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WILDLIFE/RIPARIAN WORKGROUP 
Tuesday June 5, 2012
TRRP Office, Weaverville, CA and via WebEx 
Tuesday June 5, 2012; 9:30 AM 
Participants
Core members: Andrew Jensen (coordinator, DFG), C.J Ralph (FWS), James Lee (Hoopa Valley Tribe), John Bair (Hoopa Valley Tribe/McBain and Trush), Jamie Stephens,  Ian Ausprey (Klamath Bird Observatory), Eric Peterson, Nina Hemphill, and Brandt Gutermuth (TRRP).
Other participants: Robin Schrock, Andreas Krause, Ernie Clark, D.J. Bandrowski, Jeff Harris, Brian Dunn, J.D. Lewis (TRRP), George Kautsky (Hoopa Valley Tribe), Brad Henderson (DFG), Edon Kinney, (FWS). Leah Sloan, Ian Zach, 
Note taker: Kim Mattson (ENW).
Action Items derived during the Meeting
Comments on Upper Junction City and Lower Steiner Flat Revegetation design plan are due the end of this week.
Brandt Gutermuth and James Lee will frame the issues effectiveness of planting on private lands in a written statement for the Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup.
Comments from the Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup on the Indian Creek bank naturalization project are due next week.   
James Lee and John Bair will write up a memo of what they will be doing regarding the PITAs 1 and 2 so the Workgroups can be prepared to provide inputs. 
Ernie Clarke will send out a survey on performance measures as soon as possible (e.g., by June 8). 
Andrew Jensen will send out a Doodle Pool seeking a date for the next Wildlife and Riparian meeting.  
Brandt Gutermuth will distribute the draft baseline revegetation status report to the Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup members this week (June 8). 

