
4.5 PSP Cover Sheet, m~acI~ to the front ofeacl~ pioposa]

Proposal Title: Battle Creek Waher~h~ ~- i _~e 2

Amount of funding requested $ ~ rot nwo U29cars

Indlcale lhe Topic for- which y~,. a~e appoqng "check only one box)

Does lhe oroposal addre% =~ m~ecificd Focused A :tion? yea X nc

N gacrameolo T~b Batt~ ~ Smsun Marsh and Ba,..

San Joaqum and East-side Delta mbutaries fall-ran chinook salmon

~ Latc-fall ~n chinook salmon ~ Fail-ran chinook salmon
n Delta smell n Longfin smelt
n Splittail ~ Steelhead from
~ Green sturgeon ~ St~ped bass
c Migratory bil-d~ n All cNnook spec*es
c Other: n All ~adromous saImonids

S~eclfy the E~ strategic objective and target (s} that the project addresses. Include page
numbers from JanusO 1999 vcrsion of E~ Volume I and 1~
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Battle Creek Watershed Stewardship

Battle Creek Watershed Stewardship, Phase 2

¯ Watershed Assessment
¯ Riparian Corridor Protection and Restoration
¯ Watershed Information Management System Implementaticr
¯ Invasive Plant ContJ’ol
¯ Battle Creek Watershed Community Strategy Implementetion

Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy
A Non ProfiL Public Benefit Corporation - Tax ID Number 68-0411734

Laurie Aumack. Watershed Coordinator
2 Sutter Street. Suite [3 Red Bluff, CA 96080

Voice:(530)527-3013 ext. 115 Fax~530)527-7451
a urie aumack~b, ya hoo.com

PatUcipantslOollabo raters Coedu~t Restore Implement implement Sustain
in ~mplemerttation Watershed Rip~rtan Information Invasive Watershed

Assessment Areas Svstere Plant Control Stnttegy
Battle Crook Working Group X X X X X
US Fish & Wildlife Service X
US Forest Service X X X X
Bureau of Reclamation X X
Bureau of Land Management X X
Calitomia Dept of Fish & Game X X X X
California Dept of Forestry & Fire Pro X X X X
Private Landowners X X X X X
Manton Union School Distdc X X X X
Mineral Elementary SchOol District X X X X
Tehama County Dept of Agriculture X X
The Nature Conser’~ancy X X X
Sierra Pacific Industries, Inc. X X X
CSU Chico Geographic Info. Center X X X X X
Tehama Co Resource Cons District X 7, X x X
Manton Apple Festi~,al Committee X X X
Salmon Festival Organizers X X
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Battle Creek Watershed Restoration

II. Executive Summary

Because it has a potential for ~e restoration of over 45 miles of extremely high
quality, drought-resistant salmon and stee~head habitat, Battte Creek is unique in
the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed. Were it not for the 100-year-old
hydropower diversion system and decades of government fish hatchery operations
in its lower reach, Battle Creek would be a significant woducar of spring-, winter-,
fall-, and late-fall-run chinook saln’~n and steelhead. The streamflow and fish-
passage issues are finally being addressed through a $50 million joint undertaking
between the Pacific Gas & Electric Co. and State and federal resource agencies.
The CalFed Bay-Delta Program is being asked to provide $27 million of the cost of
the program set out in the Battle Creek Working Group’s 1999 Category Ill-funded
Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Plan.

The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy was formed in 1997 to promote the
well-being of the 320-square-mile watershed. The suCCeSs of the downstream and
downslope Battle Creek restoration program will in a very real ~enea depend on
the success of the Battte Creek watershed landowners in achieving their own
conservation and restoration goals. These goals include sustained streamflows of
good quality, maintenance of the waterehed’s rural nature through the protection of
non-intensive land uses such as livestock grazing, continuance of only dispersed
human population, and promotion of soil protection and fire safety in the
watershed through the eradication of highly flammable and damaging invasive
ptants sucl~ as Scotch broom.
The Conservancy was provided CalFed funds in 1998 to begin the process of
community organizing around its watershed and lifestyle protection themes. The
Conservancy has hosted a series of community meetings to determine the
concerns and needs of ~e landowners and residents and has crafted its follow-on
project in response to those concerns and n~eds. This proposal, then, builds on
that community organizing effort through the implementation of five tasks having
the foltowing objectives:

