments traveling through system
and it affects all areas downstream of source. Excessive turbidity can abrade the gills of
fish causing respiratory probiems. It alse reduces visibility for feeding. If there is oo much
for too long, turbidity can affect growth and thereby affect ocean survivabiiity. Certain
amount of turbidity is normal in the winter. Summer events can be especially stregsful
when added o high water temperatures,
Histeric Condition:
Functional/Target Condition;
Existing Cendition:
Location:

+« Moffet Creek (3-4 incidents per year for last 15 years)

« East Fork to lesser axtent (since floods, east side soils more vuinerabie. brosion a

concern where farming right next io creek)

« Boulder Creek in Canyon (natural landslide)

s Etina Creek is good!
Questions:

» How long event does it take to clear after a storm event?
Causes:

s Surface erosion of DG soils

« Mass wasting of DG soils (iandsiides)

« Bank erosion due to natural conditions and change in flow regime, More eresion

Qceurs in spring when river begins te meander,
= Headcuts lead to downcutting

* Information from Jeffv Davis Marx. 1/12/00

Updated 4/1/00 2of 12



»  Miner's Creek downcut but has lots of Coho - probably because there are many

irees.

C. Limiting Factor: Chemical/Nutrient Contamination

Pesticides largely unknown, not listed under TMDLs.

USGS (Bharon Campbell) collecting W data - DO, wirbidity.

Contact RWQUCE and Bruce Gwinne 1o see what testing has been done,

2. ACCESS TO HABITAT

A. Limiting Factor: Physical Barriers to Spawning Grounds
{should this include barriers to outmigration, barriers to juveniles?)

lssue:

Barners prevent adult salmon from reaching spawning areas

Historic Condition:

Functioning/Taraet Condition:

Current Condition;

.ocations:

City of Etna diversion dam on Etna Creek has inadequate fish ladder creating a
permaneant barrier to migration, especially dunng low flows.

Young's Dam on Scott River,

Mill Creek culvert at road crossing creates boulder sieve - low flow barmer to
spawners.

Aggraded mouth of Mill Creek at Scott Bar - low flow barrier to spawners.
Barrier on Tompkins Creek only in really low flows. (FPH, p.8)

Big Mill Creek cuivert (4 foot jump)

Dam at Rail Creek

Jackson Creek culvert (iow priority ~ many natural bamers below and above)
O'Neal Creek cuiveri scheduled to be replaced with bridge next year.
Dredge tailings area and below create low flow barriers {0 adult Chinook

Many streams segments go dry each vear in the known iocations which could block
access to refugial sites on streams. The feliowing is a list of known problem areas:

Updated 4/1/00

Scott River (mainstem}- in maost years flows in the river go subsurface beginning
in July in about a mie of the lower dredger tailings area {Seclicns 25 & 368 in T 41N
& REW) blocking both downstream and upstream access o fish in the mainstem of
the Scott River.

Noyes Valley Creek - goes dry (subsurface) in the majority of its lower 4 mites.
Sugar Creek - In most years surface flow exists untii it reaches the tailing area
beiow the Highway 3 crossing where aggraded siream channel condition causes
the flow to go subsurface. This sifuation is exacerbated by the numerous stream
diversions on Sugar Creek.

Clarks Creek - The lower approximately one-mile below the Highway 3 crossing
goes dry in average rainfail/snowfall or dry years.

Etna Creek - By mid summer, this stream begins to flow only intermittently
beginning in section 33 of T42N & R8W (MDB&M) to near its confiuence with the
Scott River {approx. 3 miles). Surface flow generally persists in the jast few
hundred yards before it enters the Scott River.

Johnson Creek (ditched system) - Flows into Patterson Creek . Goes dry
annually in lower mid reach of valley poriion. Water backs up from low gradient
and use of diversion dams which maintains surface flow in lower mid reach. Water

Jof 12
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guality is believed to be very poor (high temps and low D.O.5) in this continually
watared section of the creek

Patterson Creek - Goas dry each summer from about 1.25 miles above State Hwy
2 bridge crossing to a short distance below the Eller Lane bridge crossing. Gary
Black indicates that there is historical reference provided by early setllers 10 the
Seott Vailey area which indicated that much of the valiey portion of kidger Cresk
naturally dried up during summer months.

Kidder Creek - This streams goes dry annuaily from just below the Barker Oitch
{near the middle of Section 38 in T 43N & R 10W (mdb&m)) to its confluence with
Kidder Creek in Section 11 of T43n & R 8W {mdb&m)). The causes 15 a highly
aggraded streambed exacerbated by stream diversions. Gary Black indicates that
there is historical reference provided by early settiers to the Scott Valiey area which
indicated that much of the valley portion of kidder Creek naturally dried up during
summer months.

Oro Fino Creek - Dry or Intermittent flows below the Altuna (Right Fletcher) Ditch
near the Quartz Valley road crossing (near the junction of Section 1883C in T 42N
& ROW). Cause: numerous diversions.

Various tributary streams on the east side of Scott Valley between Moffett
creek and East Fork of the Scott River: These streams go dry naturally each
summer and remain dry until sufficient rainfall returns in late fali or early winter. The
sast side watersheds sit at a relatively much lower etevation than those on the
west side and consequently these eastside watersheds receive considerably less
rain and snowfall each winter. In addition the eastside watersheds are relatively
much smaller in size (except for Moffet Creek) than the watersheds on the west
side of the Scott Valley.

Moffett Creek - Goes dry annually approximately one-half mile below the State
Highway 3 bridge crossing.

McAdams Creek {trib. To Moffett Creek) - Goes dry for most of its entire iength
with a few intermittent poots. Throughout the upper 1/4 of its length. Water
diversions in the Valley portion and past goid dredging activities throughout
exacerbate the problem. Although juvenile steelhead smolts were found in iower
Cherry Creek which together with Deadwood Creek forms McAdams Creek, the
accumulation of mine tailings in the upper 1/3 of McAdams Creek has resulted in
only intermittent flows in this upper stream segment in ail but the highest winter
flow events).

Cherry Creek (irib. To McAdams Creek) - Goes dry annually each summer (mid) in
its lower approximately 1 mile,

indian Creek - Lower 3 to 4 miles is dry or sparsely intermittent. May be a natural
occurrence but small stream diversions likely exacerbate the probiem.
Rattiesnake Creek & Tyler Creek - The lower 1 to 2 miles either go dry or have
sparsely intermittent flow. Believed to be a natural occurrence but small stream

diversions exacerbate the problem,
Meamber Guich - The lower approximately one mile of this stream goes dry sach
summer. This may be 2 natural occurrence but a stream diversion known to exist

may be the reason for the stream drying out or at the very ieast this diversion
significantly exacerbates the probiem.

Graveyard Guich - Goes dry in iower miie {from about dirt road crossing in Section
22 downstream.

Shackleford Cresk - The lower 1/4 mile goes dry gach summer.

