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1 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Thisthreeyear project will createtheStanislausRiver Water shed Stewar dship Program (SRW SP) which will coor dinate
splintered efforts by various agencies, stakeholders, and consultants to achieve consensus based implementation of
projectswhich areconsistent with current AFRPand CAL FED restoration goals. Currently, therearenumer ousentities
involved in Stanislaus River fishery issues, yet thereislittle coor dination between the groups. The SRWSP will act as
an umbrella entity to develop a database of watershed partners, facilitate communication and participation among
variousgroups, and establish and then help accomplish water shed management and restor ation goals. The SRW SP will
work closely with CALFED, AFRP, USFWS, CDFG, USBR, USACE, and the East and West Stanislaus Natural
Resour ce Conservation districts, aswell aswith stakeholders, recreation interests, and the general public to maximize
current and future effortsand funding.

The SRWSP will use a team of experienced basin biologiststo create a Water shed | mplementation Plan to accomplish
specificwater shed objectives. Theteam will alsofacilitate, guideand logistically support other water shed activities, such
asfield research projects, proposal development and funding, and coordination of annual water shed activities related
to salmonid management. The expected outcome of the water shed approach is to reduce overlap in activities, allow
manager sto make better use of theinformation they already have, develop new and productive working relationships,
and help increase outside funding of scientific resear ch and habitat impr ovement and restor ation projects. Further, the
SRW SPwill help conser vepublicmoniesby eliminatingredundant projectsand activities, increasetheamount of private
interest, money, and effort dir ected towar ds Stanislauswater shed issues, dir ect fundsand effort at priority projects, and
increase the overall efficiency of current spending. This program will coordinate current projectswhich includes over
$900,000annuallyin current fundingfrom AFRP,CVPIA, CAM P, CALFED, USACE, Oakdalelrrigation District, South
San Joaquin Irrigation District, Stockton East Water District and Tri-Dam Project for gravel restoration, temperature
modeling, public outreach and education, geomor phic assessment, and salmon and trout monitoring.

The SRWSP includes three objectives which serve to 1) collect, manage, and distribute information used to guide
watershed partners and activities, 2) create and manage a historical online computer database, and 3) provide
professional and administrative services to the Stanislaus Fish Group. These objectives were developed to address
concerns expressed during numerous interviews with landowners, environmentalists, city and county officials, water
rights holders, recreational interests, and the general public. The objectives and associated tasks ar e discussed below.

Objective 1: M anage infor mation and coor dinate water shed activities to maximize public and private resour ces.

Objective 1 consists of the foundation of the SRWSP, including the collection and dissemination of information,
coordination of water shed activities, and public outreach and education. The objective consists of the following three
tasks:

Task 1.1: Collect, manage, and distributewater shed infor mation to stakeholder s, manager s, and public.

The SRWSP will collect, summarize, and distribute information on a real time basis to all watershed participants.
Currently, thereisan information divide between resour ce manager s and the general public (including stakeholders,
landowners, and recreational users of the water shed), which prevents awar eness of water shed issues and limits public
involvement. Information gathered at watershed meetings and events will be summarized, distributed to water shed
partners, and then serveasthebasisfor futurewater shed coordination (Task 1.2) and outreach and education activities
(Task 1.3). Thisreadily available, reliableinfor mation will serveasthefoundation for sound management decisionsand
will foster stewardship participation within the watershed. Information will be collected by participating in regular
meetingswith the Stanislaus Stakeholder s, San Joaquin Salmonid Project Work Team, | EP steelhead and fall-run work
teams, San Joaquin River M anagement Program, SPL AT, Resour ceConservation Districts, theWater Operationsgroup,
VAMP, and others. Meeting summaries will be prepared and distributed to watershed partners. This collection and
dissemination of information will foster more effective and timely communication between different interests. The
SRWSP will actively seek to engage and meet with recreational interests, gover nment agencies, the general public, and
landowner sto ensurethat each water shed partner isinformed, hasreliableinformation, and hasalegitimate sounding-
board for concerns. Issues expressed by partners will be shared by the SRWSP through verbal communication at
meetings, an e-mail newdletter, and via an internet site.



Task 1.2: Prepare a Water shed |mplementation Plan and coor dinate water shed issues with public and
stakeholders.

The SRWSP will look to similar programs and projects in adjacent water sheds for successful models to organize a
water shed group involving local landowner s, educational institutions, stakeholders, local stateand federal agenciesand
other interested partiesand groups, and through this organization will develop a community strategy for management
of the Stanislaus water shed, which will be outlined in a Water shed | mplementation Plan.

The Water shed | mplementation Plan will serve as a guiding document for the duration of the program, but will also
contain long range goals and other information useful to subsequent water shed groups and managers. The Plan will
summarize existing resear ch and data, describe existing water shed conditions, identify common water shed goals, and
identify priority projectsincluding an implementation plan for each project. The Water shed | mplementation Plan will
be prepared by the SRWSP, but the process will be guided by the Stanislaus Fish Group and document draftswill be
reviewed by the group before being distributed for acceptance by other partners. Although the SRWSP will do the
majority of the work on the plan, the Stanislaus Fish Group will be the final “author” of the plan such that it isa
technically based document backed by a consensus of basin experts. Oncethe Plan is supported by the Stanislaus Fish
Group, the SRWSP will begin implementing it whilereporting to the Stanislaus Fish Group at every meeting.

The SRWSP will begin implementing the Water shed | mplementation Plan by establishing a community based working
group and build relationships among other fragmented groups. During our discussions with watershed partners, a
common complaint by the public and stakeholders was that there is a lack of information available to them. They
typically find out about management actions after they’ve been implemented, and ther efore have no opportunity to get
involved. This problem will be solved by establishing and then maintaining communication with stakeholders and the
public, and then by working diligently to engage others using information collected under Task 1.1. The SRWSP will
solicit partnerssuch asthe Natural Resour ce Conservation Districts, which are currently an under utilized r esour ce by
watershed managers that focus primarily on fisheries issues. Diverse interests such as these will be sought-out and
incor porated into a mor e cohesive collection of interests which will be more efficient and more capable of managing
water shed resour ces.

