Salmon Recovery Fundlng Board

| C INDIVIDUAL PROJ'_CTCOMMENT Form ; ,

PROJ ECT INFDRMATION
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‘Panel Member Yo R S - O T
Name: _patty Michak/ Michelle Cramer e R i
T R " Project SimmonsCrkTrlbtoSnyder
Lead Entity: |(||ck||at I ‘ ] - ‘Location: gk . :
_ . R . Project
Project Sponsor: _ underwood Conservation District ‘ Number: ‘
 Project Name: _ gimmons Creek Restoration L
- Date: 7/21/07 : ' T - Project type: * In-stream ‘ S
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Please refer to the orlterla Ilsted below or Manual #18, Appendix C, for projecbs that are not qoﬂsrdered
o techmcally sound. In the “Why"\area explam your reason for selecting this asa prellmmary project of

concem N . . . . v R TR i B L [N R SRR “,' t \

1 Is tlus a prehmmaty pro;ect of concern accordmg to the SRFB’s cntena’ o

CYes] No[] NMI - R T PSP T
/ 1 Itis unclear there |saproblem o salmonrds the prorectrs addressrng v

- 2.  Information provided or current understandrng of the system is not suﬁ" crent fo determrne the need tor "

( | orthebenet'tof theprorect e e

Z If YES what would make thls a techmcally sound pro]ect accordmg to the SRFB’s cntena’

The prorect purposes to reduce water temperatures in Snyder Creek (upstream from \the mrtl) by mcreasrng in-

" stream and floodplain retention in a non-salmon-bearing stream reach (Srmmons Creek). The project reach is-

approxrmately 4 miles upstream'from.the identified water temperature concems jn.Snyder Creek. No monitoring |
- or studies have been-done to ‘confirm that Simmons Creék is responsrble for elevating femperatures in Snyder

Creek. Monrtonng should be done frrst before embarkrng on this. prOJect to. ascertaln |f Srmmons Creek Is the
problem L T VY § Coa T

i k)
: 1
I3

Also, the water temperature ooncerns in Snyder Creek are focuSed upstream from the mrII
. (thisis. not clear iri.the’ app’lrcatlon it was confi rmed at the site y|S|t) A likely Iarger water
temperature concern is where Snyder creek’ flows through the mill where there is limited "
riparian and the entrre Iandscape is paved. Future water temperature reductron pro;ects '
should look at i |mprovrng the overall water qualrty and habitat in this, reach as weII as the
upstream reach and to- conS|der projects in the mill reach, such as prowdlng more. nparlan
_ vegetation and breaklng through the concrete ﬂoor of the ﬂume to provrde for more '
L subsurface flow recharge T _ . T
(,') 3. If NO, are there ways in which this project could be .ft’l/rither improved? .
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: 4 Othér cotrtn'tel'n__ts. :
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Panel Member: -~ ' : ' - . S

'Name: Review Panel

S - R _ Project
Lead Entity:  Klickitat ‘ ' " Location:
’ 7 o _  Project
Project Sponsor:  Underwood Conservation Dist ; ‘ Number: . 97-1722 R
- Project Name:  Simmons Creek Restoration ' |
_ Date:'-ogtobe; R Project type:
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Please refer to the crlterla listed below or Manual #18 Appendix C, for pro;ects that are not oonsu:lered

_technically sound In the “Why" area explain your reason for selectmg thisasa prellmmarv proJect of .

concem, .
S

1 Is thls a prehmmaty project of concetn according to the SRFB’s cntena?

. Yes No [] NMI[]

L

Why? _ . e
2. Information provnded of, current understandmg of the system is not suff cuent to determlne the need for
- orthe benefit of; the prOJect L .
" 3. The project is dependent on other key conditions or processes belng addressed first.
" 8. -ltis unclear how the-project will achieve its stated obje)ctwes

9. 1t  is unlikely that the project will achieve its stated objective. L

‘ 2 It YES, what would make this a techmcal.ly sound pto]ect accordmg to the SRFB’s criteria?

- The project purposes to reduce erosion and sedimentation, and increase groundwater recharge and
~ storage in Simmons Creek, resulting in increased summer insteam flow in Snyder Creek. The project

reach is approximately four miles upstream of the identified concemns in'Snyder Creek, No monitoring
or studies have been done to confirm the extent to which restoration of the meadows in Simmons.
.Creek would i 1mprove ﬂow and temperature in Snyder Creek o o .

3. If NO atelthete ways in whlch this pto,ect oould be further 1mptoved°

4, Otfler comments, Provide habitat maps in relatlon to pmJect area, showing where prOJect benefits
will occur for salmon. - If off-channel cattle watering systems are not successful in keeplng the cattle
_out of the restoratlon area is fencmg the eritire restoratlon area an option? :

t

_ The Review Panel recognizes that meadow restoration is important, however given the proposal’s

limited scope and dlstance to ﬁsh-bearmg streams utlhzmg Salmon Recovery fonds is not warranted.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Panel Member : . "
Name: Review Panel

Project
Lead Entity:  Klickitat - Location:
o ' Project
Project Sponsor: _ynderwood Conservation Dist . Number: 07-1722 R
Project Name: _ simmons Creek Restoration
Date: November 9, 2007 ‘ Project type: _ Restoration & Assessment

Please ref:er to the criteria Iished'beloﬁv or Manual #18, Appendix C, for projects that are not considered
technically sound. In the "Why” area explain your reason for selecting this as a draft project of concern.

1. Is this a draft project of concem according to the SRFB’s critetia?
Yes[ ] No[X NMI [] Conditioned-

( Why?

2. If YES, what would make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria?

3. If NO, are there ways in which this project could be further improved?

- CONDITION: The project scope and budget needs to be expanded to develop a strategic
program that will help guide future development of projects in the Snyder Creek basin (or
other higher priority basins) to reduce sediment delivery and improve base flows in the

- reaches that support ESA-listed salmonids. This strategic approach should be quantitative
and consider all primary sources of sediment in the basin and evaluate their relative
contribution to Snyder Creek. A similar comprehensive evaluation of meadow areas and
their potential role, in improving baseflows in Snyder Creek is also warranted.

4. Other comments.

)




