
PART I - ADMINISTRATIVE

Section 1.  General administrative informationtc \l1 "PART I - ADMINISTRATIVESection 1.  General administrative information


Title of project  


Restore the Salmon River, in the Challis, Idaho area, to a healthy condition through the efforts of a collaborative, locally-based, watershed group.


BPA project number
9901900


Contract renewal date (mm/yyyy)
11/20/99

Multiple actions? (indicate Yes or No)
Yes

Business name of agency, institution or organization requesting funding


Custer County Watershed Group


Business acronym (if appropriate)


Proposal contact person or principal investigator:


Name

Mailing address

City, ST Zip

Phone

Fax

Email address
Mark Olson

Box 305

Challis, Idaho 83226

208-879-4428

208-879-4428




NPPC Program Measure Number(s) which this project addresses


7.6A, 7.6B, 7.6C, 7,6D, 7.7A, 7.8A



FWS/NMFS Biological Opinion Number(s) which this project addresses


Listed as critical habitat for chinook, steelhead, bull trout, wolves, bald eagles, peregrine falcons, and ute ladies’-tresses



Other planning document references


Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan Task No.s 1.4b, 1.4c, 1.4d



Short description


Restore river corridor to a healthy condition by reestablishing riparian vegetation and allowing the floodplain to become functional.  Social and political factors are being addressed through a county-based watershed group.



Target species


Chinook salmon, steelhead, bull trout, westslope cutthroat, rainbow trout


Section 2.  Sorting and evaluation
tc \l1 "Section 2.  Sorting and evaluation
[?]Several groups, each needing the projects sorted and grouped in different ways, will evaluate each proposed project.  To streamline the process, this section of the form requests information on subregion/subbasin, evaluation process, and project type.  CBFWA sorts and groups the proposals by CBFWA caucus, CBFWA evaluation process, and subregion/subbasin.  The Watershed Technical Workgroup (WTWG) sorts by CBFWA Evaluation process and subregion/subbasin.  ISRP sorts by subregion/subbasin and ISRP project type.
Subbasin

Upper Salmon River Basin

Evaluation Process Sort
tc \l2 "Evaluation Process Sort
[?]CBFWA, the WTWG and ISRP will use this information to sort the proposals for the review process.  Each of the caucuses, evaluation processes and project types has at least one set of project evaluation criteria.  It is very important that your proposal clearly and succinctly address all of the appropriate criteria.  See Appendix 1 in the attached instructions for the criteria used in each review process.
CBFWA caucus

CBFWA eval. Process

ISRP project type


X one or more caucus

If your project fits either of these processes, X one or both

X one or more categories


X
Anadromous fish
X
Multi-year (milestone-based evaluation)
XXXX
Watershed councils/model watersheds

X
Resident Fish
X
Watershed project eval.

Information dissemination

X
Wildlife



Operation & maintenance






New construction






Research & monitoring






Implementation & mgmt






Wildlife habitat acquisitions

Section 3.  Relationships to other Bonneville projects
tc \l1 "Section 3.  Relationships to other Bonneville projects
[?]See description of relationship types in attached documentation.
Umbrella / sub-proposal relationships
.  List umbrella project first.

Project #tc \l4 "Project #

Project title/description













Other dependent or critically-related projects
tc \l2 "Other dependent or critically-related projects
Project #
Project title/description
Nature of relationship

9202603
Idaho Model Watershed Program














Section 4.  Objectives, tasks and schedules
tc \l1 "Section 4.  Objectives, tasks and schedules
[?]The purpose of this section is to understand what objectives the project has completed to date (if ongoing), and what objectives and tasks are planned, including costs.  Three tables are listed below: a) past accomplishments, b) objectives and tasks, and c) schedules and costs.  The last two fields are scheduling constraints and project completion date.
Past accomplishments
tc \l2 "Past accomplishments
[?]Briefly describe past major accomplishments and milestones, to the nearest year.  If the accomplishment is associated with specific biological objectives, describe how those objectives were met (or not).  List only one accomplishment per row, using multiple rows for a single year if necessary.  If you need more rows, press Alt-Insert from within this table.  Alt-Delete to delete rows.
Year
Accomplishment
Met biological objectives?

