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Idaho Salmon Corps
Completes Fencing Projects

“Never doubt that a small group of thoughiful, committed citizens can change the world,
mdeed it is the only thing that ever has.”' — Margaret Mead

n October 1993, Congress created
AmeriCorps through the National and
Community Service Trust Act and directed Lhe corps

to focus on critical needs [acing the nation’s
conununitics, In the state of 1daho, three separate
divisions of the corps have been formed. This
includes the Salmon Corps

The Salmon Corps consists

_of 26 members from the
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes and
the Nez Perce Tribe, These
AmeriCorps members work on
fisherics and wildlile projects.
They mamtain trails, plant native
vegetation on streambeds, fence
riparian arcas, establish native
plant nurseries, build in-stream
structures to enhance fishenes
habitat and conduct spawning
SUTVeVSs.

Protecting and restoring fish habitat in the
region is a high priornity for the tribes. The initial
fencing work on the Fort Hall Bottoms area to
proteet critical habitat for numerous species of’
waterfowl, native fish, and big pame has gone well.
Sa. the tribes extended the same work off the
reservation.

In cooperation with local landowners, Idaho
Power Company, and the Shashone Bannock Tribes,
The Model Watershed Project mitiated a program in
the Pahsimeroi Valley last winter. Tribal biologists

traveled to Salmon and met with Idaho Fish and
Game and Idaho Power Company personnel to
identify critical salmon habitats that could benefit
from a fencing project. They also identified local
landowners that might be willing to provide access
and sipm written agreements to authorize specific
habitat protection projects.

Following these efforts, Idaho
Power agreed ta purchase the
necessary matenals to build one-hall
mile of five-rail jack fence in the lower
Pahsimeroi Watershed. On Janunary
31 the work began. The project was
estimated to take a week to ten days
to complete. but was finished in only
four days. The speed was in part due
to full cooperation of all the
participants and to the Pahsimeroi
Fish Hatchery stafl for use of their
facilitics.

In Tune of 1995 the Salmon Corps was called
on again to install 5,000 feet of electric fence on the
Rich Dingas ranch. The fence project is part of a
five year, long-lerm agreement developed for Rich
by the Natural Resources Conservation Service.

These projects provide young adults with life
skills and job-readiness training while working to
restore important habitats. The Salmon Corpsisa
program that promises to be beneficial to fish and
wildlifc habitat, and a positive, growing experience
for our young people.
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Hatching Box Project Underway

Wh:n appears (o be a discarded refrigerator
could well be one of the solutions to
mcreasing the survival of fertilized eggs in a stream
bed. The Model Watershed advisory committee was
mstrumental in explormg and getting this mnovative
project ofl the ground.

Back in January, Scott Tumer, a member of the
advisory conunittee, accompanied local Tdaho
Department of Iish and Game personnel on a trip to
Wyoming to see these structures and determine if
they were [easible in this arca. Whalt they [ound was
that this simple technique was producing thousands
of resident fish in natural surroundings.

Scott Turner tends hatchine bos for steelhead eges

Chinook eggzs were not available this yvear, so
steelhead trout eggs were used. Seven hatching
boxes, made lrom discarded refiigerators al the cost
of about $60 each, are scattered throughout the
Salmon River drainage and will hatch 208,000 eggs.
Tumer personally tends three of the boxes.

Final results are not yet available, but the
survival rate of fiy should average better than 90%.
Unlike hatchery fish, the fry live and eal in the creek
ouce they leave their box. And they are handled
less. No pit-tagging or fin-clipping,

If all goes as hoped. pairs from this years fry
should live to retum to the Salmon River drainage to
spawn naturally.

Coordinators’ Comments

Hv Melph Swift

le past months have been very busy for the Model

Watershed. We have produced two drafts of the
Model Watershed Plan, The (sl drall has been reviewed by
the Advisory and lechnival commitlecs. Landowners within the
watershads and groups that expressed interast in the plan have
alzo had an apporiunity to comment

In March the National Marine Fisheries Service (MNMMES)
produced the draft Recovery Plan for Soake River Saloon,
INMES held hearings in several Jocations theowghout Tdalw aod |
was able o allend the one in 1daho Falls. Whal [ heard {and the
majority opinions that | received from the hearings around
Idahn’) was that the plan was inadaquate to solvs the problams
that dams eange sut-nugranng juvenile salmen,

The other message | heard from Snake River [rigation
Prstricts is they object to sendig 427,000 acee feet of wata
down the river for an meresse o fow velovily through the
damns. They are willing o make saenlices and chanpes, but
omby i it will show a sirnilicant increase in stream flow velocity
and the ultimate survival of juvenile salmon. Many of the
speakers falked ahoor harging of juveantles, ‘They sand and |
agrea, that this e a M-year experunent that has not been
ctfective w1 recovery of salmon, only the prolonging of its
extinction.