The establishment of the SRWSP will insurethat thereisalwaysateam of knowledgeable basin managersavailableto
conduct different basin tasksand resolve problems. In addition to planning and organizing activities well before their
implementation, the SRWSP will be prepared to respond to urgent issues. Examples of activities coordinated by the
SRWSP include: summarize issues and information for topics such as smolt survival releases and annual screw trap
monitoring; guide proposal development by the agencies and outside consultants and help generate support and
additional funding opportunities; prepareinformation paper sfor various Stanislausand San Joaquin Basin subgroups,
which will keep other groups informed and foster proper management decisions; find creative solutions to provide
occasional support servicesfor agency and private research projects; develop a database of water shed partners; and
develop a database of funding sources for different watershed activities. These activities will be accomplished and
coordinated in such away asto maximize the efficiency of watershed partners, especially agency personnel.

Task 1.3: Conduct outreach and develop water shed education tools.

TheSRW SPwill develop programsand conduct publicoutreach activitiesthat foster greater local water shed stewar dship
consistent with AFRP and CALFED restoration goals. To facilitate a greater awareness of watershed issues at the
community level and develop increased community participation in water shed issues, wewill distributeamonthly e-mail
newsletter to shareinformation among managers, landowners, agency biologists, recreational users, and the general
public. The newsletter will rely on information collected during Task 1.1, and activities performed during Task 1.2, to
thoroughly report and discuss monthly water shed activities.

The SRWSP will also work with different parties to increase the effectiveness of ongoing outreach programs. This
includes working with the Corpsto help prepareinformation, examples, and hands-on displaysto strengthen the fish
and river perspective of their program. The SRWSP will also appear at Corps events, aswell as at other community
events, to give dide presentations on fish biology, watershed processes, and why public involvement is crucial to
successful watershed management. Presentations will also be made to local school assemblies, city and county
governments, environmental groups, and the general public. Other outreach opportunities, such asthe Caswell State
Park Earth Day celebration, will be sought wher e outreach and educational activities can be accomplished. Different
programs will be developed for different audiences such that information is uniquely tailored to effectively deliver



information and encourage public involvement. The coordinator will regularly takeresour ce managers, stakeholders,
and key public people on river and project toursto keep partnerseducated, informed, and help build consensus and
trust.

The SRWSP will also use the internet site (Objective 2) as an outreach tool, since a much larger and more diverse
audience can bereached. Theinternet sitewill includeinformation for stakeholdersand resour ce managers, including
past and present research projects, and will also havetailored information for the general public.

The SRWSP will create unique partnerships to develop other novel, community based approaches to water shed
management, such as the establishment of a Graduate Studies Research Assistance Program which will provide
professional guidance, stipends, expense reimbursement, and equipment to graduate students that conduct resear ch
projectsin the Stanislauswater shed. Thisprogram will provideyoung resear cher swith assistancewhilealso benefitting
thewater shed by providing cost-effectiveresearch. The SRWSP will administer the program, but project selection will
bemadeby the StanislausFish Group. A maximum of $10,000will beawar ded each year by Tri-Dam, South San Joaquin
and Oakdaleirrigation districts. This$30,000 wasfactored in as“ matching funds’ in the development of thisproposal.

Objective 2: Create and maintain on-lineinformation resource and database.

Task 2.1 Createand then maintain web pagewww.stanislausriver.com to sharewater shed information
and data, and facilitate communication between managers, stakeholders, and public.

The SRWSP will createand then managea Stanislaus W ater shed Databasewhich will includereports, information, and
data which can be viewed and downloaded from theinternet. A central location for all Stanislaus River documentsis
needed to help build a cohesive partner ship program wherereal-timeinformation isreadily availableto everyone. The
sitewill give the public and stakeholder accessto information and decision maker swhich are currently unavailableto
them. The database created by tasks 2.1 and 2.2 will consist of all documents prepared that pertain to the Stanislaus
River,includingdata, reports, project summaries, maps, Gl Sdata, real-timeriver flow access, legal agr eements, meeting
notes, water shed partnersdatabase, and thebasin newdetter. Thistask includesthe construction of thesitein thefirst
6 months of the project, and weekly updates, project tracking, and information, report and data posting for thethree
year project duration.

Under task 2.1 we will register the domain name www.stanislausriver.com, and then construct a web page. Custom
graphics will be created such that the site has a water shed theme. Graphics will also be created to help users navigate
the siteto easily locate data or other information. Thelatest HTML and JAVA programming techniques will be used
to minimize download time while also maximizing user interface. The mainframe server construction will allow for
expansion tomeet longter m needs, and will be capable of supportingcommon programming and communication scripts.
Programming will be accomplished such that the pageis accessible to older computers and software.

Each water shed project occurring between 2002 and 2004 will be documented and tracked through an on-line project
summary page which will allow all watershed partners to follow research activities. Project summaries will include
proposals, study plans, weekly summaries, email communication between theresear chersand public, and photograph
or video documentation. Each project summary will provide contact information for project participantsand managers
such that all water shed participantswill haveaccesstoinformation and individuals. Community education and outreach
will also be accomplished through theinternet site, as described under Task 1.3.

Task 2.2 Compile historical information and data and put on-line.

Currently, no central database exists where researchers or the public can access historical Stanislaus River data or
reports. Historical information is crucial to aid future management decisions. Request on agency staff can be
overwhelmingsuch that requestsar eeither not met, sear chesar eincomplete, or sear chesar esignificantly delayed. Either
way, the result is strained relationships and reduced trust between water shed partners. L ocating, summarizing, and
putting data and information on-line for all to access will alleviate future problems and help build productive
relationships. Thistask will locate, put intoelectronicformat, summarize, error check, and then distributetotheagencies
and post on theinternet all Stanislaus River data obtainable prior to the year 2002.

Private water rights holder s have accumulated a significant amount of historical raw data located in archive sear ches
conducted since1993. Most or all of thishistorical information is in theform of raw data-sheetswhich does not exist in
report or electronicformat, so consider abletimewill berequired toinput thedataintoelectronicformat and error check



files. The SRW SPwill catalog data obtained duringthear chivesear chesand compar eit todatawhich isbelieved toexist,
based on known past field activities. If data gaps are present, the SRWSP will request specific data from resource
agenciesfor inclusionin thedatabase, and providethelabor necessary tolocate, summarize, enter intoelectronicformat,
and error check all files. The SRWSP will work closely with CDFG and other agencies to add additional datato the
compilation, aswell asto ensurethat high quality standardsare maintained such that the databaseisareliable source
of accurate information. All data will bereviewed by the Stanislaus Fish Group prior toitsinclusion in the database.
In addition to data, the SRWSP will place as many historical reports, maps, and other pertinent documents on-line as
possible. Privateinterestshaveassigned ahigh valueto thistask and assuch havecontributed $25,032 in matching funds
for its completion.