Complete an assessmant of watershed protection and restoration needs.
The Conservancy will undertake an assessment of roads, streams and adjacent
lands to identify significant sources of sedimentation which, ~eft unatter~3ed,
threatens to fill stream channels, reduce surface flow and elevate stream
temperatures. The Conservancy will be joined in this effort by the Lessen National
Forest and Sierra Pacific Industries, Inc. SPI will donate the assessment of its
lands toward the project. The Conservancy will identify land use issues that
threaten to degrade watershed function and will determine the need for end cost of
attaining conservation easements to ward off adverse watershed impacts.
Protection and restoration actions will be pdoritized, treatment cost will be
estimated, funding sources will be identified and pursued.
Address high-priority ripadan corddor protection needs. The Conservancy
wil~ v,~rk with interested and wi~ting {andowners to identify those riparian areas
which need to be protected from current stream-impacting uses, such as livestock
grazing. Riparian protection measures such as replanting native willows and
alders, constructing livestock exclusion fences, preparing sites "where livestock can
reach the stream without disturbing the bed or bank, constructing alternative
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stockwatering facilities and entering into stream protection agreements With
landowners will be undertaken. Stream corridor protection measures witl be
monitored and evaluated as to their efficacy.
Implement a watershed information system at the school and community
levels. The Battle Creek Working Group created a computerized watershed
information system, KRIS/Baffie Creek, to support the technical planning and
implen’~ntetion of the PG&E/government salmon and steelhead restoration
program. The Conse~ancy proposes to implement and expand the system
through the watershed’s schools and communities in order to strengthen
watershed conservation education and to knit watershed interests together
through the timely organization and dissemination of protection and restoration
project information.
Continue education and on-the-ground efforts to eradicate soil-damaging,
fire-threatening invaeive plants. The Conservancy’s predecessor funding has
enabled community organizing concerning widespread concern with the spread of
Scotch end French broom, Klamath weed and giant cane into the vvatarshed. This
project will enable a wider attack on these noxious plants in the watershed, as well
as directed inquiries into ~e impacts these plants are having on soit and water
quality and water availability. Spatial and temporal data on the spread of these
plants in the watershed will be organized and incorporated into the KRIS/Battle
Creek information system.
Sustain the Battle Creek W~erahed Strategy. The Conservancy’s earlier
funding has enabled the d~evelopment of a Battle Creek Watershed Community
Strategy, a first-ever record of the aspirations, concerns and needs of the
watershed’s residents. The Strategy is the democratic foundation of the
Conservancy’s watershed conservation and protection program. The project will
enable the Conservancy’s fulltime professional watershed coordinator to continue
the outreach and education effort necessary to keep the Strategy and program in
the public’s eye and, thereby, to maintain popular suppor~ in the watershed for the
protection and restoration program.

The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy board members are all seasoned
range, forest and irrigated crop landowner/managers. The Conservancy’s
coordinator, Laurie Aumack, is a long-time watershed education and comm~Jnity-
organizing specialist. The Conservancy’s contractors for this project, Bill Kier and
Michael Ward, are the authors of the Battle Creek Working Group’s 1990
Category Ill-funded Battle Creek Salmon and Steelhead F~estoretion Plan and are
experienced in watershed assessment, restoration planning and implementation.
The project will train community stream monitors, Monitoring data from the
community volunteers and from the cooperating agencies will be incorporated into
the KRISIBattle Creek program, which was developed by the Battle Creek Working
Group to serve as a restoration program monitoring and evaluation tool.

The Conservancy is requesting $292,622 from the CalFed Program to meet 1he
proposed 10/01/9g*c~,/30/01 proj~Sierra Pacific Industries will contribute
$75,000 in in-kind labor. The Conservancy board members will contribute $3,000
in in-kind services to the project, The project’s third-pa~y impacts are all beneficial.

3
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III, Project Description
The following tables lay out the projects tasks and sub-tasks, completion dates task
descriptions, deliverables and costs Subtasks that could De reasonably separated
from the rest of the task are so indicated at the bottom of each task box.

Table 5-1: Task I subtasks, milestones, and budgets

~ T~kl.conductWatershedAesessmentlntheupperBatt{eOreakwaiershedto ~ Budget
~)ate identify significant sediment sour~ other environmentally sensitive areas Watershed

necens~’~ measures, priorities, se~ma~ea treatment co~ts aria TO sees A~esemer 97217
treatment funds

12J01/99 ’L I Confer with interested watershed landowners to exelain the need for. anti ta Task alan
sentinuing plan Task 1 acliens Maintain contact with landowners throughout the

course of the L~ak.

