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Dear State Water Quality Control Board:

~ilf 14 2001

Sa~e:rsBar, CA OOfYZl

e-mail: in{o@srrc.org

2002 303(d) List Update
Reference # 13

The following comments are submitted by the Salmon River Restoration Council to your review process
regarding thc impaired watershed .status for the Salmon River. There are some erron> in the way that the
Salmon River is currently listed and we· would like to offer some corrections. These corrections are
consi:-tent with what the federal and state land management agencies and the Klamath River Fisheries Task
Force reflect in their management plans and other assessments, such as the Salmon River SUb-Basin
Sediment Analysis (De La FucntcJ USFS -1994) and the Subbasin Restoration Strategy (Draft
USFSlRestoration Council - 2000).

The Salmon River is listed as being impaired due to temperature and IIutrient. There is not an excessive
loading of nutrients in the Salmon River :-y:-tem. In facl many de:-cribe the Salmon River as being nutrient
deficient for anadromous fisheries nee<ls. Instead of being listed for "n\ltrient and temperature,", the Salmon
River should be listed for" sediment and temperature" .

Currently the Salmon River is identified as the "Klamath/Salmon". This should be changed just to read the
"Salmon" River. The Salmon River is very similar in size to the Shasta and the Scott Rivers which are both
listed separate from the Klamath. In addition, all segments of the Klamath River are already listed as
independent segments (such as: Iron Gate tn Scott and the Scott to Witchepec and Witchepcc to the
mouth.. The Salmon River should he listed as itself the "Salmon" River and not in conjunction with the
Klamath River.

Perhaps the mistaken linking of the Salmon with the Klamath lead the past reviewers to conclude that the
Salmon has exce:-sive nutrient loading. Thi:- incorre.:t listing ha~ been particularly problematic to our
organization because several of our proposals were not considered for funding in the past Proposition 13
funding cycle because our proposals were addressing sediment and not nutrient. Please see the two
enclosures for details about the proposal rnnkings. The incorrect listing makes it quite difficult for us or
others to effectively restore the Salmon River watershed.

Please make these corrections to the description of the Salmon River in the impaired status listing,
If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me or other specialists who work in our office.
We appreciate the great work that the Board docs and look forward to working with you and providing any
other infonnatiorl to you about the Salmon River.

ReSPCC~IY; IJ . .t..
~~'V---.

Peter rucker - Program Coordinator
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Proposal number'm CQst $ 89,100 Host Seo::75 I)
Prop(Jsal tit". Salmoa 'U~r Cwpel'llUvt NODOU Weedr,b~l Proaram
III 6 COUnUcl? No
Proposal t~ tper 19114(a)} LoA) WII&e:nbcd M.D&.ePltlii P1ln- AIl Em1ro"tn~ntaJA~matfor
ContN1llng Spotted Ie Diftust KI\'p~ populaUol\ on Salmoll Rlnr
Rt-vi"ww's name and ~itiala "t'J'!'I.~ JUcd (»6R) "

iYgriD& priteti.· «().J(»): ~

.. The filII tUl ofcricen. (brJow) ~an ~ found in the RPP

1. Proj~l ~n l\IItain Ileaeftti for Z~ycan (o.~) 3
2. Proj~l lneeU req,drenDII of79114(1) (0.5) -'
~. PfQ~' i$ \ecMk:a111 W\l1'Jd 1nc1 efl'ectlvepef wq (O-S) ~

4. Proj~ wlU lemev. mea&urablo ~Icr qlll1lty improvements (o.JO) 8
~. Project implemtntt Mllnllitmanl MAsureIl per Californi.'5 NPS ProjT&m Pian (0.5) :3
6. Projt.et imp1emema .cd~lia in 8ft esUlb1ilbcd plan (O-S) <t
7. PJoject eotllribwllift 'I7IOl'e effective 1Wa,CJ'Ihod manaJeme!l1 (0·') 3
8. Proposal iDcludO$ mca8UI'eI ofproject$~. (0.5) 4
9. Proj~ has~ _eholde?' h1~¥.meIUang 10«1 inP\lt «)'10) 9
10, Project contribute. fQ oogoin8 NPS i~nwion throughout project area (O-S) 5
11. ProJoot b ready to pt(ae(1.nci is fully NDCPOIIa) (0..10) ?
12. PrQj~l,;' IIddrcaJes pollUtIon ia a c.esary I UWA wattrlhed «(}-S) 4
l~. Project Implements actlvitiea idontltiecl in a WRAS or equivalenl (O-S) 4