Objective 3: I ncrease efficiency of the Stanislaus River Fish Group.
Task 3.1 Coordinateregular Stanislaus River Fish Group meetings.

The SRWSP will provide administrative support to the Stanislaus Fish Group, which will reduce demands on agency
and AFRP staff and further serveto maximize efficiency of basin efforts and funding. The Stanislaus Fish Group isa
collection of agency and private biologists that oversee technical issues relating to the fishery. None of the group
participantsarefunded to do anything other than attend the meetings, so preparation of summary papersand meeting
preparation time arelimited for all participants, which hampersthe effectiveness of the group. Thistask will fund the
Watershed Coordinator to collect background information, prepare documents that summarize issues and possible
solutions, and provide all-around support to the group.

2. QUALIFICATIONS
Corporate Qualifications:

S.P.Cramer & Associates, I nc. wasestablished in 1987toprovideinnovativeproblem solvingon issuesr elatingto saimon
and trout on the Pacific Coast. Wearereputed for our investigativework in deter mining why fish populations have or
may changein responseto specific actions. Thecoreof thefirm iscomposed of three Senior Fisheries Consultants, each
with over 20 years of noteworthy experience. Our support staff includes a Biologist Project Leader, four Biologist
Assistant Project Leaders, a Computer Applications Specialist, a Statistician, a Fisheries Facilities Engineer, a GIS
specialist and a seasonal staff of 10to 18 Fisheries Technicians.

Our clientshaveincluded stateand feder al agencies, I ndian tribes, consulting firmsand avariety of resour ceusers. Our
work hasbeen primarily with salmon and steelhead populations, or their predator sand competitor s, on thePacific Coast.
Becauseof our longhistory of experienceand thediversity of our clients, wehavedeveloped uniqueexpertisethat enables
us to find solutions that many others miss. Fisheries issues that we frequently address include habitat condition,
watershed restoration, population status, environmental permitting, hatchery assessments, predator management,
passage improvements, harvest impacts, and endanger ed species recovery.

We have been conducting resear ch on the Stanislaus River for private water rights holders, CAMP, and AFRP since
1993, and arethereforevery familiar with basin issues, key water shed participants, and the actions necessary to create
the SRWSP. Sincewehavebeen involved in StanislausRiver issuesfor solong, wehavehad theopportunity towork with
anumber of different water shed inter ests, including agency biologists, privateresear chers, and the public. Dueto prior
work history, there is already a level of trust between us and basin landowners. The SRWSP will utilize existing
community relationshipsto build consensus and grassroots efforts and encour age landowner participation.

The SRWSP will be administered through S.P. Cramer & Associates Central Valley office located in Oakdale. Field
resear ch equipment and labor resources are available from this office to support research efforts within the basin.
M aintaining equipment such asa4x4truck, specialized fish tagging equipment, seines, back-pack electr oshocker, various
electronic equipment, hauling tanks, net pensand 6 boats (including a jet boat and an eectrofishing boat) has allowed
our organization to provide support to many resear ch projectswithin thebasin. Thisequipment will beavailabletothe
SRWSP for use on Stanislaus water shed projects, and for outreach and educational activities, such as providing river
and project tours.

The SRWSP will be coordinated by ateam of biologists, each with significant and varying experiences with Stanislaus
River issues, key watershed participants and surrounding communities. By combining the skills and per sonalities of
three key individuals, Doug Demko, Andrea Phillips and Chrissy Sonke, we will have the ability to designate specific



tasksto the specific individuals most suited. Since basin issues can involve many types of people, we can use different
managers for different tasks to build trusting relationships and effectively communicate and coordinate with all
water shed participants.

The applicant, Doug Demko, has worked in the Stanislaus Basin since 1993. He has led a variety of field sampling
projects and has gained the respect of state and federal fisheriesbiologistsasan expert in migrant fish sampling. His
experiencein the Stanislaus River ismoreextensivethan other resear chers, and includesleading resear ch projectssuch
asscrew trapping, smolt survival studies, radio tracking, predator surveys, resident trout population estimates, habitat
surveys, and limiting factors analyses. Additionally, he recently obtained a law degree which has furthered his
under standing of water law and endanger ed speciesissues. Since Doug hasbeen a key water shed participant since 1993,
he has had the opportunity to build trusting relationshipswith key water shed participants. Thistrust coupled with the
under standing of theissues gained by representing both stakeholdersand the resour ce agencies, equips Doug with the
skillsto facilitate communication between water shed partners.

AndreaPhillipshasworked in the Stanislaus Basin since 1995 and grew up in Oakdalewhich hasallowed her to develop
both personal and professional relationships with landowners, concerned community members, recreational groups,
resear chers, educational institutionsand many other water shed partners. Since 1995 she has coor dinated field resear ch
projects on the Stanislaus River and other tributaries to the San Joaquin River which has required considerable
networking and coordination with state, federal and local gover nment personnel, private consultants, landownersand
recreational groups. Her contacts within the basin and her knowledge of Stanislaus River research and recreational
activitiesare an invaluable asset to the SRW SP.

Chrissy Sonkehasworked in the Stanislaus Basin since 1999 and grew up in thenear by city of Ripon. In addition to her
experience coor dinating fisheries resear ch on the Stanislaus River and other San Joaquin River tributarieswith Doug
and Andrea, sheisalso skilled in website creation and management. I n the short time she hasworked on the Stanislaus
River, she has earned respect from and developed good working relationships with agency per sonnel.

The following is a list of projects selected to describe our knowledge of the Stanislaus River, our understanding of
Chinook Salmon and Steelhead issuesin Califor nia and the Pacific Northwest, our experienceidentifying key issuesfor
water shed planning, and our ability to coordinate with other entities.

Selected Projects:

Juvenile Chinook Outmigration, Stanislaus River. Tri-Dam Project (1992-2001). S.P. Cramer & Associatesreviewed
existingdataand reportson fish populationsin the Stanislausand San Joaquin River stodeter minetheprobableimpacts
of Tri-Dam Project'swater storage and release practices on chinook salmon. Wefished arotary screw trap at RM 40
in the Stanislaus River during winter and spring in most year s since 1993 to determine the size, timing and abundance
of juvenilechinook emigrants. Weconducted avariety of mark-recaptureteststo estimatemigration rate, survival and
trapping efficiency.