7/01/01 1.2 IdentJ~ eva~ua~a, one priorigze for Irealment s~gniflcent sediment sources Company
on Sierra Pacific Industries’ lands. Plan ~75000

match
11/01/00 1.3 IdontJfy, evaluateandprierilizefor~atmuntalgnifP_,antsedimentseur~ea

on the lands of seoperafing private landowners other than those owned ant Draft rpt 42394
managen ey Sierra Pacific Industrie& g~ving pperlly to the upper readaee ol
the onr~h and south forks of Battle Creek.

4/01/01 ~ ~ Iden~!/, evaluate and priorilize reassures for dealing with other Draft rpt 38957
environmentally sensitive area~, including potential land development

or omer ~’ntnLinlty-b~ed aoliene In keap~n~ with ~ Battle Creek
Watershed Cornmunil~ Str~legy.

6/01101 1.5 Prepare draft r~pert ~oneemtng tasks 1.1 through 1.5 for review by Battle Merged d 5691

8/01/01 1.6 Conduct three community workshops to explain purpose conduct and Public 1966
findings of the draft W ak~rshed Aseessmenl. [o cremate community-level ionu|
watershed conservation edona~on and to garner support for implementing

~:LF30/01 ~ "t Finatize watershed assessment report, making clear the pdorittes for, and Watershed 2655
estimated onsLs of, treating the most significant sources of steam Aseesemen
sedimentation in the upper waterd~d end of taking those other actions tread’sent
identified under leak 1.5. in accordanne with the Battle Creek Watersnec plan,
Community Strategy Publielze Watershed AseesementrecomrnendatJons funding
in the Battta Creek Watatshed Conservancy News (see subtsek 5.2],

Removin~l an~ sub-task would make the task impossible to cornpteta.
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Table 3-2: Task 2 subtasks, milestones, and budgets
Com~ledon Task 2. Plan end implement measures to proleol and restore key riparian ~ ; Budget

~e anrri~or~ stream 6~58
preter~on

12/ol/99 2.1 Confer with interested and willing watershed landowners,
~o~nulng secure their ~upport and pgrmth~ion for evaluating riparian Pmp~.~/ .5554

conditions and identifying measures that might be taken to owner
coq~e~ationreduce ~’esm impacts, par~ularly in the upper watershed, to

improve water quality, including reduolico of sedimentation
and slream temperatures, and to assure continued surface
~ow, Maintain cemrnunicalion with landownere throughout the
course of the task.

2.2 Plan dparlan corridor proteol~on measures for those key upper watershed
6/01100 reaches where landowners demoeat~’ata an interest in and willingness to (;enstm~or 15154

undertake such rnea¢ums, priodtize a~:)ns. Plans

9/15/01 2.3 implement stream corridor protscliee measures on kay upper basin reaches Stream 40774
where landowner perrni~ion and cooperation has been secured. Nego~ta protections
agreements to matotain .~lream pmtsction measures, as neces~ery.

10/0110t 2,4 Establish plan for monitoring the effe~veness of ~tream corridor protaolien Menltodng 42?7
measures. Spanaor communi:~y lield days to discuss problerne sties, treatmeet plan
prescripttoee, rnontiedng and evaluation prok~-,~ols.

Removing ac,y sub-t~sk would make the task im~ssible to comlotate.

Table 3-3; Task 3 aubtasks~ milestones, and budgets

C~ [~rab~e ~_~g~.
Date    Task 3. Implement watershed information management ayatem in watershed      ]r~o system, 63454

communities, schools and among interested agencies websito, hu~

1/15i00 3.1 Conduct community discassiona (3) on availability, use and potential further
development of the KRfS/Battie Creek watershed information system which Cooperators 52.83
was created to monitor and evaluate progress of the Battle Creek Salmon
and Steelbead Restoration Plan program. Identity individuals, agencies and
schoolteachers intemated in using and implementing the system, Encourage
the identification o[ hiatoticet materials the community may wish to add to the
system’s present tschnioal inform~co alemeofs.

3/t5/00 3.2 Acquire and install ArcView software, to enable use of KRIS/Battle Creek map System 7695
projects in up to three public school locations, scf~re

3.3 ConstlltwithChico$1ateUniversityGeograph~cthformationCenter;
10101100 determine aerial photography and map layers requirec~ to sup~t task 5 htap isy~’~ 7335

irr.’asive ptant control initiative; prepare map layers, incorporate in
KRIS/BatIle Creek aystarn.

