Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 [HR 2389]

	Public Law 106-393

Title II Project Summary Form

USDA Forest Service 

Colville Resource Advisory Committee
	Project Number

(assigned by designated Federal Official)

Grant:

Agreement:

Contract:

	Applicant

	Applicant/Organization:

US Forest Service  Colville National Forest

	Phone:

(509) 684-7185
	FAX:

(509) 684-7280
	Email:

akunzmann@fs.fed.us

	Address (Street or P.O. Box, City, State, ZIP)

765 S. Main St  Colville, WA 99114

	Project Coordinator

	Project Coordinator (Name & Title)

Amanda Kunzmann, Fishery Biologist

	Organization/Jurisdiction:

US Forest Service/Federal Land Management Agency

	Phone:

(509) 684-7185
	FAX:

(509) 684-7280
	Email:

akunzmann@fs.fed.us

	1. Project Information:

	A. Project Title:

Ruby Allotment Riparian Fencing

	B. Project Start Date:

May 15, 2006
	C. Project End Date:

May 31, 2006
	D. County(ies)

Pend Oreille

	E. FS Ranger District(s)

Newport/Sullivan Lake
	F. FS project liaison

Amanda Kunzmann

	G. Project Location (include legal description, project area map (mandatory), road #s if pertinent, watershed [river, stream, lake, etc.], land ownership(s), etc.)

T36N, R43E Sec 31 – North Fork Ruby Creek. Ruby Creek Watershed, Colville National Forest lands.
T35N, R43E Sec 23 – McElroy Meadow, Ruby Creek Watershed and Yokum Lake Watershed, Colville National Forest lands.

	Certification

	I hereby certify that I am authorized to submit this application for Title II funding to the Resource Advisory Council on behalf of the named Applicant.

	Name:


	Title & Organization


	Date:
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	2. Project Description

	Describe the project including, but not limited to:

	A. Describe the project. Include project type (see Title II summary sheet, Sec. 2(b)).

B. Is this project part of a strategic plan?  [Sec. 204 (a)(2)] If yes, explain.

C. Quantify project elements (e.g., road/stream miles, acres treated, # structures, commodities produced, jobs generated, # of laborer days, people reached (for educational projects), economic activity, etc.)

D. Environmental, cultural and/or historical resource requirements needed [Sec. 204(b)]

E. How the project will be done & by whom (or attach a project work plan)

F. Desired outcomes (ecological conditions, maintenance or stewardship objectives, commodities or other economic activity generated) [Sec. 203(b)(5)]

G. Who are the partners?

H. Is this project time sensitive? If yes, explain.

I. Is this part of a Title II project that was funded in a previous year? If yes, explain what was funded and completed

J. Will post-project funding or support be needed to maintain the goal(s) of the project? If yes, explain

	Response:

A. This project involves restoration, maintenance, and improvement of wildlife and fish habitat.  The project consists of installing approximately 4300 feet of barbed wire fence in two riparian areas (North Fork Ruby Creek and McElroy Meadow) that are currently being degraded from livestock overuse.  This fencing would create exclosures that would prevent cattle from entering these degraded areas of the riparian habitat.
B. NO
C. Approximately 800 feet of stream on North Fork Ruby Creek and 1150 feet of stream in McElroy Meadow will be fenced.  There will be approximately 3.5 acres of riparian habitat fenced on North Fork Ruby Creek and 3 acres of riparian habitat fenced in McElroy Meadow.  A local contractor will purchase the supplies and install the fence in the two project locations.  10 laborer days are estimated to complete the project.
D. The Lost Complex Range EA includes these two project areas.  All cultural/historic work will be completed before project start date.

E. The barbed wire fence project will be completed by contract.

F. The desired condition for these two project areas would be the restoration of riparian condition and the improvement of instream habitat.  The barbed wire fence would exclude cattle from these areas.  This would allow riparian vegetation to reestablish and provide better habitat for wildlife.  The instream habitat would also improve with the reestablishment of riparian vegetation.  The vegetation would help to prevent sediment from entering the creek and filling available instream fish habitat.
G. N/A

H. Yes, if the fencing projects are delayed, the riparian habitat condition could decrease even more over time, making the project larger and more expensive.