Summary of Meeting by Agenda Items
Introductions and Agenda Review
Andrew Jensen opened the meeting.  The group introduced themselves.  
Western Pond Turtle Research at Lowden Site
Leah Sloan of Humboldt State University gave a Powerpoint slide presentation on her Master’s research on western pond turtles.  She provided background on the natural history of the turtles.  Turtles range from Mexico to Washington and are listed as “sensitive, concerned, or endangered” in the United States. Threats are varied and include habitat modification, dams, and introduced species. Colder water and reduced areas of slow water are considered to have reduced habitat suitability and has led to slower growth rates and smaller adult sizes in the mainstem Trinity compared to the South Fork Trinity. Smaller sizes and slower growth is thought to reduce reproductive success. 
Sloan performed field research in ponds at sites in along the mainstem Trinity and in two tributaries.  The ponds along the tributaries had greater numbers of small turtles and greater proportion of younger turtles than the mainstem.  She thought the difference was the presence of predators--Browns Creek and Little Brown’s Creek had no predators.  Sloan thought that bullfrogs may be a greater predator than large-mouth bass.  She thought conservation efforts should focus on creating ephemeral ponds as bullfrogs need two years to mature. 
Another part of Sloan’s research focused on terrestrial movements between lentic (slow water) habitats.  She used radio-telemetry to follow turtles over 19 months.  She found 70-80 % of the turtles made terrestrial movements each year, and moved mainly from April to October.  She thought movement was for nesting, overwintering, and travel between aquatic habitats.  70 % of the marked turtles used multiple habitats.  Some turtles used the newly created habitat (settlement pond).  Of the five permanent ponds at Lowden Ranch, RW-3 was used less frequently.  Sloan thought this was due to the cooler water (16 C versus over 20 C at other ponds) caused by greater shading.  RW-3 also had a different insect assemblage (more Dipteran and less other taxa). 
Sloan concluded that western pond turtles use a larger landscape than single ponds, predators may be affecting population, and this has implications for conservation management.   
Responding to questions she said her choice of research sites was driven by mainly access to land.  She thinks turtles may be well distributed in other tributaries but this has not been well researched.  She thought building ephemeral ponds is good, but also building ponds farther away from bullfrog habitat may be important (e.g., 250 m from bullfrogs).  She noted there was very little information about how bullfrogs move. 
Upper Junction City and Lower Steiner Flat Replanting Design
John Bair noted he had delivered his 50 % design for vegetation at Upper Junction City and Lower Steiner Flat.  As part of his design more species have been included, they would be provided by a grower, and would be irrigated.  This would allow more planting by using container stock versus cuttings.  The intent of his design is to get the sites vegetated and not necessarily for self-regeneration.  Based on input from the Resources Conservation District, he modified the shapes of the planting groups (less squares).  The design also has a greater effort on upland planting and he has included pine.  The Lower Steiner Flat will have more large plants (3-6 feet in height) since they expect more public use there.  Bair said he is looking for written comments on the design document by the close of business on Friday.  
Andrew Jensen asked Bair to explain how conifer was introduced to the plan and Jensen wanted the group to be able to discuss this.  Bair noted that new insights now recognize large conifers contribute to woody debris and conifers are part of a natural riparian mix.  Ponderosa pine was the conifer of choice for its growth and survival. He expects conifers need 150 years to reach 3-foot diameter and cottonwoods growth twice as fast but do not last as long as conifers once in the stream. Despite this, he thought the cottonwoods would load the channel faster.  
Responding to more questions, Bair noted that they are introducing a survival threshold into the contracts and that the irrigation should help survival.  Eric Peterson asked if they should contract professional planters and let them decide on where to plant.  Brad Henderson asked if conifers will naturally recruit. Bair said yes, but natural recruitment may take longer.  Jamie Stephens asked if there is a way to manage the planted pines so that they do not eventually overtake the planted mixed stands.     
Action item: Comments on Upper Junction City and Lower Steiner Flat Revegetation design plan are due the end of this week.
Replanting on Private Lands—Modes of Long-term Protection and Mitigation Credit
Brandt Gutermuth noted that his discussion will be held in the field on the trip this afternoon.  He noted now that the issue of planting on private lands is being questioned as to whether the vegetation will sustain itself as a 1-to1 replacement for 10 years.  They currently are facing a deficit for the riparian habitat restoration.  The issue is that private land ownership can change and the vegetation may be removed.  Also, the vegetation may not provide the habitat expected benefits as a result of excessive lights, noise, or cats associate with the private properties.  
The notion of conservation easements that go along with the property has been discussed.  Conservation easements on small parcels can be expensive.  Gutermuth is looking for input on this issue of whether they should take advantage of private lands given that they will have more difficulty assuring the success.  James Lee asked if Gutermuth would prepare a more formal listing of the issues.  John Bair noted revegetation is not necessarily a long-term restoration but is more of mitigation.  Bair recommended that the designs try to incorporate restoration processes where the vegetation will regenerate itself over time.  Jensen noted that they have been focused on a 1-to-1 replacement and greater focus on ecosystem restoration makes sense.  
George Kautsky asked about the planting deficit.  Gutermuth corrected this and said that success has not occurred on all sites (e.g., Hocker Flat).  There was general agreement that regulations drive actions differently that ecosystems restoration.  Brad Henderson noted that DFG does much of its mitigation on private lands as these are preferable as long as there is a commitment such as a conservation easement.  D.J. Bandrowski noted that the lands in the corridor are about an even mix of private and federal and most revegetation is on federal lands.  Even with a conservation easement, the landowner needs to be a willing partner.  
Action item: Brandt Gutermuth and James Lee will frame the issues effectiveness of planting on private lands in a written statement for the Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup.
Action item: Comments from the Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup on the Indian Creek bank naturalization project are due next week.   
Project Update PITAs 1 and 2
Ernie Clarke introduced James Lee as the new riparian ecologist. Lee got his M.S. research on fox squirrels at the University of Georgia. He has performed partial work toward a Ph.D. at Oregon State University.  More recently he has worked with consulting firms.  Lee presented a Powerpoint slideshow on Trinity riparian function and values.  He wanted to use this as a background to describe how they are approaching the Priorities Issues to Address (PITA) 1 and 2.  PITAs were based on the stated objectives found in the Trinity River Flow Evaluation Study.  He noted the recognition of the value a self-sustaining, diverse riparian communities.  
PITA 1: Desired riparian vegetation conditions and quantitative targets, linked to a suitable ecological model describing how desired condition should be achieved and maintained.
PITA 2: How to define the risk of encroachment.
Lee noted two main questions as “What can we ask of riparia to better achieve the programmatic goals?  Can we refine the goals and objectives?”  He said a white paper on the PITAs will be drafted by July and will seek input from the workgroups.  A second draft will be produced by September; a final draft by will be produced by January.  
Lee noted they are seeking an objective basis for defining desired conditions and risk of encroachment.  This will help to improve our ability to integrate riparian work with fish and will help to develop the ideas of a restored system.  Lee noted they still have a ways to go.  
Ernie Clarke noted that a multidisciplinary workshop may be held to get input from group such as the fish Workgroup. 
George Kautsky asked if they have a sense of the desired future condition.  He asked if the program is “way off line” in what they have been doing.  John Bair acknowledged that “reasonable minds will differ.”  Bair noted that it is difficult to define a future condition as there are differing views of what the river will look like.  He said the PITAs came about to try to define what the different organisms may want from the river.    
Action item: James Lee and John Bair will write up a memo of what they will be doing regarding the PITAs 1 and 2 so the Workgroups can be prepared to provide inputs. 
Workgroup Topics, Next Meeting, Agenda Topics
Jaime Stephens provided a brief update on the work of the Klamath Bird Observatory.  She noted that Ian Ausprey previously presented work on focal species at the five rehabilitation sites.  She said they have observed a negative association with construction floodplain and a positive association with riparian condition.  They are looking at historic data sets of bird banding.  They are also working on their investigation plan and are building on the strengths of the historic banding and adding some new work.  
Ian Ausprey noted the work planned for this summer.  They will focus on monitoring riparian for bird behavior, building on existing work.  One scale for their monitoring is the 40-mile reach.  Another scale focuses on 6 rehabilitation sites and 3 controls.  They are doing vegetation surveys on planted areas. The riverine monitoring starts this month and will look at mergansers, kingfishers, and dippers. 
On another topic, Ernie Clarke noted that the performances measures are posted on the website and he wants to know if there are any gaps.  He is also seeking a way that a score that can be assigned.  
Action item: Ernie Clarke will send out a survey on performance measures as soon as possible (e.g., by June 8). 
Clarke also noted that Andrew Jensen has lead this group for a year and anyone interested in taking over should think about this for August. 
Andrew Jensen thought the next meeting would be next August.
Action item: Andrew Jensen will send out a Doodle Pool seeking a date for the next Wildlife and Riparian meeting.  
Tentative Field Trip to Indian Creek, Effects of Peak Flows
Brandt Gutermuth noted the document describing the Indian Creek contouring and revegetation work.  He said they will also have a chance to see the effects of the spring flows.  The group discussed other sites to visit—Reading Creek, Wheel Gulch, Sawmill or Lowden.   
Adjourn of Main Meeting 12:30 PM
Notes from Field Trip to Indian Creek and Reading Creek
The Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup visited the upper portion of the Indian Creek rehabilitation site on the Trinity River.  No work had been started here yet.  They met landowners Jim Smith and Dan Dickerson on their properties.  Brandt Gutermuth, John Bair, and Dave Gaeuman explained some of the plans to help reduce the erosion here.  The group discussed the issues of revegetation on private properties versus public properties. Smith said he would prefer to not sign an easement; he was interested in having a sloped bank instead of a cut bank.  Both landowners commented that they would like to maintain views of the river and avoid shading their solar panels.  
The next stop was Reading Creek at the Douglas City Campground, a reconstructed floodplain that was performed in 2010.  Here, the river channel was widened and the floodplain lowered and replanted.  Since 2010, the site had received 11,000 and 6,000 cfs flows.  John Bair explained the planting pods where 6 cuttings were planted into hole excavated down to the water table.  He noted that about 70 % of these cuttings appeared to still survive today.  Brandt Gutermuth said a formal survey had been performed and he would distribute the report.  Native grasses had been seeded and these were also surviving. Naturally established seedlings were also evident but were only in their first year.  In some areas, sweet clover was observed to be a strong competitor but it was also a noted to be a nitrogen fixer.  The group discussed the role of pine and conifers in the riparian zone and its value as a source of woody debris but its competition with other valued riparian species. The group viewed the spoil pile created from the floodplain lowering and observed abundant growth of sweet clover but also surviving native grasses and planted ponderosa pine seedlings. 
Action item: Brandt Gutermuth will distribute the draft baseline revegetation status report to the Wildlife and Riparian Workgroup members this week (June 8). 
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	Desired Outcomes:
	