Radio Tracking of JuvenileChinook inthe StanidausRiver. Tri-Dam Project (1998-99). S.P. Cramer & Associatesradio
tagged and tracked subyearling chinook (100-115 mm fork length) asthey migrated through thelower StanislausRiver.
Mobiletracking viajet sled and fixed station monitorswere used in each year. Wefound specific locationsin theriver
where predation on tagged chinook was consistently greater than elsewhere. Diel timing of migration, daily migration
distances, and habitat use were also deter mined.

Annual Production of Juvenile Chinook, Stanislaus River. USFW S (1995-2001). S.P. Cramer & Associatesfished two
rotary screw trapson thelower StanislausRiver toestimatesize, timeand total abundanceof juvenilechinook migrating
out of theriver. Mark-recapturetestswere used to estimatetrap efficiency, and data were compared to that at atrap
30 miles upstream to describe migration rates and survival between the trapping stations.

Predation on Juvenile Chinook in the StanislausRiver. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (1999). S.P. Cramer & Associates
used aboat electrofisher and radiotrackingtodeter minethespeciesof fish that waspreyingon radio-tagged subyearling
chinook. Periodic electr ofishing surveys at night showed that striped bass wer ethe most common predator in the main
river channel and lar gemouth basswer ethe most common predator in backwater areas. Wesucceeded at tracking and
electrofishingthreeradio-tagged juvenilesthat showed unusual behavior, and each wasfound in thegut of astriped bass.
Livecagetestsshowed that radio tagsconsumed by either largemouth or striped bassremained in the predator’sgut for
at least one week, and thetag remained easily detected by tracking equipment.



The Statusof Puget Sound Chinook Salmon and an Assessment of Approachestotheir Recovery, Consortium of Seattle
Area Corporations (1999). S.P. Cramer & Associatesled ateam of Northwest consultantsto prepare a sour ce book on
the status of chinook on all riversin Puget Sound. Thereport also addresses the specific factors limiting recovery of
chinook; and described aframework for prioritizingrestoration actionsand judgingtheir probablebenefits. Our efforts
wer e coordinated with Governor Locke's Salmon Recovery Team, and thereport was designed to serve asaworking
referencefor businesses and local gover nments asthey engaged in recovery issues.

Candidate Conservation Agreement for the lower Stanislaus River, TriDam Project, Oakdale Irrigation District, and
South San Joaquin Irrigation District (1998). We assembled available information on the abundance, distribution and
dynamics of chinook salmon, and rainbow trout in the lower 60 miles of the Stanislaus River. Synthesis of this
information wasused toidentify thefactor sdriving abundance of thesefish and design aplan of action for theirrigation
districts in the basin that would conserve the fish and habitat influenced by those districts. The plan was used in
consultation with NMFS during their ESA statusreview of chinook salmon.

Status and Dynamics of Steelhead in California. Association of California Water Agencies (1994-95). S.P. Cramer &
Associateswasr etained to lead ateam of fisheries consultantsthroughout Californiato assemble and analyze available
information on all steelhead populationsin the state. We quantified several life-history characteristics of hatchery and
wild stocks, and compar ed them to geneticsdatatoidentify Evolutionary Significant Units. Weexamined several indices
of ocean survival of steelhead, including dam counts, hatchery returns, angler catch, diver counts, and juveniledensities.
We produced two reports that were submitted to NMFS for their status review of steelhead as a candidate for ESA
listing. Thefirst wason thestructuring and trends of steelhead populationsthroughout the state, and the second was
on recommendationsfor restoring steelhead populations.

Ecosystem Diagnosis and Treatment, Grande Ronde Basin. Mobrand Biometrics, Inc. (1995-96). S.P. Cramer &
Assaciates teamed with M obrand Biometrics, Inc. to provide expert consultation servicesto (1) develop and describe
habitat conditions that presently inhibits the achievement of spring chinook salmon restoration in the Grand Ronde
Basin, (2) identify habitat conditionsthat produced healthy populations of spring chinook in the Grande Ronde Basin,
and (3) develop scientifically based methodsfor analyzing habitat restoration trade-offs. The project was designed to
assist the Grande Ronde M odel Water shed planning efforts.

3. BUDGET DESCRIPTION

Thebudget for each objective and associated tasksincludeslabor, travel, and all other materials necessary to complete
thework. Labor totalsincludeindividual salary or hourly employeewages, benefits, and company over head. Thetotal
requested from CALFED over threeyearsis $537,936 with $85,032 of cost share provided by Tri-Dam Project, South
San Joaquin Irrigation District, and Oakdale Irrigation District. Budgets for 2002 and 2003 ar e higher as a result of
subtasks which will be completed during the first two years of the project.

Travel is estimated on a per mile basis at the rate of $0.35 per mile. The expendables category includes the cost of
copying, cell and wire phone charges, office supplies, lodging, miscellaneous equipment rental, computer server space
rental, URL registration costs, and all other supplies necessary to complete the project.

Objective 1.

Objective 1 consists of the majority of the SRWSP, including the establishment of a Watershed Coordinator. The
objectiveconsistsof 1) collecting, managing, and distributinginfor mation, 2) pr epar ation of Water shed | mplementation
Plan and coordination of watershed activities, and 3) conduct outreach and education. Thetotal budget for Objective
1 and itsthreetasksis $396,792 of which $60,000 will be cost shared. Thetotal requested from CALFED is$336,792 for
Objective 1 and itsthreetasks.

Task 1.2 includesthe preparation of the Water shed | mplementation Plan and coor dination of water shed activities. The
budget is$64,104 for thefirst year and $63,104 for thesecond and third years. Although the Water shed | mplementation
Plan will requireasignificant amount of timein 2002, thereisnot asignificant reduction in timeor cost in 2003 or 2004.
This is due to the fact that more time will be spent in 2003 and 2004 implementing the Plan created in 2002. One
computer is planned for purchase. Travel costs for Objective lare $10,000 in 2002 and $8,000 in 2003 and 2004. A
significant amount of travel will berequired dueto the frequency with which the SRWSP will meet with partners, and
thelong distances that we will be required to travel.



The budget for Task 1.3 is $37,448 in 2002, but only $30,496 in 2003 and 2004. Additional time and expenses were
budgeted in thefirst year to develop educational tools and specific outr each programs. Fundswereincluded each year
to pay for printing costsfor reports, pamphlets, and preparation of other outreach and educational materials.

Objective 2:

Objective 2 consists of two tasks and thetotal budget is $126,240 in 2002, $34,272 in 2003, and only $24,240 in
2004. Watershed partnerswill cost share $25,032, so the total requested from CALFED is $159,720. Task 2.1 includes
fundsto create and maintain the web page, and since the page will be created within 6 months of the project start, the
budget islower in 2003 and 2004 becauseit only includesfundsto update the page and post additional data each week.