40f12



« Sniktaw Creek {Shackleford trib) - The lower nearly 1/4 mile goes dry sach
summer.

» Emigrant Creek (Shackieford Creek drainage) - Dries up from near headwaters to
top of section 26 (T43N & R10W). Below this point Emigrant Creek picks up water
from water diverted from Shackleford /Mill Craek diversions.

+ Mill Creek - ach summer this stream goes dry from approximately the middie of
Section Z2(in T43N & R10W) to just above Mugginsville in the Southeast corner of
Section 14 (in T43N & R10W) (approx 1.5 miles).

Cause:
« [Dams
»  Culvers

» Non-existent and inadequate fish passage structures
3. HABITAT ELEMENTS

A. Limiting Factor: Excessive Fine Sediment
Issue: Sediment "smothers eggs and aqualtic invertebrates in spawrning gravels,
eliminates bottom cover. and reduces the size and number of pools." (FPH, 0.5). Excess
sediment creates cemented gravels and blocks the emergence of alevins. Reduces
hyporheic flows.
Historic Condition:
Functioning/Target Condition;
Current Condition:
Location:
+ The best spawning grounds are in flat areas which are now coverad with sand. Look
where spawning was once prevalent but now cannot due to sediment,
+ Where is there NOT a problem? Grade in canyon prevents sediment from becoming
probiem. {Dennis Maria)
»  Moffet Creek
Causes:
« Accumulation of fine sediment reduces or prevents interaction between surface
water and cooler subsurface/ground water. Reduces hyporheic flows.’
» Bank erosion due to trampling of streambank by cows (unmanaged grazing).
« Erosion due to poorly maintained roads on sensitive lands
« References for road inventories: Tom Shorrey (Fruit Growers)
« Erosion due to certain legging practices (FPH, p.14)
e Erosion due o catastrophic fire
» Erosion due fo natural conditions - DG soils (FPH, p.5)
e Erosion from mine tailings
Location: Scott River (and every stream from South Fork to Scott Bar), South
Fork and Ore Fino Creeks.

. HABITAT ELEMENTS

A. Limiting Factor: Substrate/sediment

" Frissel showed sediment prevented feeding of subsurface flows and therefor affects water comung back, Dennis
Mana observed that the shade provided by an addition of 18 inches of clean gravel led to a ¥ degree reduction in
temparature.
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Target Condition: The sediment budget of upstream watershed areas is within the range
and frequency of channegl potential (based on parent material. gradient, disturbance
regime, etc.) for the subbasin. (Anthropogenic effects (roads, harvest, etc)) are negiigible
and are not interfering with natural sediment budget. indicators of the condition of the
sediment budget, include poot filling, amount of fines in spawning gravels. Rapid
Bioassessment results, others?? Some (how many??} 7" field subwatersheds within the
subbasin may illustrate sediment indicators that are noet favorable for some saimonid life
history stages (spawning, egg development, fry emergence, rearing) and these conditions
are caused primarily by natural events. (Knowliedge of subbasin/subwatarshed nistory in
terms of watershed impacts - fire, harvest, roading, landsliding, etc. — i3 crificall).
However the vast majority of 7" field subwatershed in the subbasin. illustrate sediment
indicators that do not hinder aquatic processes such as rearing/holding, egg incubation,
fry emergence, aquatic insect diversity and development and such physical processes as
stable streambanks and the initiation of hyporheic flow.

Problem: Poor spawning grave! quality, peol filling, reduced pool frequancy, unstable
streambanks, reduced overwintering capacity, and decreased aquatic insect diversity all
result from excessive in-channe! sediment. The precading problems occur in several key
locations for hoiding, rearing. spawning, efc., throughout the subbasin. Excessive fines
within spawning gravels reduces egg survival and successful fry emergence. The diversity
of aguatic insects is reduced, which in turn can negatively affect saimonid rearing.
Unsiable streambanks are considerad as a separate indicator and are discussad below.
Hyporheic flow potential has not been monitored within the subbasin, though areas of
reduced stream temperatures resulting from probable groundwater upweliing are roughly
known. Areas of upwelling in rivers are often very productive areas for several life stages
of aguatic species. A reduction in these areas is expected to be associated with a loss of
aguatic production in the subbasin,

Location: Excessive amounts of fines exist within spawning gravels throughout the entire
mainstem Scott River. Low gradient areas (<2%) are especially excessive in granitic sand
and occur within the valiey portion of the Scott. Some granitic subwatersheds. such
Miners/French, show high levels of granitic sand and decreased pool volumes, due tc poo!
filling. Moffet Creek often has a high sediment load, often runs turbid and contributes a
large amount of fine-grained sediment to the Scott River. The dredger tailing area of the
mainstem Scott River, located just north of Callahan, has very little riparian vegetation to
constrain channel migration. Bedload movement from this area is alsc reported to cause
extensive streambank ercsion in adjacent downstream areas (Barne’s, etc.). Large
streambank landsiides occur adjacent to the South Fork of the Scott (mest are pre-1897).

Large poois in the canyon area of the Scott are reduced in volume due to granitic sand
loading.

Cause: Poorly maintained roads. older roads with poor surfacing and drainage featuras
{no rocking, high collection and diversion potentials), harvest operations resulting in
extensive amounts of compacted soil or exposed scil in the vicinity of channeis all
contribute to chronic additions of sediment to streamcourses. Overgrazed streambanks
will also cause the same impact. The current, downcut condition of the Scott River in the
valley aiso contributes significantly to exposed soil and unstabie streambanks (a
reference to this condition would be good, Julia Grimm, NRCS). Acute amounts of
sediment are added to channels by failed road/stream crossings during large flow events.
Landsliding related to anthropogenic and natural causes also contributes to channsl
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sediment loads. Recent, intense landsiiding has ocourred in the Tompkins, Deep/Middle
7" field subwatersheds, and 10 a lesser extent in the Canyon and Keisey Creek dramnages.
{The latter two processes ~ landsliding, road crossings, harvesting - are analyzed
site specifically for the Scott subbasin in the Elder & DelaFuente Flood Report,
18997)

8. Limiting Factor: Lack of Large Woody Material
A problem throughout the sysiem.

C. Limiting Factor: insufficient Pool Frequency
D. Limiting Factor: Insufficient Off-Channel Habitat

Target Condition: Desirable off-channel habitat inciudes backwaters with cover and iow
anergy off-channel areas, such as ponds and oxbows. Cover and riparian vegetation
adjacent to off-channel habitat is native in origin. Beaver ponds are present in the low
gradient portions of valley tributaries. Potential off channel habitat would exist primarily in
low gradient {<2%777?), aliuvial channeis. These areas in the Scott subbasin are located
primarily in Scott Valley and include significant portions of the mainstem Scott River and
lower portions of major tributaries (but not limited to) such as Sugar, French, Etna,
Patterson, Kidder, Moffet, and Shackieford Creeks.