I. NO

J. NO
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	3. Goals and Objectives

	Describe the project including, but not limited to:

	A. How does the proposed project meet the purposes of the Legislation? [Sec. 2(b)]

1. Create employment opportunities;

2. Improve maintenance of existing infrastructure;

3. Implement stewardship objectives that enhance forest ecosystems; and/or

4. Restore & improve land health & water quality

B. Is this project coordinated with other related project(s) on adjacent lands? (if yes, describe)

C. How will cooperative relationships among people that use federal lands be improved? [Sec. 2(b)(3)]

D. How is this project in the best public interest? [Sec. 203(b)(7)]  Identify benefits to communities.

E. How does the project benefit federal lands/resources?

	Response:
A.
1. This project will be contracted out.  Most likely, a local contractor will purchase the supplies and install the fence in the two project locations. 

2. N/A
3. N/A

4. The barbed wire fence would exclude cattle from the project areas.  This would allow riparian vegetation to reestablish and provide better habitat for wildlife.  The instream habitat would also improve with the reestablishment of riparian vegetation.  The vegetation would help to reduce the amount of sediment from entering the creek and filling available instream fish habitat.  This project would help the riparian areas to meet the Inland Native Fish Strategy’s riparian management objectives.  Increased riparian vegetation may reduce stream temperatures.  Over time, this vegetation would eventually increase large woody debris recruitment for the stream.  The reduction in sediment entering the creek will eventually allow the creek to narrow and deepen allowing for more available fish habitat. 

B. NO

C. This will improve the relationship with the permittee by allowing him to continue grazing and protect stream habitat at the same time.  There will be no restrictions on his existing grazing permit and the permittee has agreed with the fencing.
D. Fencing riparian areas will improve fish habitat.  This improvement indirectly will increase the health and numbers of catchable fish for the public in Ruby Creek.
E. National Forest resources will benefit through the restoration of fish and wildlife habitat.
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	4 Budget Information

	Anticipated Project Costs [Sec. 203(b)(3)]

	Total Title II Funds Requested (based on worksheet below): $5897.00

	Is this a multi-year funding request?  Yes   No X
	If yes, then display $ need by fiscal year.

	Previous years
	requested

	approved
	FY04 Request:

	FY02
	
	
	FY05 Request:

	FY03
	
	
	FY06 Request:


Project Analysis Worksheet [Sec. 203 (b)(4)]

	Categories
	Fed. Agency Appropriated Contribution

	Title II Contribution
	Other Contributions
 
	Total Funds Requested

	a. Personnel – project administration
	
	
	
	

	b. Fringe benefits
	
	
	
	

	c. Travel
	
	$97.00
	
	$97.00

	d. Equipment
	
	
	
	

	e. Field work & site surveys
	
	
	
	

	f. NEPA & Sec. 7 ESA consultation
	
	
	
	

	g. Cultural Resource Compliance (Sec. 106)
	
	
	
	

	h. Permit acquisition
	
	
	
	

	i. Materials & supplies
	
	
	
	

	j. Project design & engineering
	
	$200.00
	
	$200.00

	k. Contract preparation
	
	$200.00
	
	$200.00

	l. Contract administration
	
	$400.00
	
	$400.00

	m. Contract costs
	
	$5000.00
	
	$5000.00

	n. Other workforce costs (define)
	
	
	
	

	o. Monitoring
	
	
	
	

	p. Other (define)
	
	
	
	

	q. Indirect costs (overhead)

	
	
	
	

	r. Totals
	
	$5897.00
	
	$5897.00


Proposed Method(s) of Accomplishment (check those that apply
)

	
	Forest Service
	County
	Other


	Lead Organization:
	X
	
	

	Workforce:
	
	
	X  Contract Fence Builder
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	5. Monitoring [Sec. 203(b)(6)]

	Describe the monitoring plan to be used for this project.  This should include identifying positive & negative impacts of implementation.  Address who, how (evaluation criteria, methods, etc.) & when the following information will be gathered:

A. Did the project meet or exceed desired ecological conditions?

B. Did it create local employment or training opportunities?

C. Did the project improve the use of, or add value to, any products removed from lands consistent with the purposes of this Act?

D. Remedies for failure to comply with the terms of the agreement.

E. Describe what was accomplished with any previous Title II funding received for this project (also see Item 2I).

	Response:
The project administrator will be responsible for monitoring the success or failure of this project.
A. A post project survey will be done to determine if desired condition was met and to see if the riparian vegetation is recovering through improved vigor and reproduction.
B. The project will create local employment by hiring a local contractor to build the fence.