Thebudget for Task 2.2is$74,240in 2002, $10,032 in 2003, and $0 in 2004. Thetask is scheduled to take 16 monthsto
complete, with the majority of the work accomplished in thefirst 12 months of the project. Thetask islabor intensive,
sinceraw datawill haveto be entered into the computer and error checked several times. Descriptions of thework and
other assumptionsabout the data may also haveto bewritten and included with the database. Additional time was also
included for computer programming, since a lar ge database can be complicated to run effectively over the internet.

Objective 3:

Objective 3 consists of one task which will be performed equally each year from 2002 to 2004. The budget is
$13,808 each year for athreeyear total of $41,124.

4, TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY

Although the lower Stanislaus River does not have a water shed stewardship program, several San Joaquin tributaries
have developed and implemented community-based stewardship programs with high levels of success. The lower
Tuolumne and Mokelumne rivers have established stewardship programs to direct restoration efforts and ensure
effectivecommunication among participants. Thesestewar dship programsareon-goingand haveacquired support from
the community in avariety of ways, and are good examplesthat much can be accomplished on the water shed level with
proper guidance.

The SRWSP will look to similar programs and projects in adjacent water sheds for successful models to organize a
water shed group involvinglocal landowner s, educational institutions, stakeholders, local state and federal agenciesand
other interested personsand groups, and through thisorganization will develop acommunity strategy for management
of the Stanislaus watershed. The SRWSP will work with successful water shed programsto apply common principles
of water shed management and public outreach to the Stanislaus watershed. We will follow a similar approach to the
Lower Mokelumne River Watershed Stewardship Program (LMRWSP), which successfully provided a forum for
community-based meetingsto develop ashared vision and stewar dship plan for thewater shed. Community involvement
in developing a watershed stewardship program has been shown to result in substantial benefits to stakeholders,
anadromous fisheries, wildlife, and riparian ecosystem integrity and diversity.

The SRWSP hasa high degree of implementability becauseit haswidespread support, iscommunity based, and will be
implemented by a qualified team of biologistswith substantial experiencein the Stanislaus River water shed. Because of
our basin experience, we havealready made many of the contacts necessary within and beyond thescientific community
to bolster support and to build a solid technical advisory team.

The SRWSP headquarterswill be S.P. Cramer & Associates Central Valley officelocated in Oakdale. Field research
equipment and labor resour ces are available from this office to support resear ch effortswithin the basin. Maintaining
equipment the appropriate field sampling equipment will allowed our organization to provide assistance to many
resear ch projects within the basin. We also have access to nearby conference facilities at many of the local irrigation
districtsincluding Oakdalelrrigation District (Ol D), Stockton East Water District (SEWD), South San Joaquin District
(SSJID), and Tri-Dam Pr oj ect wher e public meetingsand wor kshopscan beheld. Theseentitieshaveprovided labor and
equipment tovarious StanislausRiver projectsin thepast, and webelieveby maintainingaproductiverelationship with
them, they will continueto generously support both public and privately conducted projects.

Information from research, restoration, monitoring, and education programs will be made available to all parties
through meetings, newsletters, and by accessing stanislausriver.com. The SRWSP will provideinformation and toolsto
community groups and schools to promote water shed education, will work with agencies such asthe Army Cor ps of



Engineersto increase effectiveness of current outreach programs, and will work with city and county gover nmentsto
develop educational programs and increase community awar eness of water shed issues. The SRWSP will coordinate a
series of public meetings and wor kshopsto engage water shed partnersin the development of the Stanislaus Water shed
Implementation Plan. Thecreation of aWater shed | mplementation Plan will providenecessary directionin prioritizing
water shed activities. By increasing community awareness and encouraging continued involvement and feedback the
effectiveness of the or ganization will increase.

At theend of threeyears, the SRWSP will have produced a well defined implementation plan for the water shed, and
together with water shed partnerswill be working towards restoration, outreach, and education goals. We expect the
SRWSP will prove valuable to the water shed and there will be local support and funding to continue the program.

5. MONITORING

Therewill benophysical or biological monitoring required for the SRW SP; however, the SRWSP will be evaluated with
aperformancesurvey each year. Wewill also gaugetheeffectivenessof the SRW SP through constant feedback received
from thewater shed community, and by measuring community participation at water shed eventsand meetings. Wewiill
monitor the usage of the website by using a counting devicethat tracks how often the siteisvisited, and by creating a
discussion board within the website wher e questions and comments can be posted.

6. CONSERVATION, MAINTENANCE AND RESTORATION ACTIONS

No significant effort has been put into locating and preserving historical data and documentsrelating to the Stanislaus
River watershed. The water shed will benefit immediately, as well asin the future, by taking the time to compile and
summarize historical information. It isalready believed that historical data has been lost dueto field biologist staffing
changes at some of the agencies. Additional delaysin the completion of thistask will only increasethat loss.

Due to extensive experience in the Stanislaus basin, the SRWSP’s team of biologists have knowledge of the types of
information that should exist, and have relationships with the manager swith whom they will need to work to preserve
thisdata. With an officelocated in Oakdale, the SRW SP’ sbiologistscan efficiently meet with water shed partnersasoften
as necessary, and with little advanced notice.

All activities performed by the SRWSP will be aimed at preserving native species and their habitats. This may occur
directly, such as supporting salmon habitat restoration, or indirectly, such asthrough preserving historical data files.

7. CALFED OBJECTIVES

The SRW SP concept was conceived based on thevaluethat local water shed management lendsto achieving CALFED
goals by creating an effective feedback loop and establishing a means of educating the community about current
watershed issues. Community awareness and the free exchange of ideas are essential to creating a consensus based
management plan tailor ed totheuniqueneedsof individual water shed communities. | mplementing community supported
management planswill help to achieve the goals of the CALFED program efficiently.

This proposal promotes CALFED’s Watershed Program objectives by facilitating and improving coor dination and
assistance among gover nment agenciesand other organizations. Thisrequirescoor dination and a central entity tobring
all partiestogether and create channels through which information and ideas can be exchanged and integrated into a
water shed management plan. The SRWSP will providethisleader ship which presently does not exist in the Stanislaus
River water shed.