Off-channel habitat would begin to appear naturally as siope and form (meander pattem)
is restored to the Scott River and tributaries within Scott Valley, provided these areas are
suitably buffered from some activities {unreguiated grazing, etc.). Historically, beaver
ponds were apparently associated with many of low gradient areas of the previously
mentioned tributaries. (Year-around beaver ponds may have also been associated with
areas of elevated water {ables and upwsalling groundwater??7).

Problem; The Scott River and major fributartes within Scotf Valiey have been almost
entirely channelized, resulting in a iess meandering, downcut condition. Riparian forests
within these areas are significantly reduced in size and species compaesition has been
alterad from the historical condition. Beaver populations have been greatly reduced
accordingly. Historical fioodpiain access has been altered. The loss of off-channei
habitat results in & loss of very productive rearing and over-wintering areas, ofien favored
by species such as the coho salman.

Location: As described, primarily the low gradient, alluvial stream and river channeis
present in Scott Valiey. (See list of tributaries above),

Cause: Extensive beaver trapping occurred in the early 1800’s. Channeiization occurrad
in Scott Valley in the [atter 1830’s by the Army Corp of Engineers (supposeadly to iessen
future flood damage). Loss of off channei habitat {and riparian vegstation) has probabiy
aiso occurred in a numerous, random actions since the 1850°s as property owners socught

to leval fields, drain wetlands and increase useable land for agriculture, home, and
townsites,

4. CHANNEL CONDITIONS AND DYNAMICS

A. Width/Depth Ratio
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B. Streambank Condition
Limiting Factor: Excessive Coarse Gravels
issue: Excess coarse gravels choke the river. Current flows cannot move material
downstream. Energy is forced out causing lateral scouring.
Histaric Condition:
Functioning/Taraet Condition:
Current Condition:
Location: Dradging Tailings
Causes
= Tailings
« Large landsides
+ Kelsay Creek, Tompkins Creek after '97 flood (after while, used for spawning
by Chinook)
+« Due to togging practices

B. Streambank Condition

Limiting Factor: Degraded Streambank Condition

Issus: Streambanks in some unconfined, alluvial areas, show a high frequency of
streambank erosion, with much of this erosion, oceurring in areas in addition to river
pends, Undercut banks are scarce. Eroding streambanks is a significant source of
sediment within the Scott River subbasin. Impacts to the aquatic systems as the result of
increased sediment loads are described in 3.A. Eroded streambanks in alluvial systems
are often associated with channel widening. This results in undesirable stream water
warming and a decrease in habitat depth. Both of the iatter effects reduce salmonid
rearing capacity. especially during critical summer periods.

Target Condition: At most sites, streambanks are stable, well vegetated and maintain a
desired channel structure. At mest sites streamside vegetation is at site potential and
refiective of a species composition and structure that was historically present. Floods of &
25-30 year return frequency do not cause major (& unexpected) changes in channel
location and configuration. (Basis of PFC concept). After natural disturbances, such as
large floods, natural vegetation recovers promptly. (Streambank particle size in these
areas is generally small and vegetation is critical to maintain proper bank configuration.
Water tables and the rate of drop within the water tables are able to support historically
present riparian species). Two broad classes of streambanks are recognized for the Scott
subbasin, those occurring in forested (often confined) areas and those occurting in broad
altuvial, unconfined, low gradient areas. In non-forested unconfined sysiems, undercut
banks are common and streambank srosion is infrequent, occurring on outside bends and
in areas of localized constriction. (This latter class of sireambanks is mainty found in
approximately the same general area as described above for off channel habitat). In the
area, confined streambanks are generally located in mountainous terrain and large
vegetation is often dominated by coniferous species and associates. Streambank
substrates are often of a large size, such as boulders and cobbles.

Location: Unstable streambanks are located primarily in Scott Valley and include
significant portions of the mainstem Scott River and lower portions of major tributaries (but
not imited 10} such as Etna, Patterson, Kidder, Shackieford, and Moffet Creeks.
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Cause The current downcut condition of the Scott River in the valley contributes to the
presence of a targe number of exposad streambanks. Previous channelization and
ramoval of streambank plants 15 largely responsibie for the downcut condition, Lack of
floodptain access by the river now causes targer flow avents to stay within banks causing
increased erosion, Rapidly dropping water tables in some years, partially resulting from
the downcut condition of the Scott River and current water use practices in the valley. may
not aliow the timely regeneration of some nistercally present species, such as Black
Cottonwooed. Existing vegetation in some areas may not render the root depth and
sunport that was histerically present and needed to yield streambank stability.

C. Floodplain Connectivity

Limiting Factor: lLoss of Fioodplain Connectivity

Issue: Stream channelizing with associated levee buliding and sireambank rip-rapping was
done to keep the Scott River and other tributary streams from cutting into agricultural and
pasture lands and to protect residences lying within the 100-year floodplain. This work has
occurred throughout the past 150 years with the bulk of levee building activities occurring
in the late 1930's by the U.8 Army Corps of Engineers along a major portion of the Scott
River {Vailey portion). When the Scott River overtops its banks during major fleod events
the levees cause the river to separate and become disconnected at various locations
throughout the valley. When the river finally begins to recede, major segments of the
overflow channel lose contact with the river entirely and fish carried info the overflow
channei can become permanently separated from the main channel and will eventually die
when the overfiow water setties out into low sump areas to stagnate and eventually
disappear when the standing water either infiltrates into soil or evaporates.

Where ievees occur there is a reduced linkage of wetland floodplains and riparian areas
to the main stream channel The occurrence of overbank flows is substantially reduced
relative to the historic frequency which severely reduces wetland function and riparian
vegetation/succession. The result is degraded wetland and riparian conditions.

Historic Condition:

Funciional/Target condition: Off-channel areas of the stream or river remain hydrologically
jinked to the main stream channel ailowing fish to retum o the main channel stream as
flood flows recede to the stream or river's single main flow channel. Qverbank flows
normaily occur each winter which contributes to the maintenance of wetland functions.
riparian vegetation and succession.

Current Condition:

Locations; Scattered occurrences throughout the Scott Valley where levees exist. (known
major geographical areas: Scott River from vicinity of Fay Lane bridge crossing down to
Hwy 2 crossing)

Cause: Elevated levees bordering the river or stream channel and lying within the normal
flood flow channel.

5. FLOW/HYDROLOGY

A. Limiting Factor: Change in Base Flow - Seasonal Low/Subsurface Fiow

lssue: Low flows limit amount of summer rearing habitat as well as the Chinook spawning
in October and November in some years., Shaliow waters leads to increased tempearatures
(LF#2).