1998
Initiate Project after budget confirmation fall 98














Objectives and tasks
tc \l2 "Objectives and tasks
[?]Briefly describe measurable objectives and the tasks needed to complete each objective.  Use Column 1 to assign numbers to objectives (for reference in the next table), and Column 3 to assign letters to tasks.  Use Columns 2 and 4 for the descriptive text.  Objectives do not need to be listed in any particular order, and need only be listed once, even if there are multiple tasks for a single objective.  List only one task per row; if you need more rows, press Alt-Insert from within this table.  Alt-Delete to delete rows.
Obj 1,2,3
Objective
Task a,b,c
Task

1
Restore natural functioning river corridor along a 12 mile reach of the Salmon River
a
Develop plans and agreements with individual landowners to reestablish and maintain a healthy vegetative community in the riparian area.

1

b
Remove or lower dikes to allow floods to access the floodplain



c
Limited use of barbs and large rock to control severe bank erosion






Objective schedules and costs

Obj #tc \l4 "Obj #
Start date

mm/yyyy
End date

mm/yyyy
Measureable biological objective(s)
Milestone

FY2000

Cost %

1
10/1998
09/2003
Amount of floodplain restored, amount of riparian habitat protected, length of banks stabilized.
Measurements completed in 1999, 2000, 2001,2002, and 2003
100%


























Total
$50,000


Schedule constraints

NA


Completion date

2003

Section 5.  Budget
tc \l1 "Section 5.  Budget
[?]This section has three tables: 1) FY2000 budget by line item, 2) Cost sharing, and 3) Outyear costs.  Instructions follow each heading.
FY99 project budget
 (BPA obligated):
$100,000

FY2000 budget by line item

Item
Note
% of total
FY2000 ($)

Personnel




Fringe benefits




Supplies, materials, non-expendable property

95%
$47,500

Operations & maintenance




Capital acquisitions or improvements (e.g. land, buildings, major equip.)




NEPA costs





Construction-related support





PIT tags

# of tags:       



Travel




Indirect costs

5%
$2,500

Subcontractor





Other





TOTAL BPA REQUESTED BUDGET


$50,000

Cost sharing
tc \l2 "Cost sharing
[?]List other funding sources and how they participate in your project.  Enter a dollar amount in the far right column.  When all organizations have been entered, total these lines plus the total BPA request from the previous table to create a total project cost.  To add more rows, press Alt-Insert.
Organization
Item or service provided
% total project cost (incl. BPA)
Amount ($)

Natural Resource Conservation Service
Personnel

$24,400

Idaho Fish and Game
Personnel

$18,270

Thompson Creek Mine
Aerial Photos and Construction

$11,400



Custer County
Meeting Coordination

$4,500

Private Landowners (32)
Land set-aside and fence maintenance

$750,000

Forest Service
Personnel

$6,400

Bureau of Land Management
Personnel

$3,200

National Marine Fisheries Service
Personnel

$2,000

US Army Corp of Engineers
River Modelling, Planning, and Construction

$1,250,000

US Fish and Wildlife Service
Personnel

$2,000


Total project cost (including BPA portion)


      $2,322,170




Outyear costs
tc \l2 "Outyear costs
[?]List budget amounts for the next four years.

FY2001
FY02
FY03
FY04

Total budget
$50,000
$25,000
$25,000


Section 6.  References
tc \l1 "Section 6.  References
[?]Provide complete citations to all publications referred to in any of the narrative sections or Other Planning Document References field in Section 1.  For publications related to watershed assessment, mark the Watershed column.  Press Alt-Insert to add or insert rows.  List in order: author(s), date, title, report number, publisher or agency, location. References will not be read by reviewers; the substance of any reference should be described in the text and the source cited.
Watershed
?
Reference



Northwest Power Planning Council. 1994. Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife Program. Northwest Power Planning Council, Portland, Oregon.