Another Watershed Program objective isto develop water shed monitoring and assessment protocols to be integrated
into the CALFED monitoring program. These protocols cannot be established unless the community is aware of the
success or failure of past projectsor the status of projectsunderway. The SRWSP will serve asa clearinghouse for the
dissemination of thisinformation to the community on arealtime basisfor feedback. Providing thisrealtime feedback
loop allows for adaptive management of the water shed.

Another primary Water shed Program obj ectiveiseducation and outr each. Under theleader ship of the SRW SP, channels
for the flow of information among water shed constituents are created. Bringing ideas and information together will



create a pool of knowledge available for the education of the community which will encourage involvement and allow
for moreinformed decision making on water shed management issues.

By targetingtheobjectivesof CALFED’ sWater shed Program, the SRW SP will providelocal leader ship, createascience
based and community supported management plan, and establish channels for the flow of information between
water shed partnersand CALFED Program managers.

Since the SRWSP will be utilizing existing information, no field activities will be conducted which would require
environmental permits.

8. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Compliance with Standard Termsand Conditions

Our program has been developed in compliance with all of CALFED’s standard terms and conditions presented in
section 8 of the 2001 PSP. Wehavereviewed CALFED’sstandard termsand conditionsand will comply. The SRWSP
applicant and participants/collaborator s assisting in implementing this program have no real or perceived conflict of
interest, and the SRWSP isdesigned to comply with all applicable lawsand regulations, doesnot prejudicetheultimate
decision on the CALFED long-term program and involves willing, voluntary participants.

Program Support

I n soliciting commentsduring draft proposal prepar ation we madetimeto meet with a significant number of water shed
partners. All weresupportive of the stewar dship concept and all agreed that thereisaimmediate need for coordination
of information and activitiesin the basin. All theinput we received from the community has been integrated into this
final proposal, oneway or another. Overall, the SRW SP concept issupported by gover nment agencies (USBR, USACE,
CDFG, USFWS), landowners, environmentalists, angling groups, recr eational inter ests, city and county officials, water
right holders, irrigation districts, ahydroelectric power provider in thebasin, and many member sof thegeneral public.
Specificprivateentitiesthat strongly support theproposal areOakdalelrrigation District, South San Joaquin Irrigation

District, San Joaquin River Authority, Tri-Dam Project, and Stockton East Water District.



Stanislaus River Water shed Stewar dship Program Budget Summary

Task Description Comp| Mat |CAL |Tota
letion | chin [FED| |

Date | g |Fun
Fun | ds
ds

Objective 1

Manage info and coordinate|2002- $336 [ $396
water shed activities. 2004 | $60, (,792 |,792
000

Task 1.1.
Collect,
manage, and
distribute
watershed
information.

Coallectinformationfromvarious|T ask| $0 |$108|$108
sources and distribute to|ongoi ,040 |,040
water shed partnerson real-time|ng for
basis. Meet with watershed|3
partners often to coordinate|years.
activities. Seek guidance from
Stan Fish Group at each
meeting. Oversight provided by
Demko, with Phillips and Sonke
providing majority of services.

Task 1.2.
Prepare
watershed
plan and
coordinate
activities.

Prepare draft plan and seek|6 $190
review and input from Stan Fish|mont| $30, ($160|,312
Group at each meeting. Planwill |hs to| 000 |,312
be completed in first 6 monthsof [compl
project, while coordination|e t e
aspect of task will continue for 3|Plan,
years. Oversight and water shed |3
coordination provided by|years
Demko, with Phillips and Sonke|f o r
supporting. Plan created by Stan |coor d
Fish Group and Demko with|inatio
support from Phillips, and|n
Sonke. aspect
o f
proje
ct

Task 1.3.
Conduct
outreach and
education.

Meet with Stan Fish Group|T ask $68, | $98,
every 2 months, withjongoi|$30, [440 | 440
stakeholders and public asoften|ng for | 000
asheeded and at least onceevery (3
month. Coor dinatewith agencies|years.
regularly. Most of outreach and
education conducted by Phillips,
due to established relationships
and personality that is well
suited to public outreach. Demko
providing oversight and
technical aspects of outreach.

PRODUCT

Task 1.1 will produce regular summaries of water shed
meetings and will be distributed to partnersand placed
on theinternet. Task 1.2 will include the completion of a
Water shed |mplementation Plan which will be reviewed
by the Stan Fish Group and distributed to water shed
partners, then used to guide basin activities through 2004.
Slide presentations, on-line video clips and photos, and
other educational toolswill be prepared for Task 1.3.
Distribute annual report detailing all activities and
accomplishments.

SUCCESS
CRITERIA

Success will be judged on public and stakeholder
participation; number of projectsimplemented and
funded; direct feedback from stakeholdersand public.
Project success will be continually monitored via
discussions with basin stakeholders, the public, and the
Stan Fish Group. An on-line survey evaluation will also

solicit continual performance feedback.




Objective 2. Create and maintain on-line info resour ce and database. 2002-2004 $25,032 $159,720 $184,752
Task 2.1. Create web page. Establish URL, construct web page, post data and documents created after year 2002 by (W e b page $0 $100,480 $100,480
agencies and private consultants. Update site weekly with data from various projects, [completed within 6
meeting notes, project summaries, outreach and education tools. months.  Weekly
updates and other
data posting will
occur for 3years.
Task 2.2. Compile historical | Sear ch private consultant and agency filesfor documents and data. Enter documentsand [The majority of | $ 25,032 $59,240 $84,272

information

data into electronic format, summarize and graph, and upload to web site. Work with
agenciesto locate all historical documents and assur e accur acy of data.

this task will be
completed in the
first year (2002) of
the project, with
only 304 hours
scheduled for 2003.

PRODUCT

Task 2.1 will create a web site which will be updated each week for the duration of the project. Task 2.2 will produce a historical paper and electronic database
available to all watershed partnerson theinternet. Copies (paper and electronic) will be supplied to CDFG and USFWS.

SUCCESS CRITERIA

Success will be judged by the number of documents found, summarized, and placed on the inter net. Thousands of pages of data and information have already
been located, so it is certain that a substantial amount of historical fish data will be summarized and placed on the internet. Records will be kept on the number
of people that use the web site, how long they stay, and what type of infor mation they download to help assess the usefulness of the site. A user survey will also

be used to help determine what is most useful to water shed partners.

Objective 3. Increase efficiency of Stan Fish Group. 2002-2004 $0 $41,424 $41,424
Task3.1Coordinateregularmeetings. |Provideprofessional and administrativeser vicestothe Stan Fish Group. Organize meetings| 2002-2004 $0 $41,424 $41,424

prepare summary documents, prepare project summaries, host tours of river and project
sites.