3/15/01 3.4 Conduct three community l~ainings in the use of KRIS]Ba~� Creak. Training and 6166
education

11/01100 3,5 Conduct up to three community trethin~ls in basic stream monitoring
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te~hn{quea, in~luding the downloading and use of stream temperature data in Training and 8326
the KRIS/Battle Creek system, education

7/D1/01 3.6 Create a plan for the conlJnued use and maintenance of KRIS/Bat~e Creek.
InPluding the role to be played by interested State and federal agecolea, Maintenan~ 5686
ssheals and interested community groups, Create a KRIS/BattJe Creek plan, website

webaite capable of serving, among other lunstions, as a watershed
<~lnmuniiy eleolronic butietin board.

9/30/01 3.7 Establish a permanent KRl~/BatlJe Creek "hub’ to serve the schools, Training, 22966
agencies and community groups interested in gathering and using Battle adu~n,
Creek watershed information, including infermation conserning system, and
impiements~on of the Battte Creek Salmon and Steelhead Reetoralion Plan hub
program, and to train the individuals wile shall maintain the hub in hew to
update data elements and maintain data quality sesuranse and quality
onntrol,

Removing any sub.task would make the task impossible to complete.

Table 3-4: Task 4 subtaske, milestones, and budgets

(:~ Task 4, Complete the plannir~g for and implement the Battle Creek ~ ud~
watsrshed invssk, e plant control initiate Invssive 30319

plant csei~ol
4.1 Convene the commuaily-bssed noxious weed sentrol seordin~ng

11/15/99 committee and review progress and lee~)ns learned dudng the Phase Review 2039
1 ~ot eradication efforL

3t01100 4.2 Consult with fores~y, range management, remote sensing and ~IS Spread rate 3300
speciaiists to determine the prssticality of developing a tool, most likely analysis
a OIS-based model, for predicling the direction and rate of spread of
the rnor~ noxious of the watarshed’s invseive piant species, Ssetoh
broom and Klamath wed. Factors to be considered would incthde the
inclination of watersheds and the location and increase of disturbed soil

4/15/00 4.3 Confer with university expels and other professional range managers Water impac~ 3480
to deformlne the water requirements and potenttai water quail~ Impa~ts
of the onntinued spread of Sontch broom in Battle Creek watomoursse,
].e., compared to the prote~on and reatoration of natJve plants in the

4.4 Contteue the iml~temenlation of the Phase 1 Klamath weed control Invasi~ 16188
9130/01 strategy= including ~ War on Weeds Day campaign, daploymenl of plant

hand crews, sentinued ~oordina~Jon with Team Arundo de~ removal,
Nerte/Sonoma Eselogy Center Arond donax sradiea’~en projset ,and education
seoperation with [he Caiitomla Depar~ent of F~ea~y and Fire Community 5314Protesttsn, education,

9/30/01 leng-ten~l
4.5 Complete long-term invasive plant sentrol program piss, ir~luding ~nvasive

fundin9 requirements and monitoring strategy. Convene three plant
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~ommunt~y bdefinge consarning ~e plan, solicit proposals from the control
targ~ watar~ned communl’~ for strenglhenirlg snd expanding the pr~ram
csalml program.

Removing any sub-task would make the task impossib~ to ~mplete.

Table 3-$: Task 4 subtasks, milestones, and budgets

Task 5. Su~ain the implemenlalJon of the BaWe Creek Watershed Slrategy
S~in~

5.~ Sustain ~muni~ inler~ in, and focus on, ~ 1999 ~ C~k s~r~p
Watemh~ ~t~ ~ro~h pu~ic upda~ on a~ns card out p~mm

Go~u~ 11~1
6~01, pu~ant W ~e ~kategy. ~nvene up ~ ~ ~mmuni~ ~e~ngs to
~on@~ng r~i~w and, ~ere ne~, revi~ ~e S~ategy.

materials
5.2 Con~nue ~b~i~tion of ~ ~ C~ Wate~h~ Cons~amy

, N~, in~t}~ by ~e B~t~ Creek Watershed ~n~wa~. Cre~e
9~01 and m~l ~ ~e updated Ba~e Cr~k Wat~ed Con~ mailing Wat~h~ 799T

li~ eight ~ua~rly newsletters. ~ni~

5.3 Mai~ain ~o~ra~ve e~ i~olvtng cla~m watarsh~ ~u~on in
~ ~mmunl~s’ ~ds, ~ ~las~oom teachers and s~de~ in

9~01, ~ field a~ ~mputer labora~ kaining program de~ibed in Ta~ Wa~    ~05
Gonging 4.4 ~ove. ~on