U.S. Government, Federal  Register. (57 FR 14653) Listing of Snake River fall chinook and Salmon River spring/summer chinook as threatened. April 22, 1992. Washington, D.C., 57:14653.


______. (59 FR 42529). Reclassification of Snake River fall chinook and Salmon River spring/summer chinook as endangered. August 18, 1994. Washington, D.C., 59:42529.


U.S. Department of Commerce (USDC). National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS). In Review. Final Recovery Plan for Snake River Salmon.


PART II - NARRATIVE

Section 7.  Abstract
tc \l1 "PART II - NARRATIVESection 7.  Abstract
Twelve miles of the Salmon River have been straightened, diked, and show the effects of poor vegetation management.  The result is a continuing loss of private land and degrading fisheries habitat.  To correct the problem an overview plan was developed by Forest Service hydrologists and soil scientists working with NRCS and IDFG biologists to take a wholistic approach for restoring the entire river reach.

The plan basically calls for restoring a healthy riparian corridor along the river and restoring the natural floodplain.  A county watershed group was formed with representation from all interested parties.  This is a collaborative effort, with cost share funding from NRCS, IDFG, Thompson Creek Mining Co., USFWS, USFS, BLM, BOR, US Army Corp of Engineers, NMFS, and possibly grants from private organizations.  Funding will be administered by the Custer Soil and Water Conservation District.  Private landowners will cost-share their portion by reserving land within the corridor, maintenance of fences, vegetation, and construction works.  The project will benefit several listed species of  fish and wildlife.

Section 8.  Project description
tc \l1 "Section 8.  Project description
[?]This full description of the project should be in sufficient detail to include the following information under headings a through h (maximum of 10 pages for entire project description):
a.
Technical and/or scientific background

This 12 mile section of the Salmon River is located in central Idaho, near the town of Challis.  The river upstream of this area is naturally confined within canyon.  Near Challis the river enters an agricultural valley, where straightening, diking, and vegetation management have contributed to an increasingly unstable river system.  Many of the natural features that would dissipate energy of floodwaters are no longer present.  Severe river bank erosion is occurring in this area.  Fisheries habitat is declining due to loss of pools and an unstable bedload composed primarily of large cobble.  Salmon and steelhead spawning no longer occurs in this reach, although historically the area was used (IDFG 1966-1979).  Anadromous and resident fish stocks still use this area as a migration corridor and for rearing.  Spring/summer chinook were listed under the Endangered Species Act as threatened on April 22, 1992 (57 FR 42529), and the Salmon River is classified as critical habitat (57 FR 14653).


After several meeting with concerned landowners, agencies, and congressional staff, it was decided the best approach was to form a watershed group that could develop a plan for restoring the entire river section, rather than the past attempts of treating one problem at a time.  Custer County developed a Memorandum of Agreement, that designates a watershed group to coordinate the river restoration planning.  The Forest Service contributed two hydrologists/soil scientists to draft an overview plan (Machado and Gallogly, draft 1997) for the entire river section.  The watershed group will now coordinate with individual landowners on specific site plans for their property.


In accordance with the Fish and Wildlife program goals (NPPC 1994), this project will protect and improve fish and wildlife habitat conditions in and along the Salmon River.  Using a collaborative watershed process involving federal, tribal, state, county, and private landowners, this project will provide for cooperative habitat protection, primarily on private lands.  However this project will also address inclusive federal lands as called for in the Final Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan (NMFS, in review).

b.
Rationale and significance to Regional Programs


The Columbia River Basin Fish and Wildlife Program recognizes that improvements in habitat quality are needed to increase the productivity of many stocks of chinook salmon (NPPC 1994).  This project is similar in nature to Model Watershed Projects being completed in the adjoining East Fork Salmon River and Pahsimeroi River, which are tributaries to the Salmon River above and below this project area (Model Watershed Plan 1994).