Historic Condition:

Functioning/Target Condition:
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Current Condition.  "Many thousands of juvenile salmon and steslhead are stranded
gach year due to de-watering of streams in the Scott River Basin, based on COFG fish
rescue records. Redds are als0 sometimes de-watered in the autumn when waler levels
rise and then subside as a result of ranfall patterms in conjunction with diversions” (FPH,
p.6). "Low flows in the Seott River and tributaries have contributed to poor hoidover of
adult salmon until spawning, biocked access to upstream spawning areas. and reduced
availability of spawning sites” (FFAF. p10),
Locatiens: "Streamflow usually goes subsuriace in lower reaches of Etna. Patterson,
Kidder {including Big Slough). Moffett and Shackleford Creeks each summer through early
fall” (FFH, p.B).
Causes:

» Certain amount natural due to climate. Conditions exacerbated by the following:

» Agricultural diversions

»  Residential/Urban Use

+ Connected ground water pumping

B. Limiting Factor: Change in Peak Flows
C. Limiting Factor: Increase in Drainage Network

6. WATERSHED CONDITIONS

A, Limiting Factor: Road Density and Condition
B. Limiting Factor: Disturbance History
C. Limiting Factor: Riparian Condition

7. ACCIDENTAL MORTALITY

A. Limiting Factor: Unscreened Diversions

lssue: Many juvenile and some aduit saimon and steelhead enter unscreened diversions
and are lost. (FPH, p.6)

Historic Condition:

Funciioning/Target Condition:

Current Condition:

Location:

Cause: Agricultural diversions

B. Limiting Factor: Angling
tssue: Overharvest of adult saimon will decrease sustainability of the population by
reducing the number of potential spawners.
Histeric Condition:
Functioning/Target Condition:
Current Condition:
Location:
Cause:
« Are current trout fishing reguiations adequate to protect juveniie steelhead? (
p. 17)
= Inability to distinguish hatchery from wild fish,
+ Poaching

il
u

H,

8. NON-NATIVE SPECIES
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"Many fishery biologists believe that artificial propagation and rearing of native stocks are
not the soiution to rebuilding fish populations” (FPH. p 185,

A, Limiting Factors: increased Predation
B. Limiting Factors: Higher Incidence of Disease

REFUGIA

Refugia are necessary to maintain a healthy anadromous fish population. Refugia refers
to siream or river iocations that provide all of the essential habitat parameters (L.e., good water
quality (i.e.. clear (fow turbidity), high D.O.s (>7.0ppm) & a water temperature range 38-700F ),
habitat complexity (LWD and other structural components that provide rearing and escape cover),
adequate pool depths, good food supply (i.e.. invertebrate population) capable of maintaining fish
in & heaithy and robust condition during all times of the year or during a period during their
development critical to their survival.

Coolwater refugia exist and are scattered throughout the Scott River Watershed.
sowaver many of these are not adequately buffered by their adjacent riparian zone, or are
insufficient in size, number and connectivity. Most refugial sites lack other physical habitat
narameters as well which together provide for all the necessities needed to maintain fish health,
vigor and the ability to survive even during the some of most severe environmental conditions.
Stream habitat conditions degrade in the Scett River main-stem and in the lower end of some of
its tributary streams {0 a point where anadromous salmonids are either severely stressed or dig,
Juvenile coho saimon and steelhead attempt (10 escape intolerable water gquaiity conditions (1.e.
high temperatures) each year in the iower ends of tributary streams entaring the Scott River within
the Scott Valley reach and in the Scott River itself. Loss of surface connectivity in many of these
streams exacerbated by stream diversions and aggraded stream channels block access to
refugium. Unabie to reach safe refugium, fish that become trapped within drying and
disconnected stream segments eventually succumb to stagnating water conditions that lead 1o
lethat water temperatures or the lack of adeguate dissocived oxygen. More rapid death may ccour
when an entire segment of the stream goes dry suddenty.

Functionai/Target Condition; Refugial waters of sufficient size and quantity. These refugia waters
should be spatially well dispersed, adequately buffered (by an intact, properly functioning riparian
zone) and capabie of supporting adequate numbers of fish that will sustain healthy and
genetically viable anadromous saimonid and populations of other native aquatic biological
resources within all tributary and main-stem waters of the Scott River watershed. Within streams
and river courses, it is very important tc maintain surface flow connectivity to refugial sites to allow
fish to escape undesirable and sometimes iethal stream conditions eisewhere in the stream or
other nearby waters.

Locations:

« Thermal refugia exists in all the permanently flowing tributary streams emptying into the Scott
River within the lower canyon reach. However, lack of adequate habitat complexity (L.e., low
levels of LWD) reduces the guality of these refugial waters.

+ Thermal refugia exists above the uppermost water diversions on tributary streams entering the
west side of the Scott Valiey (i.e. where natural flows have not been reduced and good forest
canopy is maintained).

« Thermal refugia exists (based on recant temperature monitoring data) within scattered
locations along the valley portion of the Scott River including:
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- Fay Lane Bridge area

- Atths mouth of French Cresk

- Horn Lane Bndge

- At the mouth of Eina Creek

- Tailings area bejow Callahan

- South side tributaries of the East Fork of the Scott River (& the upper /2 of the E.F of
Scott River from Rail Creek upstraam?)

- Tributaries of the South Fork of the Scott River (& the most {all?} of the South Fork Scott
River)

Sources

COFG California Department of Fish and Game, Biclogical Needs Assessment for the Shasta
River, Siskiyou County, California, 1987

FPH  Scott River Watershed Fish Population and Habitat Plan, 1997

FFAP Scott River Fall Flows Action Plan, 1999

Scott Limiting Factors Meeting 11/18/9%

Scott Limiting Factors Meeting 1/12/00

Scott Limiting Factors Meeting 3/20/00
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Limiting Factors on the Scott River Tributanes
Develaped from 3/20/00 Meeting at Fort Jones

SCOTT RIVER Limiting Factors

TRIBUTARIES Conditions to Protect

East Fork ana its Rail Creek barrier

ftributaries Big Mill Creek culvert

‘ Noves Valley Creek dries up
Grazing and riparian 1ssues (unstabie streambank, lack of
shade) in Plowman’s Valley and private lands
Lack of pools, tack of shade

South Fork Sediment from roads (DG)

Mass Wasting due to roads, mining, natural conditions
County road with big inboard ditch
Mistoric Mining removed soil on streambank

Fast Side Streams
(between East Fork and
Moffet Creek)

Change in upland vegstation reducing flows? Grassland to
juniper, shrubs. Anectodal information about change in flows,
Water retained and coming out slowly.

'Upiand vegetation — symptom or cause? DATA GAP

‘Wildcat Creek

'Kiamath National Forast
Callahan Watershed Analysis

:Sugar Creek

Sediment (medium) (DG)
Road iocalion proximity to stream

Seasonal barrier at mouth due to aggradation and low flows
Subsurizace at tailings

Three active diversions and at least two not active.

\French and Miner's
Creek

Sediment (high)

High temperatures in iower French in late summer
Seasonal barrier — stream goes dry after after last diversion
ditch. Platt diversion ditch.

{is Platt the last diversion difch or separate issue?)

iEtna Creek (ask Gary)

‘Etna City Water Supply dam creates partiai barrier to fish, Fish
ladder inadequate. :
Diking along creek near Hwy 3

Lack of riparian vegetation near mouth

‘Seasonal barrier dries up (subsurface?) in summer.
inadeguate flow lefi in creek

More water diverted than permitied”?