~on

5.4 Con~nue Ba~e Cr~k Water~ Con~wan~ su~d for and
p~c~stion in the Salmon Festival, Manton ~ple F~al and o~er

@~1, public ev~ wh~h provide an ou~each op~rtuni~ to explain and Ten 1~
~n~ng d~ ~e BaSle Creek Salon and S~head Restor~on Ran

pr~; te gel ~mmuni~ ~back and guid~ on ~e wal~d ~mmuni~
a~nt, ~iment ~n~l, ripari~ ~rr~der and inv~ve plant ~1~,
in~a~es; md ~ de~ns~ate ~ u~lne~ of ~e KRI~We ~eek
~s~ for tr~king ~tershed inf~on of intere~ ~ ~e ~mmuni~.

R~vin~ ~ sub=~sk wou~ make the ~sk imp~s~ ~ ~p~te

Location andlor Geographic Boundaries Of the Project:

Project areas are all within the Battle Crsek Watershed, which lies in Shasta and
Tehama Counties, Northern CaJifomia and is a tributary to the Sacramento River.
Battle Creek watershed is approximately 320 square miles on the eastside of the
valley, entering the Sacramento River approximately 5 mi~es southeast of"
Cottorwvood. A watershed map is presented on the following page.
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IV. Ecological and Biological Benefits

The overall expected benefit from the scope of work proposed ~s: I ) to accomplish
real WOrK to reduce stressors on the anadromous fishery in Baffle Creek specifically,
’protect, restore and maintain ecological processes and functions in... ’and... ~yith
local/andownere to maintain and restore 6pa/~an communities’; 2) to plan future work
to further reduce stressors and; 3) to set the stage for further cooperation by
landowners as restormion efforts continue, further reducing atressors. Pdmary
benefits will be for spring-run Chinook salmon and steelhead [rout. with secondary
benefits to winter-run Chinook salmon, fair and late-fall-run Chinook salmon.
The CoiFed ERPP cited topics of water diversions: dams. reservoirs, weirs and other
structures; and land uses are primary streasors addressed by the proposed scope of
work. To help landowners understand why these are stressors to the fishery is a
significant step to future cooperation and work. CALFED cites further the need to
develop cooperative approaches, work with landowners, and oromote rangeland
practices and livestock stocking levels as important factors to be addressed. The
scope of w~rk in this project rill begin addressing ell of those ~ssues. Prevention of
illegal fish harvest would be best accomplished with willing landowners cooperating
to help eliminate illegal takes within the watershed.

Primary Stre~aor$: (Qup_ ted from ERPP Volume II)
Water diversions "develop a cooperative aoproacn ....or acquire water rights

to eliminate the need for diversion and screening". (pg. 185)
Dams, reservoirS, weirs and other ettuctursa =work with

landowners .......... to improve fish passage". (pg 186)
Land use "promote rangeland management practices and livestock stocking

levels to maintain high-quality habitat conditions for wildlife, aquatic and
plant communities ...... Protect, r~tore and maintain eco/ogical processes
and functions in... Battle Creek watershed by eliminating conflicts
between land use pra~ices and watershed hee~th°, (Pg. 186)

Harvest of fish and wildlife "control illegal harvest... ". (Pg. 187)

Species:
Primary benefit, winter- and and spring-run chinook salmon steelheed
Secondary benefit - fall- and late-fall-run chinook salmon

Habitats:
Riparian and Shaded Rlvedne Aquatic Habitats - "encourage the

development of long-term measures in the comorehensive watershed
management plan to further improve water temperature... =. (Pg. 184)

Cooperatively negotiate long-term agreements "with/ocal/andowners to
maintain and castors dparian communities along the lower reaches of
........ and Battle Creeks". (Pg. 184)

Background and Ecological/Biologicalfrechnical Justification:
The goal of the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy, as stated in the bylaws is "to
restore and preserve the environmental and economic resources of the Battle Creek.