Several measures in the Fish and Wildlife Program (NPPC 1994) are being addressed with this project: 7.6A.1 calls for a comprehensive approach, which we intend to use, 7.6A.2 calls for improving the productivity of salmon and steelhead  habitat critical to the recovery of weak stocks.  Habitat Policies 7.6B.1,2,3,4,5, & 6 are being addressed within the watershed group approach with a proactive, cooperative program, coordinated with state and federal stream alteration permits, over a broader wholistic plan with private landowners to maximize the desired result per dollar spent, with cost-sharing among several agencies and individual landowners all contributing in some way.   Educational efforts are being coordinated through the watershed group and the local Soil and Water Conservation District within the community.  Coordinated Habitat Planning (7.6C) is being accomplished through an integrated approach across many jurisdictional and ownership boundaries.  In this case public and private landowners are acting in concert to restore a healthy river.

c.
Relationships to other projects


Model Watershed projects in the Lemhi, Pahsimeroi, and East Fork Salmon River, are similar in nature to the work we intend to do on the mainstem Salmon River.  Because the Model Watershed Advisory Committee restricts itself to these three sub-basins, it was not feasible to coordinate this project through that program. 


Stream Alteration Permits will be required for this project.  As stated above all applicable agencies will review and comment on these permits.  The entire project reach will be submitted under one permit, with individual landowners still maintaining responsibility for their own activities.


Consultation with NMFS and USFWS will occur on all listed species.


All agencies will be represented on the Custer County Watershed Group and will be included on the Custer County Memorandum of Agreement, which also intends to address other riparian concerns throughout the county.

d.
Project history
 (for ongoing projects)


Initial project funding occurred on October 1, 1998.  Development of site specific plans for individual landowners is now in progress.

e.  Proposal objectives.

  Restore a natural functioning river corridor along a 12 mile reach of the Salmon River.

Site specific plans will be developed for each landowner to reestablish and maintain a healthy vegetative community within the riparian corridor.  Where dikes exist they will be notched, lowered, or removed as vegetation is reestablished to allow floods to access the floodplain.  Actively eroding river banks that may not naturally recover in a reasonable time may be stabilized with barbs or large rock and willows.  

f. Methods



Site specific habitat restoration plans will be developed by a technical/professional team and coordinated through a stream alteration permitting process with review from county, state, and federal agencies involved in the Custer County Watershed Group.   Landowner contracts  will be developed between the Custer Soil and Water Conservation District and the individual property owner.  Long-term monitoring will be done through the contract agreement.

g.
Facilities and equipment

Cooperating agencies will provide equipment needed to site specific plan development.  All specialized equipment needed for fencing, planting, or rock work will be provided by landowners and private contractors.

h.
Budget

Costs were projected from the overview plan developed by hydrologists and based on miles of fencing needed, amount of planting, and amount of rock work expected.  Estimates were projected from similar Model Watershed Projects in adjoining river basins.

Section 9.  Key personnel
tc \l1 "Section 9.  Key personnel
[?]Include names, titles, FTE/hours, and one-page resumes for key personnel (i.e. principal investigator, project manager), and describe their duties on the project. Emphasize qualifications for the proposed work.  Resumes should include name, degrees earned (with school and date), certification status, current employer, current responsibilities, list of recent previous employment, a paragraph describing expertise, and up to five recent or especially relevant publications or job completions.
This will be a collaborative effort utilizing all the expertise available within the Custer County Watershed Group.  Membership includes the following: Mark Olson, NRCS, project coordinator, soil conservationist; Mike Larkin, IDFG, regional fisheries manager; Melodie Baker, Custer County Commissioner; Lenore Barrett, Representative Idaho Legislature; Dale Gooby, NRCS, civil engineer; Carolyn Hubble, Thompson Creek Mining Co., public relations; Karma Bragg, CSWCD, administrative assistant; Barbara Machado, USFS, hydrologist; Karen Gallogly, USFS, soil scientist/hydrologist; Jeff Anderson, Shoshone-Bannock Tribe, fisheries biologist; Renee Snyder, BLM, Challis Resource Area Manager; Kate Forester, BLM, fisheries biologist; Bill Alder, landowner; Bill Savage, landowner; Clive Dunfee, landowner; Ray Kagel, US Army Corp of Engineers, environmental resource specialist; Bob Ries, NMFS, fisheries biologist; Mike Donahoo, USFWS, field supervisor; Terry Blau, IDWR, stream protection specialist; plus other professional personnel from local agencies as needed.