Johnson Craek

IHigh School group testing water quality {(Alien Cramer)




Crystal Creek

-Sediment from roads. Fruit Growers are planning 1o
‘Upgrade/decommussion roads.

Patterson Craak

Fruit Growers roads project

Sediment (low-mead?) unknown

Seasonal barrier — water goes subsurface due to aggradation
Diked

diversian

Kidaer Creak

‘Seasonal barrier que to aggradation

-Significant burning (1855 fire) and harvesting

‘Unscreened diversions?

;Lack of riparian vegetation at mouth. Riparian condition from
:0rofino up is ok.

‘Question about Orofine Ditch or Creek? What is the original
‘condition” Now splits off from Kidder and goes to Scott.

Shackieford/Miil

“Sediment (medium) from roads
‘Planned projects to inventory and implement road rehab.
‘Lack of riparian vegetation
.Seasonal barrier at mouth
Unscreened diversions (funded for scresning)

Moffett/McAdam/Scap

Sediment (high)
Barriers - no flow lower four miles in late summer/fail below
‘Hwy 3.

‘Channelized

iLack of riparian vegetation

INo complexity

‘Dredger tailings on McAdam Creek cause subsurface flows
‘High temperatures

‘Unstable streambank (especially lower reaches)

Indian/Rattlesnaks/
Tyier/ Little Patterson/
:Graveyard

3
H

‘Indian has good perennial reaches up high

‘Meamber Creek and
Guleh

iChannelized

iLack of riparian vegetation

‘Simplified habitat (low gradient riffle — no pools)
‘Seasonal barrier due to low flows.

:‘Meamber Gulch diversion unscreened.

-Sniktaw Creek {ask]

:Fish screen proiect in progress

‘Creex “looks good” to DM

;Snow Creek (ask)

iDebris torrent in 1995 siuiced creek creating young channel
'with no riparian vegetation.




‘Bouider Creek Part of Lower Scott Watershed Analysis

‘Deep Craek 1987 fire. 1957 floods caused landslide anc debris torrent
Canyon Cresk ‘Some landslides Iess severe than Deep and Tompking Craeks
Kelsay Creex Permanent fish barrier 2 mile above rearnng channel.

1987 fire, 1887 floods caused landslide

fall Chinock spawner use according to KNF GIS







Scott River Watershed Council & Siskivou RCD
PROJECT LIST (as of 6/12/00)

PROJECTS COMPLETED 1994-1996

Project Funding source Amount Status

Flow Enhancement {water impoundment) USFWS
{Challenge Grant) 33,000 completed
Riparian Revegetation #1 & #2(habitat restoration) USFWS(1T) 50,735 completed
Stabilization, planting, fencing (habitat restoration) CDFG/USFWS/
(TEYWCEB 115,000 completed

Stockwater Study (survey) USFWS(TF) 7,500 completed
Alternative Stockwater Systems (water conservation) compieted
KRIS (integrated data system) USFWS(SWRCB) 30,000 completed
Locally Buiit Fish Screen #1 USFWS(JITW)/Dean

(fish protection/construction) Witter Foundation 14,787 completed
Student-built Fish Screen #1

(Fish protection,education,construction) WwWCB 10,560 completed
Student-built Fish Screen #2 CDFG 9,987 completed
Temperature monitornng USFWS/TF 9,418 data in KRIS
Workshops Watershed Management UC Davis 1,500 completed
Scott River Watershed CRMP 11 USFWS(TTE) 32,258 completed

$284,685
PROJECTS FY 1996-1997
Student-built Fish Screens #3
(fish protection, education, construction) CDFG 7,857 completed
Locaily Built Fish Screens #2 USFWS(TF) 14,787 completed
Riparian Revegetation #3 USFWS(TF) 30.282 completed
Scott River Riparian Restoration #1(integrated) WCB/Cantara 400,000 momnitoring
Flow enhancement {water impoundment) USFWS(TF) 11,819 completed
Alternative Stockwater Systems #2/KRIS USFWS(SWRCB) 30,000 completed
Temperature monitoring USFWS{TF) 8,650 data in KRIS
Eiler Reach Revegetation USFWS{JITW) 56,617 completed
French Creek Revegetation USFWS(JITW) 33,682 completed
Fish Screen Fabrication/Maintenance USFWS(JITW) 39,821 completed
Scott River Watershed CRMP IV USFWS(TF) 32,340 completed
$663,855
PROJECTS FY 1997-1998

Mill Creek Restoration (integrated) CDFG 14,000 completed
Temperature Monitoring USFWS/TF 7,948 data in KRIS
Alternative Stockwater Systems #3/KRIS USFWS(SWRCB) 28,000 completed
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) ~ Cantara 47,692 phase II completed
Scott River Watershed CRMP V USFWS/TF 39,006 completed
Scott River Watershed CRMP Coordinator For Sake of Salmon 23,331 completed
Challenge Fish Screen Grant NFWE/BR/NMFS 35,453 completed
Challenge Fish Screen Grant CDFG 36,206 completed
Challenge Fish Screen Grant Dean Witter Found. 5,300 completed
Challenge Fish Screen Grant Sisk. Co. F&G Com. 3,800 completed
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Locally Built Fish Screen Program [H USFWS(TF} 10,107 designing
Scott River Watershed Fish Screen Fabrication

Project USBR 32.879 designing
Scott River Landowner Riparian Program USFWS/PW 13,485 completed
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) — USFWS/JITW 30,505 in progress
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) ~ NFWEF/BR/NMES 30,500 in progress
Scott River Riparian Restoration #2 (integrated) ~ USFWS({TF) 33,286 i Progress
Alternative Stockwater Systems #4/KRIS USFWS(SWRCBY 20,455 completed
Scott River Watershed CRMP V1 USFWS(TE) 39,890 completed
Scott River Basin Water Balance | UC SAREP 14,850 completed
Shackleford/Mill Stock Water System & Fencing USFWS 8,967 completed
Total CRMP Projects Funded for FY 1997-98 477,183
[Project Total for 1992-1997 $1,427,723
PROJECTS (including unfunded proposals) FY 1998-99

Shackleford/Miil Road Erosion Inventory CDFCG 41,608 completed
Shackleford/Mill Corridor Improvement Project CDFG 33,084 completed
Shackleford/Mill Screen Fabrication Project CDFG 17,778 in progress
Etna High School District Watershed Education ~ CDFG & TF 34,568 completed
Evaluation of Scott River Riparian Restoration CDFG & TF 46,110 not funded
Scott River Monitoring Plan CDFG 54,410 not funded
Scott River Basin Water Balance 11 CDFG 41,509 returned
Scott River Landowner Qutreach by Subwatershed CDC 6,000 completed
French Creek Fish Fabrication Program USFWS/USBR 43,338 funded
Scott River Groundwater Recharge Project USFWS/USBR 18,217 not funded
Scott River Watershed Temperature Monitoring