9
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California, watershed through responsible stewardship, liaison, cooperation, and
education."
The Battle Creek watershed is considered to generally be in good health. The scope
of work selected is intended to maintain the status and begin addressing
issues/areas known to be in less than the best condition. It is important to keep in
mind that cooperation by pdvate landowners will be essential to the overall
successful increases of wild salmon and staelhead {n Battle Greek. One attemative
is to do nothing at this time, which would create additional degradation of the
ecosystem. Preventing the decline of both the biodiversity and integrity of ecological
processes and functions for future protections for the fishery seems to be significant
justification for the planned areas of work.
Ecosystem Restoration Program Plan Implementation Objectives:
The scope of work for this project addresses the following areas in several manners;
Ecolo~lical processes - Central Valley Stream flowS Pg. 181 )

Natural Sediment Suoolv (pg. 182)
Stream Meander (pg. 182)
Natural Floodolain and Flood r)rocassss (pg. t 83)
Upper Watershed Processes (pg. 184)

Nabitate - Riparian and Shaded Riverine Aouatic Habitats (pg. 184)

EEliminatina or Reducing Streaaors - Water Diversions (pg. 185)
Dams, Reservoirs, Weirs, and Other Structures
(pg. 185)
~(pg. 186)
Harvest of Fish and Wildlife (pg. 187)

For some objectives, where on-the-ground work is not planned, the real work is to
help the landowners and residents of the Battle Creek watershed understand the
impacts, for instance of the strassors. Understanding how the stressors make an
impact will help landowners understand their rote and the importance of that role in
the bigger picture, the health of the Sacramento River watershed and the tributary
watershed they live within, Battle Creek. Education again will be the key to making
real long-term changes to eliminate some stressors.

V. Technical Feasibility and T|ming

Implementing the tasks of this proposed scope of work will be accomplished under
the direction of the BCWC Board of Directors, with responsibility for accomplishing
the scope of work being that of the Watershed Coordinator and the Conservancy’s
Contractor. CEQA compliance will be adhered to as necessary under the tasks, and
letters of agreement with pdvate landowners will be secured prior to any activities on
private lands. Appropriate letters of agreement w~th holder of public lands will also be
secured as appropriate.
Local support is evidenced by interest in the specific tasks planned under this project
and the level of participation in numerous meetings and functions of the Battle Creek
Watershed Conservancy, notably, over t O0 attending the Conservancy’s annual
meeting and over 60 new members within the past three months. Over ,I0(3 different
individuals have participated in meetings throughout the waterahed.

[0
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Vl. Monitoring and Data Collection and Methodology

Initial monitoring for both noxious w~ed control and riparian comidor restoration will
include photo monitoring, rate of re-growth, and species established in the treated
areas. Monitoring for implementation of the strategy, upper watershed processes and
conservation easement planning will utilize statistical information regarding
participation in the planning processes, and deliverebles accomplished as ways to
measure those tasks. Application for funding of a planned conservation easement or
for a restoration project in the upper reaches of the watershed would be other
monitoring tools for those tasks.

Monitoring will be designed with the assistance of resource personnel to ensure
appropriate information is gathered, and the accuracy of the information will be
ensured through t~aining for any volunteer monitoring efforts. Monitoring data will be
incorporated into the KRIS/Battle Creek system as a basis for determining changes
over time.

VII. Local Involvement

The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy program is specifically target at and
dependent on local involvement. The specific number of local agencies and
organizations involved with the Conservancy in the project is shown in a table on
page one of this proposal.

VIII. Cost

The project budget, broken down by task, subtask and item of expenditure is
presented on the next page.
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The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy
PO ~ox 60~ ~NTON CA 96059-0606

Aori114 1999

The Honorable Glenn Hawes
Chair and Members
Shasta County Board of Supervisors
1815 Yuba Street
Redding, CA 96001

Dear Supervisors,

The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy ~s pleased to advise you that the
Conservancy, comorised of Battle Creek watershed landowners will submit a
reDuest this week to the CoiFed Bay-Defta Program to fund the second phase of
our Battle Creek Warersnea Stewardship Prc_ect The oroject focuses on the
votun[ary cooperation ~f~andowners and includes the close c~operation of
Sierra Pacific Industries.

The secona phase will address the identification, prioritization and initial
treatment of stream sediment sources and other environmentally sensitive sites
w~tmn the watershed. It will continue the development of a Battle Creek
Watershed information system to support restoration planning, monitoring, and
eva~uat~on It will imolement the Battle Creek Watershed CommunityStrategy -
which has evolved from a senes of community meetings, twill evaluate the
spread and stream imoact of noxious plants in the watershed in order to develop
an effective strategy for their control.

Our Conservancy was awarded CoiFed funds in 1998. the products of which will
secome available within the coming months. We w~lt Keep you apprised of our
progress with out Battle Creek Watershed Stewardship Program as it advances.