Section 10.  Information/technology transfer
tc \l1 "Section 10.  Information/technology transfer
[?]How will technology or technical information obtained from the project be distributed or otherwise implemented?  Methods can include publication, holding of workshops, incorporation in agency standards or facilities, and commercialization.
The Custer County Watershed Group will hold public meetings and use local media to keep landowners and interested parties informed of project progress.  The Watershed Group will also conduct tours of successful projects as they are completed.  Custer SWCD’s information and education program will highlight projects through newsletters and displays within the community.  Other agencies cooperating with the project will each use their respective I&E sections to inform interested publics of the project benefits and values.

Congratulations!
tc \l1 "Congratulations!
[?]Thank you for completing the FY2000 Proposal Form.  Please print and save this file to diskette, and mail both to the address shown at the top of this document.  To ensure a thorough review of your proposed work, this form will be screened for completeness.  If it is not complete, it may be returned to you with a request for additional information.
�[?]75 characters or less; do not include the contractor name or acronym; use abbreviations if appropriate; start with action verbs, i.e., Evaluate Coho..., not Evaluation of Coho.


Refer to 1994 Fish and Wildlife Program as amended in 1995.


�[?]If your proposal is for an on�going project, identify the date of the next expected contract renewal.  If more than one renewal action is expected, indicate Yes to the following multiple actions field.


�[?]Refer to 1994 Fish and Wildlife Program as amended in 1995.


�[?]If the project relates to the Kootenai Sturgeon Biological Opinion, the NMFS Hydrosystem Operations Biological Opinion, or other Endangered Species Act requirements, enter the Action Number and Biological Opinion Title.


�[?]If the project relates to the Kootenai Sturgeon Biological Opinion, the NMFS Hydrosystem Operations Biological Opinion, or other Endangered Species Act requirements, enter the Action Number and Biological Opinion Title.


�[?]Describe the project in a short phrase (less than 250 characters).  Give information that is not in the title.  If possible start this field with an action verb (protect, modify, develop, enhance, etc.) rather than a noun (this project protects).  There is room for a more detailed project abstract later in the narrative section, so please keep this answer short.


�[?]List species targeted or affected by this project.


�[?]Several groups, each needing the projects sorted and grouped in different ways, will evaluate each proposed project.  To streamline the process, this section of the form requests information on subregion/subbasin, evaluation process, and project type.  CBFWA sorts and groups the proposals by CBFWA caucus, CBFWA evaluation process, and subregion/subbasin.  The Watershed Technical Workgroup (WTWG) sorts by CBFWA Evaluation process and subregion/subbasin.  ISRP sorts by subregion/subbasin and ISRP project type.


�[?]CBFWA, the WTWG and ISRP will use this information to sort the proposals for the review process.  Each of the caucuses, evaluation processes and project types has at least one set of project evaluation criteria.  It is very important that your proposal clearly and succinctly address all of the appropriate criteria.  See Appendix 1 in the attached instructions for the criteria used in each review process.


�[?]See description of relationship types in attached documentation.


�[?]See description of umbrella project relationships in attached documentation.  List umbrella project first and sub-proposals on remaining rows. If you to add or insert more rows, press Alt-Insert.


�[?]List other related projects that dont fit the under umbrella relationship. If you need more rows, press Alt-Insert from within the table.


�[?]The purpose of this section is to understand what objectives the project has completed to date (if ongoing), and what objectives and tasks are planned, including costs.  Three tables are listed below: a) past accomplishments, b) objectives and tasks, and c) schedules and costs.  The last two fields are scheduling constraints and project completion date.


�[?]Briefly describe past major accomplishments and milestones, to the nearest year.  If the accomplishment is associated with specific biological objectives, describe how those objectives were met (or not).  List only one accomplishment per row, using multiple rows for a single year if necessary.  If you need more rows, press Alt-Insert from within this table.  Alt-Delete to delete rows.