Program USFWS/USBR 9,165 not funded
Shackleford/Mill Road Erosion Reduction Project USFWS/USBR 99,521 in progress
Scott River Water Conservation through Irrigation

Management Practices USFWS/TE 42,756 second yr
South Fork Scott River Sediment Reduction and In progress
Training Program USFWS/USBR 60,610 not funded
South Fork Road Erosion Reduction USFWS/TF 47,795 doing inventory
Scott River Watershed Coordinated Resource

Management Plan (CRMP) VII USFWS/TF 25,000 completed
Scott River Monitoring Plan USFWS/TF 24,187(Year!) Not funded

22,429(Year 2)
17,130(Year 3)
Scott River Water Temperature Monitoring

Program USFWS/TF 9,773 Not funded
Scott River Groundwater Recharge Project USFWS/TF 7.124 Not funded
Salmon and Scott Rivers Chinook Spawner

Escapement Survey (jointly with SRRC) USFWS/TF 33,687 Not funded
Outreach Equipment (jointly with other subbasins) USFWS/TF 9,890 Not funded
Mid-Klamath Smoit Trapping Survev USFWS/TF 21,835 In progress

|Total Funded FY 1998 $413,332
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PROPOSALS FY 1999-2000

Scott River Monitoring Plan (three years) CDFG 62,830 not funded
Scott River Watershed CRMP Funding CDFG 20,000 N progress
Scott River Watershed CRMP Technical Advisor  CDFG 32,549 Not funded
Evatuation of Scott River Riparian
Restoration Program CDFG 46,056 Not funded
Fowle Maintenance Project CDFG 17,216 Completed
Scott River Riparian Restoration [I1 CDFG 69,245 in progress
Scott River Diversion Maintenance CDEG 5,995 In progress
Scott River Temperature Monitoring CDFG 8,162 Proposed
Etna High School District Watershed
Education Program CDFG 17,893 11 progress
Scott River Monitoring Program (revised) USFWS(TF) 84,609 Not funded
CDFG 30.050 Partially funded
QOutreach Equipment USFWS(TE) 10,080 Funded
Scott River Geomorphic Analysis USFWS(TE) 20,373 Not funded
USFWS({JITW) 20,373 Not funded
Temperature Monitoring on the Scott River USFWS(TE) 8,824 Not funded
- CDFG (2 years) 16,938 Not funded
Scott River Landowner Riparian Planting Project  USFWS(TT) 13,669 Funded
Scott River Watershed CRMP (VIIT) USFWS(TF) 34,722 Funded
CDFG 36,160 Funded
Scott River Subbasin Action Plan USFWS(TE) 48,341 Not funded
CDEG 48,341 Not funded
Fast Fork of Scott Habitat Improvement CDFG 32,915 Funded
Scott River Watershed Fish Screen Program CDEFG 23,564 Funded
Scott River Monitoring Plan (1 vear out of 3) CDFG 30,050 Funded
Moffett Creek Upland Gross Assessment SWRCB 88,968 Funded
Scott River Temperature Monitoring USFWS/AJITW 9,165 Funded
Total Funded FY 1999-2000 as of 4/4/00 $409,642
Total Funded FY 1992-2000 $2.250,697
PROPOSALS FY 2000-2001
Scott River Subbasin Strategic Action Plan USFWS/TE 10,582 Proposed
CDFG 21,753 Proposed
Scott River Watershed Council USFWS/TF 25,011 Proposed
CDFG 39,336 Proposed
Patterson Creek Enhancement USFWS/TF 27,708 Proposed
Sugar Creek Flow Enhancement CDFG 925,441 Proposed
Ftna Union High School Watershed Education Program
CDF¥G 10,532 Proposed
Etna Road Erosion Inventory CDFG 49224 Proposed

.
J



Scott River Fish Screening Program [1 CDFG 77,553 Proposed
Scott River Enhancement Project CDFG 52,164 Proposed
Kidder Creek Demonstration Project CDFG 170,446 Proposed
Total Proposed 2000-2001 $1,409,750)







SISI&I‘Y OU RESOURCE CONSERY %TIQ\ DISTRICT
P.O. Box 168 Etna, CA 96027

(5300 467-3975 FAX (53 467-5617
sisqred(@sisqtel.ner

June 13, 2000

Dr, Dennis Mana Siskiveu Resource Conservation District
Department of Fish and Game Scort River Watershed Council (RCD ref. # 39 VIIF()
1625 South Main Street Agreement # FG 8145 WR

Yreka CA 96097

Final Invoice # 5

Parscnnet Costs Qty
Program Goordinator {see attached)
Project Coordinator (see attached) 408
COffice Manager (see attached} 4
Staff Benefits

Total Personnel Costs

Cperating Expensas

Transportation { .21per mi.) 365 58
Copying { .12 per copy] 833.33
Cffice /Equipment Lease (50 per mo.) 1

Teiephone, e-mail
Educational Workshops (workshop space rental,
workshop host/speaker travet costs)

Totai Opersting Expenses
Subtotal

Administrative Cverhead @ 10 %
Total

Retention 10 %

Total

Thank you,

Carclyn Pimentel Siskiyou RCD Director
Dristrict Manager

B48 50
40.00
71.68

761.28

123.87
100.60
50.00

——
s
)
b
&

120.24
1,324.83

-132.48



866661

L LLEBL
ww Zgh
mv mmw-

E9VTE'Y
¥z 0zt
 BE'POT'
ELEVY

92691

00°08
m¢ maw
. hm MWw

92'194

99'1L
ma aw
@m mw_m

;!

S # 8910

€9 veE'l

bZ 0TI
640CL

ELERY

9z 60l

0005
00 001
Beek

9719l
99'kL

000k
0969

Buaimwiay

gi6r

00°0%
mwm mwv
3 m:

(1P wit)
(Grvil)

Yoo

jefpng
vmmw;?\

ZEBIS'E

Binneway

AN B
ISHY  |BO'BEE A 114
1Sy 180'89E" e Bhy-
LTvsily [Siuset | | 1EverY
soezy | apees 15°80¥
lyesty  |Boveee | | vige0'y
sgocd | ogeel 26276
69EIE | PEPLO 9’119
i} i e
HERE 00os
: 2681
1o6Y9E | 8L68ST | | ZBO'E
950vF | 8990T iS61e
0009 0004z oz | GLO8
66y | 00'90F |62 | 0GOIE
wm mmm N 89’ mam L 641 o0 mww !
Ao
v uvmmmmﬂ c# uuwomaw iz ,8.%.35

wm wmm

01688’

yLL0S

69951 'Y

Ly

| gB998’z

| # 9210AU]