14. Pmj"l ~lOln'~DI wiCh ViMJ Chapcet «()..!) 3
1S. ProjOd it a hljh piori1y for this orpQi'ation (0·15) 10

Summa)']/acJcttlloqal t'ommnUI The Salmvn River 1s aD Impaired wlllerbMly for JI1ltrlents and
\U1\perat\\rt. ReJnovlnl noxiout .... bas beeh a 6-)'tU 0)) gf»ing pruJram. Nl)xil)ul weed reJ'llO"~

is IIOt addreHW lD 1M Aala.on Rlyf'P WMlopd is ItO' • Io~h priority ror this regioJ1. RedUl;e
paLldde \1M .lId luapren tM rJpariaD »nt are encouraged. CIS at GPS an vtilUed in lb.
prop<lMl. Tbere iI • 8tfOI 'Volu...-ln"oI'erMnt.
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P~1l1 numbel' "22!1 C~t $100.000
PropQliIl title Salmon Niver ComJ'MiMY Restoradoll PrOllJ'llDt
Proposallype rl)er'l9114<a») ,
Reviewer's name aDd initials Cantt1Alkack
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S9QriPI erltsWi· «()'100):
• The 'till lest ofcnteriJ (below) elln be fOl.lnd in the RFP

1. Projrcl ~.n susllln btnefilJ fer 2().yeart (0..5)
2,~ meel5 rcquinsmcru of 'rj 114(&)(~)
3. Project I, t~hnically IOIiDd aog effective per wq (0-')
4. Projeel 'WiII.hio~e mc:&Ifiuraij, water QlI"lily impro¥'CIDGfI'5 (0-10)
5. Project implements Manll8Clnelll Measure. per Cali1ornia'&!IIPS Program Plan (00S)
6, Project i~lcrntnu I1lClivities in an eltAblistlod plan (0-5)
7, Projoet wnlrib\l'es to more effeottvt waJerlbed management (O·S)
8. Proposal incllJdea meuull".s of ptnj~ J~"(o.~)

9. Project hu wdeql.we stakehOlder I.YolYe~nt and l~al inpul (),.] 0)
1O. J-rojcc: contriblltellO OIIioinJl NPS implementation th7Q\Jibout projec:t aTCI «()..S)
II. Project is read)' &0 proceed and is fully functional CO-tO}
12. Project acldntsu p('lIudon in;l eItelOf)' I UWA walershc~ (~')
IJ. Project implements activities identifted ill a WRAS Or CCjlliva1cllt (0-5)
14. Project CXlnlitteDl whh~ ChapIer (~5)
IS. Projccllu Illstl priority fQr lids ori,nizaUon (()'1~)
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SUbllnal')'/addldoael COMn.....: The PmpoAJ Is for watershesl rwtoration 8nt4 mol'ltLoriol in the
Salmon R.I~"r ""lltcnbM. Tlte P!'OWAJ ...... that tnt wlllcnhcd is lmp"'Nd reI' Bc!Umc.aat una
teTnfM)l'Itul't howeycr U!. watenhe4 it ,duaUy impaired lor nutrimts and te:rnperat\lrc, The
PIVIJQfIaI has two pa"" The first it to, monltoriJl4 ..... Im;ple"",,,,tJltlon And .fTrdlv.n.. t>'l pAct and
p at nsloradoa and mabllaemtat aCltMli. &lid the ~nd is felr lmpJemotatiOl1 gf minor
....10 110. proJects. 'I\f BlODItoJ'tJlI pt'ClposaJ iii r.lrly dftllUed and wUl Foeus on de~rm1ntb2 PfIIlt
rtlIto ,. and ta+ Dbjtelh-el of cheM projects. Mcmltorina will be med to determine 1£ the
objlCttftl were~ aad how the projett It dol. for t1sh hhllat hnprovtmeJtt. The mtoradop
~""UlfM'P8nt tad,- .... ''''UDe!Jl Ad ad4Utlonai aPOolton.. 0111.'0 mnes of road system to
determlM what hllplV~CI_D'" "Mdt eecclInpllabDlem. 'J'be rwlonUon proar-m 11 not cl_rly
deft..... espeo5aUy ,f\'CD tbat the proposal dO'.. tn., tbe~taWSR 81r-.ady detaUw 'ill P""')o~

p1aJluq documeall. Tbe points a1~ IQr eaeb ulltria reneeC the undMr Implemtntalion program.
11 II dlmrult to ..elern.. It tltt' proaram .. l~icUl)'~und .nd w;a han B\lII~I"ed 'o._.titl: for 20
1.... RecommeacJ .ddt~ or more HbJJ to tbe rtlItoratloJl program, Indudir,g mon&torillland
evalmatJOD ohl'...... qualityImp~ aDd au.tainabWty, I
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