PRODUCT

Primary product will be a mor e efficient group which accomplishes mor e, and reduced demands on agency staff time.

SUCCESS CRITERIA

Success will be evaluated by the Stan Fish Group on a meeting by meeting basis. Comparison of productivity of group over last 4 yearswill be possible.




Annual Stanislaus River Water shed Stewar dship Program Budget 2002-2004

Tech 2/1 Bio /1 Bio %2 Bio 3/5 L abor Total Matchin  Total
g
BUDGET 2002 Hours Rate |Hours Rate |Hours Rate |Hours Rate| Subtotal Travel Expendables Cost Funds CALFED
Objective 1: Manage information and coor dinate water shed activities.
Task 1.1: Collect, manage, and distribute water shed infor mation. - - 384  $60 - - 96 $90 | $31,680 $3,000 $3,000 $37,680 $0 $37,680
Task 1.2: Prepare Water shed | mplementation Plan and coor dinate - - - - 192 $62 | 480 $90 | $55,104 $6,000 $3,000 $64,104 $10,000 $54,104
water shed activities.
Task 1.3: Conduct water shed outreach and develop education tools. - - - - 384 $62 | 96 $90 [ $32,448 $1,000 $4,000 $37,448 $10,000 $27,448
Objective Subtotal| 0 - 384 - 576 - 672 - [ $119,232 $10,000  $10,000  $139,232 $20,000 $119,232
Objective 2: Create and maintain on-line infor mation resour ce and
database.
Task 2.1: Create and maintain web page www.stanislausriver.com. - - 800 $60 - - - - | $48,000 $0 $4,000 $52,000 $0 $52,000
Task 2.2: Compile historical information and data and put on-line. 1280 $33 | 480 $60 - - - - | $71,040 $1,200 $2,000 $74,240 $15,000 $59,240
Objective Subtotal 1280 - 1280 - 0 = 0 - | $119,040 $1,200 $6,000  $126,240 $15,000 $111,240
Objective 3: Increase efficiency of the Stanislaus River Fish Group.
Task 3.1: Coordinateregular Stanislaus River Fish Group meetings. - - - - 64 $62 | 96 $90 | $12,608  $600 $600 $13,808 $0 $13,808
Objective Subtotal| 0 - 0 - 64 - 96 - | $12,608  $600 $600 $13,808 $0 $13,808
TOTAL[1,280 - |1664 - | 640 - | 768 - | $250,880 $11,800 $16,600 $279,280 $35,000 $244,280
*Tech 2/1 isa Fisheries Technician Step 2, Level 1; Bio 1/1isa Fisheries Biologist Step 1, Level 1; and so on.
Tech 2/1 Bio 1/1 Bio Y2 Bio 3/5 Labor Total Matchin  Total
9
BUDGET 2003 Hours Rate |Hours Rate |Hours Rate |Hours Rate| Subtotal Travel Expendables Cost Funds CALFED
Objective 1: Manage information and coor dinate water shed activities.
Task 1.1: Collect, manage, and distribute water shed infor mation. - -| 384 $60 - - 96 $90 | $31,680 $2,000 $2,000 $35,680 $0 $35,680
Task 1.2: Prepare Water shed | mplementation Plan and coor dinate - - - {1 192 $62 | 480 $90 | $55,104 $5,000 $3,000 $63,104 $10,000 $53,104
water shed activities.
Task 1.3: Conduct water shed outreach and develop education tools. 0 - - | 288 $62 | 96 $90 | $26,496 $1,000 $3,000 $30,496 $10,000 $20,496
Objective Subtotal 0 - 384 - 480 - 672 - $113,280 $8,000 $8,000  $129,280 $20,000 $109,280
Objective 2: Create and maintain on-line information resour ce and
database.
Task 2.1: Create and maintain web page www.stanislausriver.com. - - 384  $60 - - - - | $23,040 $0 $1,200 $24,240 $0 $24,240
Task 2.2: Compile historical information and data and put on-line. 304 $33 - - - - - - | $10,032 $0 $0 $10,032 $10,032 $0
Objective Subtotal| 304 - 384 - 0 - 0 - | $33,072 $0 $1,200 $34,272  $10,032  $24,240
Objective 3: Increase efficiency of the Stanislaus River Fish Group.
Task 3.1: Coordinateregular Stanislaus River Fish Group meetings. - - - - 64 $62 | 96 $90 | $12,608  $600 $600 $13,808 $0 $13,808
Objective Subtotall 0 - 0 - 64 - 96 = $12,608  $600 $600 $13,808 $0 $13,808
TOTAL 304 - | 768 - | 544 - | 768 - $158,960 $8,600 $9,800  $177,360 $30,032 $147,328

*Tech 2/1isa Fisheries Technician Step 2, Level 1; Bio /1 isa Fisheries Biologist Step 1, Level 1; and so on.




Tech 2/1 Bio /1 Bio 1/2 Bio 3/5 L abor Total Matchin Total
g
BUDGET 2004 Hours Rate |Hours Rate |Hours Rate|Hours Rate| Subtotal Travel Expendables Cost Funds CALFED
Objective 1: Manage information and coor dinate water shed activities.
Task 1.1: Collect, manage, and distribute water shed infor mation. - 1 384 $60 - - 96 $90 | $31,680 $2,000 $1,000 $34,680 $0 $34,680
Task 1.2: Prepare Water shed | mplementation Plan and coor dinate - e - - 192 $62 | 480 $90 | $55,104 $5,000 $3,000 $63,104 $10,000 $53,104
water shed activities.
Task 1.3: Conduct water shed outreach and develop education tools. - | - -| 288 $62 | 96  $90 | $26,496 $1,000 $3,000 $30,496 $10,000 $20,496
Objective Subtotal 0 - 384 - 480 - 672 - $113,280 $8,000 $7,000  $128,280 $20,000 $108,280
Objective 2: Create and maintain on-line infor mation resour ce and
database.
Task 2.1: Create and maintain web page www.stanislausriver.com. - {1 384 360 - - - - $23,040 $0 $1,200 $24,240 $0 $24,240
Task 2.2: Compile historical information and data and put on-line. - - - - - - - | $0  $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Objective Subtotal 0 - 384 - 0 - 0 - $23,040 $0 $1,200 $24,240 $0 $24,240
Objective 3: Increase efficiency of the Stanislaus River Fish Group.
Task 3.1: Coordinateregular Stanislaus River Fish Group meetings. - - - - 64 $62 | 96 $90 | $12,608  $600 $600 $13,808 $0 $13,808
Objective Subtotal 0 - 0 - 64 - % - $12,608 $600 $600 $13,808 $0 $13,808
TOTAL 0 -] 768 -] 544 -] 768 - $148,928 $8,600 $8,800  $166,328 $20,000 $146,328
*Tech 2/1 isa Fisheries Technician Step 2, Level 1; Bio 1/1isa Fisheries Biologist Step 1, Level 1; and so on.
TOTAL BUDGET 2002-2004 L abor Total Matchin  Total