000000

00818}

0028’8}

19°680°C
wid
00052
0ELES
900HL

IBESEYE

yE08L L

8%2@

9L'e61'T

m:.EmEmm

(9o'8ib'})

goaly

{vz 98}

“llelciy)y

1efipng|
" pasnipy

0000002

00818t
00z8t'sk
I
00000t _

00lol
00052

00'52€
000kG

iy wmm mw

00661'¢

ra pajewnsy

‘e

m:m:o:mﬁmm

" uonusiay % cw $597]

% 01 © PESWIaAO SAIBNSIUILDY

 Ejoians

~sasuadxg m:;EmmO‘ [EETH

51505 pAeg Jeyeodansoy donsjiom

52 mom% ao:wv_moi maczmm._.og T LiE]

jeili-a “atoydea |

AcE Jed g v psea wawidinbly 600

{&don “1ed 7} Burkdon

Amm Ea 5 vco_mmtmam:mh .w

gasuadxy mczmhma,o

m_moo dmc oﬂw& _m_o 1

mumzumxm 098 ) lebeueyy
cum;umzmaawf&,m:_u,wwmwmwwwmm&

Avmgomﬁm m«wm v ._Emci 107 weBold

51500 _caqmmwum

mg mw.w‘w w& % mcw..tm,@._md_ ﬁmun* HABR# __m-._ QUK v w_uzﬁoo ﬁw—_whwuﬂg ._Ub_m «ﬂouw




Ge 0005 | TORErE SIS T8 [y Ti:¥ BS'9/TL {6588 “papusdx:y o]
yry0r lizor sl e G6 ¥ R Py e T G a oAyl
%wx.m o gtocs vL8LL'y | 8T9IZ £% OFF Isvele  Jssesee | T T  y gaoaa]
TR INTINY ¥iZ6LCL |v810T for gt 87619 50 (998 T ¢ ¥ sopoatyl
0£ 9967 | 96E6T ¥ ZL9T  {¥90L 0F ¥05 £6°981 9o’ | T .....m&&__gs B
YO 009’y | 900 a5 0rl’r | 657 POBIY B8 £5T 90'92ZE°'C i § 4 oop0auy]
D o ) ’ o ~ popuadi 101 g0 deo oyl
. - - - U o - - S# >£=.?c~euﬁ:m aE:EEuz
02 (gor RTI - Gs'r ZZ'6L1 S ¥ 320A] 190 )
vl sl g g sing
) B o oo 00 8 o CUEET R T
R R . . B0 b8 T e EETIES L
b 07 oz 1L ¥gL - T iy - ZT 6L ¥ ¥ 0010AU vio) 1a0png perstipy Bujuisiuey |
W OOO'SZ | EYIET mwmgr frowes | fmeedet 0 legeszt | ssiee'sl ) yabong paenfpy|
Y | r9en R QUBLFE (is5g0) o Haggre) Hse ey B ¥ ¥ oAU e 18Dpiy Bunnewey
00POD'ST | DODDS'T  |ov0usZz {00000y |poooeT | poopo’s | oeoeos’si | i3oan8]
B R T iy sdoysyom| sodsucydserdon diis sowo| : o -
W0k %iboupy|  @melans] CINIVWSJO]  Tdns 3 VA diNDAuX3| samvIvs|
) poioeig svep uonendys ‘Ba/L0/G1 B1ED BAReYE) Lo-DA X ‘Gl I98fosd T rzoru-t !
LOIGEm g61/01 area)l poauoni o {ua g8 ¥ i oyl {and) NVId INSWIOYNYA 3DHN0STY '0HO0D O31I5MILVM HIARI 11008




PEOL
wm wwam g

bE mmw ‘s

00°000'SZ

~ wiol

Fgae
2 am

08 854

000082

@\L w..:,mn.uw%

66/1 /01 818}

08491

vm mmu w

VG VoR'E

0000828

st ans

mmm;m

00°600°y

LT )

96 FEIE

14y m@w;mx_o.ﬁ
hz_,qwz 40

li6'ela)
by

94°5¢
00'99
9y
gl

0z'9

00 0

1

OO'EE
mm wm

06 /8
AN

(b5 eEd)

00°000°C

sod m:oz
"dns B

1V "dinDd dx3

{ag'9:¢)
BV6iZ

gezoe's)

G62S0'E

ce0sg')

00°008'S1

JIAVHL

{00/0€/6 Bjep opeldxa ‘B6/10/01 1P oAl108]}8

A B8 # 181 o) [dWHD) NI INIWIOVNY

SAMVIVS

) 10-0d # @ efoid

W IOHADSIY "GHO00 a1 ISHALYM

¥ # SO[OA 0L _wmc:m|a| vjiijeay

v # B9j0A 210

m:c__ﬂ_wwm L :%Eﬂm

‘_m_ma::mo& ‘s

Em;w.m. | BU

seyddng

€21 oLiTI} - - Bujhdoo

mE z - hiso

m:_ G'§ - UBLIBAA

EmGE - mv:Em

mmmm__:_ -

E; SZ 6l - :zo_mo

~ efieajui -
iy el

E:m:_:mw:mm -
) mJED auoy] -

mmmm_z: -

auiol|d -

) B:EQ _uzgoszw 1-
— T siy Ly) - Ker

E_mm::mcm 8N

%E:w mu_xo §PUNYO

B um#m:m?mmw m:#:.k.mm._ mumacm sdionjstly

o 7 'gg JAqIAAON

“yiai Bing jo A0

o pueidaer nokisis

68 1890120

T g # eojoauj uoy _mw,ﬁﬁm wmh_mmowh:wm

U -

TZ0rg-cect) # juesaiy

HIAM 11008

[10/08/9.



5

BLOTT RIVER WATERSHED COORD. RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN (CRMPY (ROD ret & 49 Vil