The final message [ heard was that NMFS should connmt
b Tesouress lo mipralion 1ssoes and let watershed groups, like
the Meodel Walershed, deal witl habilat issoes. NMFES docs nol
have the persennel or resources obe mvalved i an-the-gronmd
habitat concarns

In elosmg, | would like to pay ribute to four gentlemen
whom | had the good tortune to know i our comuonity: Willie
Jakovac, Bob Adams. Bugene Edvards and Kent Smuth. These
men have pone on toseed o bugher reward, but ther fendstup
will alwavs be with e and those that knew them. Thei
passing reminds me that the Model Watershad 5 not just ahowt
figh, but also about communilics and their leadara. All of these
men stepped up and gave their time and reaoncces for others
You didn t have to know them well to be donsiderad a frend
and know that they had a desp sense of the land they owned
Thesy wesre all prond of thear lamd and their fand redlected thew
care and knowledge. While differeit, each one on my furst visit
to their ranch, showed me what help be wanted, They also
showed me what they had done i the past aod whiat they
planned to do in the future, Each of these men was o principle
el liss sel ligh standards for us o follow, They would lision Lo
both sides of an issue and then try o reach a compromisa
without compromising their principles, They will be missead’
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Lemhi Diversions Consolidated

Divurm:m L5 om the Lembu River 1s down-
stream ol the highway 28 brdge near the 28
Club The L-5 diversion has a decreed water right of six
cubne leet per second (els) plus a historical use ol waler 3l
arate of about 26 efs when not attecting, other water righi
helders. 'The Lembu River Adjudication established this
right i 1978 and 15 recognized by the State of Idaho as a
lezal water right, Some view the 20 ofs of water diverted
over the six ofs as a hugh water right enly. meaning that it
15 only taken in the spring durnng lugh run off. But this s
not the case. | reality, because of the way the diversion
hias been construcied, any time there is water flowing past
L-& it was diverted into L-3. This could fluctuate from 5
to 26 ¢fs before any water was passed on down the river,
This can occur in the spritig, summer ot early fall. When
the Lembhi flows are low, as in 1992 and 1994, the section
aof river below the L-35 diversion 1s dry.

In duly of 1994 the irmgators nutiated a “fish flush™ to
deal with extreme low water flows i the river, They
voluntarly released decreed irngation water for a twelve
hour period, This flush was very successful in increasing
fleowes and demonstrated the cooperation of local irrigators,
There are ather times, if not diverted by L-5 and L4, there
would bz enoush water in the river zo there would not be a
- need for a flush  That 1s why (here was real interest when
the 1-5 land owner brought before the steenng conumtiee
an wdes Lo transfer 6 el of decreed water to L-RA and
chmmnate the L-5 thversion . He would do thes iC the groop
could find a way to purchase the properly dircetly above
his s that he could control the water. He alse would
forgo the diversion of the 20 ofs of "high water.” He could
do this because he would be able to use the 6 cfs n
combination with the tail water collected from the
proposed purchase, This would effectively irrigate the
land currently irrigated from the L-5 diversion.

Some of the obstacles to overcome were 1) the
Bureau of Reclamation { BoR) had no authority to
purchase land under the Water Conservation
Demonsteation Project, nor does it want to purchase and
ow Jand in Lemhi County, 21 others would view this
negatively as a purchase of land with a benefit to only one
land owner, 3} the cost of the property would not be at fair
markel value

The BoR was involved because the L-5 diversion was
under consideration for construction of a permanent
diversion, fish ladder and fish screen at an estimated cost
of $350 000, This cost was 1o be carried by the BoR with
- the imgator responsible for all operation and maintenance
estimated at $6,300 annually.

Some pround rules were established early in the
demonstrabon project and one of these rules was that the
govermmenl would not try to come into the county and buy
tand and rielive the waler nghts for an instream flow. They
alaoagieed Lo explore allernatives and use the one that
made the most iological sense for the nver at 1he leas
cost. Another rule was that the red tape and Dureancracy
that often accompanies government projects be reduced
Thete was also gowng 1o be risks involved i the decrsion
making and evervone was nol always gomg 1o be happy

The adjoiming land owner was approached and a
price of 300,000 for the 280 acres was determined by
mdependent apprasal. This was B0 000 less than the
proposed diversion sirnclure, sa this wdea was pursued,
The oplion was Lo puichase the Tand and then sall it at a
niarket value to the adjoming land owner This was
beyond the reach of the Demo Progeet or Lhe Maodel
Watershed. The Nature Conservancy was conlacted and
decided to assist following an initial mesting in Salmon
and a follow-up meeting 1in Hailey. They worked out the
deal and made the necessary purchase and properly resale

The Mature Conservaney purchased the 280 acres,
They then reserved all the Land development nghts and
ook conservalion easements on wetlands and npanan
casements. This was Lo enswre that the land would abways
remain agricultucal and not be sobdivaded (o housimg or
otherwise developed. The land was then sold (o the L-5
diversion owner for approximately 81100000 The land
owner also donated two acres of land along the Lemh
River for public fishing access. The & cofs of water was
transferred to L-84 and the L-5 diversion elinunated,  An
additional bepefit was that the L-84 fish screen was
already consbructed to handie 32 cfs. This will make this a
mare ellicient sereen plus not cost a nickel more to build,

This was a reasonable alternative with both biclogical
and economic values, [t provides maximum fishery
benefits by a complete removal of the L-5 diversion from
the nver. It does not guarantee continued river flow past
-5 but it does guarantee that anytime water passes the L-
& diversion, 11 will go on down the river to af least the L-
A4 diversion The L=3 A diversion has a low water decres,
plus tad waler and rechased water from the land above.
Therclore, 1L shonld nal require taking the water passed by
the old L-5 diversion

This 13 another example of how the agencies and land
owners in Lembn County are working together for
tncdogical and economie benefits
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