�[?]Briefly describe measurable objectives and the tasks needed to complete each objective.  Use Column 1 to assign numbers to objectives (for reference in the next table), and Column 3 to assign letters to tasks.  Use Columns 2 and 4 for the descriptive text.  Objectives do not need to be listed in any particular order, and need only be listed once, even if there are multiple tasks for a single objective.  List only one task per row; if you need more rows, press Alt-Insert from within this table.  Alt-Delete to delete rows.


�[?]Partition overhead, administrative, support, and any other common costs shared among objectives.  The percentages for all objectives should total 100%.  Enter just the objective numbers from Column 1 in the above table.  Enter start and end dates for each objective using the mm/yyyy format (e.g. 05/2002 for May, 2002).  If the end date of an objective completes a milestone, check the Milestone column.  Include biological objectives where applicable.





If you need more rows, press Alt-Insert.  Alt-Delete to delete rows.


�[?]Project milestones are outcome and/or process based.


�[?]Identify any constraints that may cause schedule changes.


�[?]Enter the last year that the project is expected to require funding.


�[?]This section has three tables: 1) FY2000 budget by line item, 2) Cost sharing, and 3) Outyear costs.  Instructions follow each heading.


�[?]This figure is also available in the FY99 Fish & Wildlife Program at www.streamnet.org


�[?]List FY2000 budget amounts for each category.  If an item needs more explanation, provide it in the Note column.


a) If project uses PIT tags, include the cost ($2.90/tag).


b) To add more subcontractors, press Alt-R from within the table.


c) Press Alt-C to calculate FY2000 total and % of total column.


�[?]Etimate for environmental analysis-nepa


�[?]For construction projects, include cost estimates for land design, construction management, construction contingencies and warranty service.


�[?]@$2.90


�[?]Press Alt-Ins to add more subcontractors.


�


This is the budget you are requesting from BPA for FY2000.  Check it carefully, making sure it correctly totals the line items above.


�[?]List other funding sources and how they participate in your project.  Enter a dollar amount in the far right column.  When all organizations have been entered, total these lines plus the total BPA request from the previous table to create a total project cost.  To add more rows, press Alt-Insert.


�


Add total BPA request from previous table to the line items in this table for a total project budget.


�[?]List budget amounts for the next four years.


�[?]Provide complete citations to all publications referred to in any of the narrative sections or Other Planning Document References field in Section 1.  For publications related to watershed assessment, mark the Watershed column.  Press Alt-Insert to add or insert rows.  List in order: author(s), date, title, report number, publisher or agency, location. References will not be read by reviewers; the substance of any reference should be described in the text and the source cited.


�[?]X this column if reference refers to watershed assessment.


�[?]Sample citation: 


Rondorf, D.W., and K.F. Tiffan.  1997.  Identification of the spawning, rearing and migratory requirements of fall chinook salmon in the Columbia River Basin.  Annual Report 1995.  DOE/BP-21078-5, Bonneville Power Adminsitration, Portland, Oregon.


�[?]A condensed description to briefly convey to other fish and wildlife scientists, managers and non-specialists the background, objectives, approach and expected results.  In under 250 words, include the following: a) Specific items in any solicitation being addressed; b) Overall project goals and objectives; c) Relevance to the 1994 Columbia Basin Fish and Wildlife Program (benefit to fish and wildlife); d) Methods or approach based on sound scientific principles; e) Expected outcome and time frame; f) How results will be monitored and evaluated.


�[?]This full description of the project should be in sufficient detail to include the following information under headings a through h (maximum of 10 pages for entire project description):


�[?]Describe the background, history, and location of the problem.  Clearly identify the problem.  If you are proposing a research project or a project that depends on research, include a scientific literature review. The review should cover the most significant previous work history related to the project, including work of key project personnel on any past or current work similar to the proposal.  The purpose of the literature review is to place the proposed research in the larger context of what work has been done, what is known, and what remains to be known.  All references should be concisely summarized, cited, and listed above in Section 6 References.