Tt
Agresment # 11000-9-4027,  Projest LD, # P01 (effectve gate 10/01/88. sxoiration ame 530/001 :
ITEM TSALARIES (TRAVEL EXP.EQUIF MAT, A 5UP.  1UP.S MAINT,  ‘Sub Tomi  Aaminit% TOTAL
Ofice sup copmy. ochone, nost (Wanmshons & Far )
HEET 1550000 1,000.00 2,800,800 4.000.00 22.500.00 2.500.00 25?5"6”35‘“1
agnmg Bunoet fram iy # 7 10,292,257 £56 18 T 377 B8 3.828°7 18 587 08 T TARRE T a7 o
TOTRCIOnE rom rvoee ® :
By - ol s =008 40
Lome - 185 s 30048
S Rare 5.3
Sy 89
Sty Hlover - newsietier ToE
At 59
aefty - 1005 nry <+ 530.00
- FEe 21204
- nome office 300
- worksnno fopd & ioggmng &7 TG
- nnnne 2177
- DOSane L
- WSS 91,00
- rEwie e 14 B4
Brenoa - & nrs 86.97
Gary - £ nrs 34,93
sarown - 2.8 nrs 148.36
- mteage 15 86
Warren - 13 2 mre 148,72
- mEengs 2780
Lame - 1A nrs 18417
SUNGES - SO0 CoDIes 3,91
Soot Valley Grange - nad use pRvy)
Seotemner 53
Warren - 2.5 rrs 153.62
- mileage 434
~aronm - 1425 s 22078
Zary - 3 Mrs 30.88
seffy - 52,5 nrs 14807
_ - Mmiisane Q878
- posIRge Rk
- Yam rave! 1o WOTKSROD mesung 7.0 |
- pnons I.38 §
- nome office 201
ome - 5 nrs 130,11
- rmeaes 1118
SmKvey Teleonone & imemet - 8731 32.20
ATET - long CISTEncE Bnone = 88
Rav's Zood Plarse ~ mestng refresnments & 38
U8, Snmtal Sernce - posEoe 252
Resare - gifice supply 387
- office suBoiy 2873
Ravs Fong Flage - mesnng suDnies 3.08 i
.8, Pogial Service « postage 22.400
Coptes - 823 10 9728 200.84
Sesiavou T elepnone & imemet -8/30 16.7%
:Qetoper 59! H
Saronn - 1.5 nrs 178.20 ¢
- mileage 8.68
- MeStng ConKes 16,88
Jeffy - 1288 nrs 1.908.54
- meatny refrestiments .08
- Dostage 34 85
- VIGBE CEDINs 368.00
- mueage 21711 i
- nome cffice £0.00
- DRone 5,08
Lo - 7 g 113.88
- mueage S.20
Warten - | nr 12 TE
Sarv - s 23.88
ATAT - DR QrEIance cnone £,
J.8. Poswal Ssrvice - postage 4¢3
U3, Pogtal Senice - postage i, 7
Fipneer Pregs - 1 YT SUDSSHDLON 2450
oot Vakey Grange - hall use 5750
~opres - 10/7 o 10724 141.72
Dffics Rem 87.30
“TOTAL INVOICE 23 8.563.05 0 81628 1.311.40 204181 ¢ 1073254 1,4B7.18 ©  11.578,72
iRemainmg Buggst from v, 7 3 < 88022 0 {5710 {222.543 363498 4 884 54 £55.80 483,34
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Scott River Wartershed Standing Committee Participants

1/25/00

Community Relations Commitiee Fish Commuittee
Marv Roehrich
Carolyn Pimentel Gary Black
Ric Costales Jim Kilgore
Bernard Dowling Jennifer Silveira
Larry Toelle Dennis Maria

Dave Black
Education Commuittee Den Judd
Gareth Plank Monitoring Committes
Bernard Dowling
Ric Costales Carl Schwarzenberg
Andrew Eller Jennifer Silveira
Keith Taylor Gary Black
Wing Hodas Lorrie Bundy
Dal Eklund Dennis Maria
Ernie Wilkinson Andrew Eller
Water Commiites Unland (Land Use™)
Gary Black Alan Kramer
Warren Farnam Tom Shorey
Mike Brvan Warren Farnam
Bruce Bradford Gareth Plank
Wing Hodas Kyle Haines
Jeff Fowle Marv Roehrich
Lorrie Bundy Bruce Bradford
Jav Power Doug Blangsted
Ken Maurer Keith Tavlor

Steve Orloff Ernie Wilkinson



« Commitiee member composition consists of expertise from biological. economical.
hvdrotogical, and as many more disciplines as deemed necessary.
Assist Standing Committees in developing project ideas.
« Recommend project priority 10 Executive Commirttee.
v Council Membership: Full Council = interesied public.
e Serve as individuals.
e No group representatives.
« Anvone can be a member.

SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL
PRINCIPLES & OBJECTIVES

Adopted December 14, 1999

Definition of the Scort River Watershed:

Includes all natural resources and human interests in the Scott River drainage (e g. wildlife, fish.
pecpies. properties, €CONOMIC SYStems, etc.)

PRINCIPLES:

The przmam focus of the Scott River Watershed Council’s efforts will be on voluntarily
conserving and enhancing the natural environment.

In its activities. the Scott River Watershed Council will conduct itself with the utmost regard for:

1. Individual life. liberty and property.

3

»  Custom and culture of the area (as defined in the Siskivou County Comprehensive Land and
Resource Management Plan);

L)

The inextricable linkage of healthy communities and the natural environment.

OBJECTIVES:

Inclusion: Promote the inclusion of all interested individuals within the watershed.

Education:  Emphasize widespread dissemination of accurate and current watershed
resource information.

Investigation: Actively investigate new and existing methodologies for local watershed
study and improvement.,

Evaluation:  Evaluate proposed and completed watershed projects.

Acuon: Work in cooperation with property owners 10 develop sound and cost

effective proposals for resource conservarion and enhancement.



SCOTT RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL INTERIM EXECUTIVE COMMITTELE
DRAFT RECOMMENDATIONS
January 4. 2000

{nterim Executive Committee. Gareth Plank (Chair for Jan 8. 2000 meeting), Bernard
Towling (Vice Chair for Jan. nd Chair for Feb ), Emie Wilkinson. Dave Black. Alan Kramer.
Ric Costales. Will serve until $randing Commitiees select representatives for February mestng.
STRUCTURE:

i Six (6) Standing Committees. Community Relatons, Education. Land Use, Water, Fish

& Wildlife, and Monitonng.

« May use whaiever decision-making process that waorks best within each commitiee
group _

« Fach committes selects/elects one member as its committes representative o serve
and vote on the Executive Committee and selects/elects an alternate to serve in
his/her absence with voting priviieges.

« All interested individuals are encouraged 10 participate and may participate in the
process by active invotvement in Standing Committees.

e Four or five permanent cofe members are encouraged.

« Receive and develop project ideas from the community.

o Take project ideas 10 Technical Commitiee for help in project development and
proposal processes.

o Prepare and submit written reports +o Execurive Committee prior 1o ot during each
full Council public meeting.

L Executive Committee: Chair/representatives from each of the six (6) Standing

Committees.

« The decision making, voting body of the Council.

e Decisions made by supermajority (5 out of & votes).

« Quorum of five 1s necessary for voting: in which case a consensus 15 necessary 1o
pass measures.

« All decisions are made in the presence of the full pubiic Council.

o Chair is selected by Executive Committee from full Council participants and serves as
facilitator of meetings without voting privileges uniess alreadv a Standing Commitiee
representative.

« Members angd alternates should serve for a one-year term.

. Hold full Council public business meetings af least guarterly.

o Mest monthly to set educational and business meeting agendas, programs. call for
special meetings, and arrange speakers, meeting facilities, and if necessary coordinate
Standing Committee efforts.

o« Appoint Technical Committes.

« Has final decision for project prioritization with input from Techmical Committee
priornty ecommendations and full Council

o TPresents finalized project proposal recommendations 1o Siskivou RCD or other
appropriate entities for funding and impiementation.

o THas final decision on project ranking criteria and planning documents.

I Technical Committee: Capacity is for advising Standing Committees ané project
priority ranking recommendations to Executive Committee.

» Appointed by Executive Committee.