Subtotal Travel Expendables Cost

9
Funds CALFED

Total to Complete All Objectivesand Tasks

$558,768 $29,000

$35,200  $622,968

$85,032 $537,936




Environmental Information Form

Successful applicants are responsible for complying with all applicable laws and regulations for
their projects, including the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA

NEPA/CEQA

Any necessary NEPA or CEQA documents for an approved project must tier from the CALFED
Programmatic EISEIR. Approved projects must incorporate mitigation strategies listed in Appendix A of the
CALFED Programmatic Record of Decision to avoid or minimize the projects adver se environmental impacts.
Applicants are encouraged to review the Programmatic EI S/EIR and incor porate the applicable mitigation
strategies from Appendix A of the Programmatic Record of Decision in developing their projects and the
NEPA/CEQA documents for their projects.

1 Will this project require compliance with CEQA, NEPA, or both? Yes No_ X

If you checked noto question 1, pleaseexplain why complianceisnot required for theactionsin thisproposal> The
SRWSPwill beutilizing existinginformation and nofield activitieswill beconducted which would
require environmental permits.

If the project will require CEQA and/or NEPA compliance, identify the lead agency(ies).

CEQA Lead Agency,

NEPA Lead Agency,

Please check which type of document will be prepared.

CEQA NEPA
Categorical Exemption Categorical Exclusion
Initial Study Environmental Assessment/FONSI
EIR EIS

5. If you anticipaterelyingon either or both the Categorical Exemption or Categorical Exclusion for thisproject, please
specifically identify theexemption and/or exclusion that cover sthisproject. (Example: Fish and WildlifeServiceM anual
at 516 DM 6 Appendix 1.4 Categorical Exclusions Section B Resources Management: (1) Resear ch, inventory, and
information collection activities directly related to the conservation of fish and wildlife resources.)

If the CEQA/NEPA processisnot complete, pleasedescribethe estimated timelinesfor the processand the expected
date of completion.

6. If the CEQA/NEPA document has been completed:

What isthe name of the document?

Please attach a copy of the CEQA/NEPA document to the application.
Environmental Permitting and Approvals



Successful applicants must tier their project’s permitting from the CALFED Record of Decision and attachments
providing programmatic guidance on complying with the state and feder al endanger ed species acts, the Coastal Zone
M anagement Act, and sections404 and 401 of the Clean Water Act. The CALFED Program will provide assistancewith
project permitting through its newly established per mit clearing house.

Pleaseindicatewhat permitsor other approvalsmay berequired for theactivitiescontained in your proposal and which
have already been obtained. Please check all that apply.

No permitsarerequired for this proposal.

LOCAL PERMITSAND APPROVALS Needed? Obtained?

Conditional use permit

Variance

Subdivision Map Act

Grading per mit

General plan amendment

Specific plan approval

Rezone

Williamson Act Contract cancellation

Other

STATE PERMITSAND APPROVALS Needed? Obtained?

Scientific collecting per mit

CESA compliance: 2081

CESA compliance: NCCP

1601/03

CWA 401 certification

Coastal development per mit

Reclamation Boar d approval

Notification of DPC or BCDC

Other

FEDERAL PERMITSAND APPROVALS Needed? Obtained?

ESA compliance Section 7 consultation




ESA compliance Section 10 per mit

Riversand Harbors Act

CWA 404

Other

PERMISSION TO ACCESS PROPERTY

Permission to access city, county or other local agency land. If yes, indicatethe
name of the agency:

Permission to access state land. If yes, indicate the name of the agency:

Permission to access federal land. If yes, indicate the name of the agency:

Permission to access private land. If yes, indicate the name of the
agency:




CALFED BAY-DELTA PROGRAM
PROPOSAL SOLICITATION PACKAGE
LAND USE CHECKLIST

All applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications must contain answers
to the following questions to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to answer these
guestions and include them with the application will result in the application being considered

nonresponsive and not considered for funding.

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Do theactionsin the proposal involve physical changesin theland use? Yes No X

a) If you answered yesto# 1, describe what actionswill occur on theland involved in the proposal ?

b) If youanswered noto#1, explain what typeof actionsareinvolved in theproposal (i.e., resear ch only, planning
only). The proposal involves research of existing data and planning. No physical or on-the-ground work will be
involved.

How many acres of land will be subject to aland use change under the proposal?

What isthecurrent land useof thear ea subject toaland use change under theproposal? What isthecurrent zoning
and general plan designation(s) for the property? Doesthe current land useinvolve agricultural production?

a) Currentland use

b) Current zoning

c) Current general plan designation
d) Doescurrent useinvolveagricultural production? YES NO

Istheland subject to aland use changein the proposal currently under a Williamson Act contract?
YES NO

What isthe proposed land use of the area subject to aland use change under the proposal ?

Will the applicant acquire any land under the proposal, either in fee or through a conservation easement?
YES NO

a) |f you answered yesto# 6, describethenumber of acresthat will be acquired and whether the acquisition will
be of feetitle or a conservation easement:

b) Total number of acresto be acquired under proposal

¢) Number of acresto beacquired in fee
d) Number of acresto be subject to conservation easement

For all landssubject to aland use change under the proposal, describewhat entity or organization will managethe
property and provide operations and maintenance services.



8)Will the applicant require access across public or private property that the applicant does not own to accomplish the
activitiesin the proposal? Yes No

a) |If yes, theapplicant must attach written permission for accessfrom therelevant property owner(s). Failureto
includewritten permission for access may result in disqualification of the proposal during thereview process.
Resear ch and monitoring field projects for which specific sites have not been identified will be required to
provide access needs and per mission for access within 30 days of notification of approval.

9) For land acquisitions (feetitle or easements), will existing water rights be acquired? Yes No

10) Doesthe applicant propose any modificationsto the water right or changein the delivery of thewater? Yes No

a) |If yesto#10, please describe the modifications or changes.