Sincerely yours,

RIE AUMACK
Watershed Coordinator.
Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy

Cc: Shasta County Planning Department
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PROJECT COST

Phase~askI DirLaborh~sl Dir~a~ar~*BenI Services I Matar~=~ /Misc&ODC~Dverhd&lndi~ Taskcost

1.1 80 $2,554 $2,500 i $5001 $5,554i
1.2 $0 $01

1.6 24 $766 $1,00O $200
1.7 8 $255 $2,000 $400 $2~655

2.1 80 $2,554 $2,500 $500 $5,55,1
2.2 80 $2,554 $10,500 $2,100 $15,t54
2.3 80 $2,554 $27,500 $3,500 $850 $8,370 $40,774

3 .I 64 $2,043 i $,?.,700 $540 $6,2a~
3.2 8 $255 $2,100 $4,100 $1,240

4.1 I 30 $958, $900 ! $18� $2,038
4~ $01 $2,750 ~ $55C $3,30(]

Tot:a{ ] 2001 , $63,872! $167,650i $18,5951 $4,9801 ~39,1251 $292,622~

12
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IX. Cost ~Sharing

One of the major landowners in the watershed, Sierra Pacific Industries, will conduct
a watershed analysis of their lands, using the same protocols that will be adopted by
the Conservancy and its technical Contractor, Kier Associates. Sharing of the SPI
data for purposes of incorporating in the KRIS/Battle Creek monitoring and evaluation
system will be negotiated v~th concern for the company’s need to keep certain
prophetary information confidential. SPI estimates the cost of its proposed
assessment work, a contribution to the overall project, st $75,000. The Conservancy
board estimates the value of its members’ services conservatively at $3,000 per year.

X. Applicant Qualifications

The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy is a qualified entity to receive funding
for watershed work in Battle Creek. The organization is a con-profit, public benefit
corporation. The capabilities to manage funds requested are in place. Necessary
reportage will be handled internally with audit requirements accomplished by an
independent entity.

The Watershed Coordinator, Laurie Aumack, will be responsible directly to the
Board of Directors of the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy. She will be
responsible for day-to-day operations, with policy and overall direction being set by
the Boa~rd of Directors. Her experience includes organizing the Adopt-A-Watershm:l
program in the Tehama County school system and implementing the Battle Creek
Watershed Program through the Western Shasta and Tehama County Resource
Conservation districts. The program provided the staff support necessary for the
successful launch of the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy,

Technical support for the project will be provided by the Conservancy’s Contractor,
Kfer Associates, spec;~alists in saimonid watershed assessment, protection and
restoration planning and implementation. The firm has planned and implemented
salmon and steelhsad restoration programs in the Klamath River basin and the
Garoia River watershed. Ball Kier and Michael Ward are the authors of the Battle
Creek Working Group’s 1999 Category Ill-funded Battle Creek Salmon and
Steelhead Restoration Plan and the companion repor~ Maximizing Compatibility
Between Coleman National Fish Hatchery Operations, Management of Lower Baffle
Creek, and Salmon and Sfeelhead Restoration. The members of the firm have
substantive training and field experience with the Washington Department of Natural
Resources Watershed Assessment methodology, Pacific Watershed Associates"
Handbook for Forest and Ranch Roads, and the California Salmonid Stream Habitat
Restoration Manual. The firm developed the Klamath Resource Information System
(KRIS) for the US Fish & Wildlife Service; cleated KRIS wab pages for tw~ different
webeites; established a tong-range plan for KRIS’ maintenance and use; trained
volunteer community stream monitors in the Kiemath basin and trained Siskiyou
County teachers in the system’s use in classroom and field education.
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Battle Creek Watershed Restoration

Xl. Compliance with standard terms and conditions

The Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy will comply with all standard terms and
conditions as required to accept the requested funding.
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NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

Battlz Cre~k ~{atershed Conservancy

"lq~e company sarned above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor ’) hereby certifies, unless
spechScatly’exempted, compfiance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the
development, implementation and maintenance of aNondiscrimination Program. Prospective contr~ztor
agrees not to unlawfully discrhninate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for
employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disaSilit7 (including
}{IV andAlDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status~ denial of family and medical care leave
and denial of pregnancy disability leave.