�[?]Describe the relation of your proposed project to the goals and objectives of the 1994 Fish and Wildlife Program (FWP), NMFS Biological Opinion, or other plans.  Make a convincing case for how the proposed work will further goals of the FWP.  Relate project objectives and hypotheses as specifically as possible to the FWP objectives and measures or to other plans.  Indicate whether the project mitigates losses in place, in kind, or if out-of-kind mitigation is being proposed.  Show how the proposed work is a logical component of an overall conceptual framework or model that integrated knowledge of the problem.  Any particularly novel ideas or contributions offered by the proposed project should be highlighted and discussed.


�[?]List and discuss relevant projects in progress in the Columbia Basin and elsewhere in relation to the proposed project.  Indicate how your proposed project complements or includes collaborative efforts with other projects. Put the work into the context of other work funded under the FWP. Describe synergistic relationships among the proposed project, other project proposals, and existing projects.  If the proposed project requires or includes collaboration with other agencies, organizations or scientists, or any special permitting to accomplish the work, such arrangements should be fully explained.  If the relationship with other proposals is unknown or is in conflict with another project, note this and explain why.





This is intended to supplement the Relationships table in Section 3; consequently, some information will need to be repeated from Section 3.  This narrative section allows for more detailed descriptions of relationships, includes non-interdependent relationships, and includes those not limited to BPA funded projects.


�[?]If the project is continuing from a previous year, the history must be provided.  This includes projects that historically began as a different numbered projects (identify number and short title).  For continuing projects, the proposal primarily will be an update of this section.  List the following:


-	project numbers (if changed)	-	adaptive management implications


-	project reports and technical papers	-	years underway


-	summary of major results achieved	-	past costs


�[?]Describe how the project is to be carried out based on sound scientific principles (this is applicable to all types of projects).  Include scope, approach, and detailed methodology.  If methods are described in detail in another document, concisely summarize the methods here in enough detail to satisfy peer review and cite reference.  The methods should include, as appropriate, but not be limited to such items as:


-	tasks associated specifically with objectives (from Objectives table in Section 4)


-	critical assumptions


-	description of proposed studies, experiments, treatments or operations in the sequence that they are to be carried out


-	any special animal care or environmental protection requirements


-	any risks to habitats, other organisms, or humans


-	justification of the sample size


-	methods by which the data will be analyzed


-	methods for monitoring and evaluating results


-	kinds of results expected





Each proposer should complete the methods section with an objective assessment of factors that may limit success of the project and/or critical linkages of the proposal with other work (e.g., a smolt monitoring program, etc.).


�[?]All major facilities and equipment to be used in the project should be described in sufficient detail to show adequacy for the job.  For example, the proposal should indicate whether there are suitable (based on contemporary standards) field equipment, vehicles, laboratory and office space and equipment, life support systems for organisms, and computers.  Any special or high-cost equipment to be purchased with project funds should be identified and justified.  This section should be no longer than a few paragraphs.  It is not necessary to produce an exhaustive list of minor equipment such as office supplies.


�[?]Write a brief narrative justifying the amounts requested for each budget item in Part I Section 5.  Describe any special factors that should be considered in reviewing budget items from Part I Section 5 (e.g. increases from last years budget, cost sharing opportunities, proportionally high indirect costs, etc.).


�[?]Include names, titles, FTE/hours, and one-page resumes for key personnel (i.e. principal investigator, project manager), and describe their duties on the project. Emphasize qualifications for the proposed work.  Resumes should include name, degrees earned (with school and date), certification status, current employer, current responsibilities, list of recent previous employment, a paragraph describing expertise, and up to five recent or especially relevant publications or job completions.


�[?]How will technology or technical information obtained from the project be distributed or otherwise implemented?  Methods can include publication, holding of workshops, incorporation in agency standards or facilities, and commercialization.


�[?]Thank you for completing the FY2000 Proposal Form.  Please print and save this file to diskette, and mail both to the address shown at the top of this document.  To ensure a thorough review of your proposed work, this form will be screened for completeness.  If it is not complete, it may be returned to you with a request for additional information.





9901900  
Restore the Salmon River, in the Challis, Idaho area, to a healthy condition through the efforts of a collaborative, locally-based, watershed group.
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