1. Discuss Performance Measures 
2. Discuss Guided Hydrographs and Species
3. Review of Ongoing Projects
4. Conduct a Field Trip to Observe Peak (6000 cfs) Flows

	WebEx Info:
	See below

	Please bring:
	Field-gear for Fieldtrip (boots, raingear if needed, lunch, etc.)

	Agenda Items

	Time
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	9:30
	1.  Introductions (New Members) / Agenda review and finalization
	A. Jensen

	9:35
	2. Western Pond Turtle research at Lowden Rehab Site – HSU master’s work 
	Leah Sloan

	10:35
	3.  Upper Junction City and Lower Steiner Flat Replanting Design 
	Bair

	11:15
	4.  Replanting on Private Lands – Modes of Long-term Protection and Mitigation Credit

	Gutermuth

	11:30
	5.   Project Update – PITAs 1 and 2
	Lee

	12:15
	6.  Work group topics – Performance Measures (Survey to be sent by Ernie)
(a) Next Meeting Date - 
(b)Agenda Topics
	Roundtable

	12:30
	7.  Tentative Fieldtrip –  1) Indian Creek Bank Naturalization onsite visit and review of proposed plans, 2) Observe Effects of May 2012 Peak 6000 cfs Flows / Discuss Wildlife and Riparian Issues Related to the Flows – at another site 
     Location TBD (Bring Field-gear and a Lunch)
	Group
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WebEx Meeting information 
------------------------------------------------------- 
Topic: Wildlife/Riparian Work Group Meeting 
Date: Tuesday, June 5, 2012 
Time: 9:30 am, Pacific Daylight Time (San Francisco, GMT-07:00) 
Meeting Number: 578 061 698 
Meeting Password: Abc!123 

------------------------------------------------------- 
To start or join the online meeting 
------------------------------------------------------- 
Go to https://trrp.webex.com/trrp/j.php?ED=199693797&UID=487141902&PW=NOGE4MDE5NWQy&RT=MiM0 

------------------------------------------------------- 
Audio conference information 
------------------------------------------------------- 
Call-in toll number (US/Canada): 1-408-792-6300 

Access code:578 061 698 