CER’[’[FICATION

L the official named below, hereby swear that I ara duly authorized m legally bind the prospeen’vs
contractor to the above described cerafication. I am fully aware tha~ thi~ certification, &xecuted on the
date and in the county below, is made ~azder penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California.

for the Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy

Apri2 14, 1999 [ Tehama County

Watershed Coordinator
~os~cm,~ CONTR~CTOWS L~- ~US~N~SS ~
Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy
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Battle Creek Watershed Stewardship, Phase 2

STANDARD CLAUSES --
SMALL BUSINESS PREFERENCE AND CONTRACTOR IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

NOTICE TO ALL BIDDERS:

Section 1483£ e~. seq. of the California Goverrmnent Code requires that a five percen~
preference be given to bidders who qualify as a small business. The rules and regulations
of this law, including the defhnitlon of a small business for the delivery of servlce, are contained
in Title 2. California Code of Regulations, Section 189~. et. seq. A copy of the regu]atlons is
available upon request. Queszlons regarding the preference approval process should be
directed to the Office of Small and Minority Business at ~,916) 322-5060. To claim the small
business preference, you must submit a copy of your certification approval letter ~fith
your hid.

Are you claiming preference as a small business?

Yes~ x No Battle Creek Watershed Conservancy

*Attach a copy of your certification approval letter.
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Battle Creek watershed StewardshiD, Phase 2

Certificstions Regarding Debarment, Suspension sod
Other Responsibili~, Matters, Drug-Free Workplace

Requirements and Lobbying

PART A: Cer~lflcati~n Regarding Debam]ent~ Suspension, and Ot~her Respoasibility Matters -
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(b), (c), (d), (e) and (0.

Alternate I [Grsnlees Who Are Individuals)

or she w~[ reoorl the ¢onvi¢4ion - wr~tl- ~ w4th~ 10 calendsr days o[ ~he convi~ion [o 1he gran[ officer or other
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DAtE April 14, 1999
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APP[.ICATION FOR OM~ ,~’~o~o’,,al No. o3,~-oo~,3
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE z. DATE SUBMITTED Al3[31~c~nt Identifier

Battle Creek Watershed, Tehama and Shasta Norkhern California

StewardshiWatershedttle Creek

292,622

1999
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Battle Creek Watershed Stewardshipr Phase 2
OMB A~p~val No. 0348-0044

BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Programs

Federal ~    Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal TotalNumber

tTo be determi:~ed $ $292,622 $ 292,622

5. T~tals $ $292,622 $ $ 292,622

GRANr PROG£AM, FUNCTIUN OR ACTIVITY                                  TO~I

a. Pe~onnel $42,021 $ $ ~
42,021

b. Fringe Benefils

c. Travel 4,130 4,130

e. Supplies 9,050 9,050

~71,550 171,550

h, Other
850                                        ~Sn

i. Total Direct Charges [sum of 6a-6h) 254,297 254,497
j. Indire~Oha~es 38,125 38,125

k. TOTAiS(sumof6iand6j) ~92,622 $ ,~- $ ~92,622



Battle Creek Watershed Stewardship, Phase 2

$
(a) Grant Program (b) Applicant (c) State (e) TOTAL8

8.       To be determined                                    3,000-                     $    75,000*         78.000

12. TOTAL (sum of lines 8 - 1 I) ~ 3t000 $ 70,000 $    78,000

13. Federal $ $ $
¯ 147,000 30,0gO 45,000 45,~00 ~7,00~

I

147 ~ 000 145 1622

Zl. DirectOharges- 22 lindirectCharges:

23 Remarks:
* Applicant -S3,000 in-kind from Battle Creek Watershed Consevancy
~ Ot~e~ sources - $75,000 in-kind from bierra wacific ±ndusnries



SIERRA PACIFIC INDUSTRIES
Post Off’we Box 496014

Reddiug, CA 96049-6~14

(530) 3 78-8109 Fax

AI~115, 1999

Ldand Davis, Prcsid~nl
gaRIc Creek Watcrshed Conservancy
P.O. Box 606
Mantor~ CA 96059-0606

L~ar Mr, Davis:

I am wriling on behalf of Sierra Pacific Industries (8PI). As you know SPI ls the
largcsl private l~mdowncr in the watershed. ~,~e arc encouraged with "d~a restoration werk
going on in the walershed. I would like to express our rapport for your application to
CALFED for lhc restora tien work, which th~ Consu’rvancy has proposed 1 believe that
this is a wcrrthy project that will result in a bcttga" watershed lbr the recovery of the
saImon and stcelhcad. The involvement of citizens’ group like yours is erudal to the
success of the rcstoraliou project.

Good luck on yore" endeavor.

8incerely,

Timothy J. Livingston
District Forester
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