C. N/A

D. Contractor will be liable for all requirements in the contract/agreement.  Any Title II funding not used will be returned.

E. N/A
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6. Project Planning Worksheet

	
	Completed


	Planning Item
	Yes
	No
	Not applicable

	a. USFWS
 Sec. 7 ESA Consultation complete
	
	X 2005
	

	b. WA State JARPA Permits for in-stream work obtained
	
	
	X

	c. NEPA Complete:
	
	X 2005
	

	d. RWRCB/COE 401/404 fill/removal permit obtained
	
	
	X

	e. SHPO concurrence received
	
	
	X*

	f. Project design(s) completed
	X
	
	


*The appropriate Sec 106 compliance will be completed with the Colville National Forest Heritage Program in 2005.
7. Merchantable Material Contracting Pilot Projects [Sec. 204(e)(3)]

	Criteria (check those that apply):
	Yes
	No

	a. Will the project generate merchantable materials?
	
	X

	b. Is the project being proposed as a merchantable material contracting pilot project?
	
	X


8. Secretary’s Checklist for Authorization Worksheet


Conditions for Approval [Sec. 204(a)]

	Criteria
	Yes
	No

	A. The project complies with all applicable Federal laws and regulations.
	
	

	B. The project is consistent with the applicable resource management plan and with any watershed or subsequent plan developed pursuant to the resource management plan and approved by the Secretary concerned.
	
	

	C. The project has been approved by the resource advisory committee in accordance with section 205, including the procedures issued under subsection (e) of such section.

	
	

	D. A project description has been submitted by the resource advisory committee to the Secretary concerned in accordance with section 203
.
	
	

	E. The project will improve the maintenance of existing infrastructure, implement stewardship objectives that enhance forest ecosystems, and restore and improve land health and water quality.
	
	


Recommended by: 















RAC Chairperson





Date

Approved by:















Forest Supervisor





Date

	Project Work Form

List tasks and time frames relative only to the scope of this project; also show consultants or organization responsible for carrying out each task.  Potential obstacles should be addressed.

	Tasks
	Time Frame
	Responsible Party

	Preparation of Contract
	December 5-6, 2005
	US Forest Service

	Administration of Contract
	May 15-31, 2006
	US Forest Service

	Fence Construction
	May 15-31, 2006
	Contractor

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


Expanded Budget

(Applicant can replace this form with their own organization’s spreadsheet or format to display this information.)

	Budget Categories
	Forest 

Service
	Applicant
	Other

	Fence
Contractor
	Total

	Personnel
	3 days @ $200/day
	
	
	10@ $240/day
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	$600.00
	
	
	$2400.00
	$3000.00

	Fringe Benefits
	
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	
	
	
	
	0

	Travel
	240 miles @ $0.405/mile
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	$97.20
	
	
	
	$97.20

	Equipment
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	
	
	
	
	0

	Supplies
	
	
	
	$2600.00
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	
	
	
	$2600.00
	$2600.00

	Contractual
	1 day @ $200/day
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	$200.00
	
	
	
	$200.00

	Construction
	
	
	
	
	0

	Other
	
	
	
	
	0

	
	
	
	
	
	0

	   Subtotal
	
	
	
	
	0

	Subtotal - Direct
	$897.20
	0
	0
	$5000.00
	$5897.20

	Indirect Charges
	
	
	
	
	0

	Total Project
	$897.20
	0
	0
	$5000.00
	$5897.20


� Show amounts, if any, previously requested and approved by the RAC for this project.


� Explain source and for what this money would be used.


� Specify funding source and any restrictions/requirements tied to the funding.


� Explain on what the overhead rate is based.  Is it approved by the county, Forest Service, State, etc.?


� Can specify more than one workforce involved.


� Specify (e.g., State, city, volunteers, non-profit organization, etc.)


� If yes, enter date completed.  If no, give estimated date of completion.


� USFWS = US Fish & Wildlife Service, ESA = Endangered Species Act, NEPA = National Environmental Policy Act, JARPA = Joint Aquatic Resource Permit Application, RWRCB = Regional Water Resources Control Board, COE = Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer


� If yes, enter date completed.  If no, give estimated date of completion (date of appropriate RAC meeting).


� If yes, enter date completed. If no, give estimated date the project would be sent to the Forest Service.


� Use this sheet to show how costs were calculated (e.g., personnel costs = 50 hours x $20/hour; travel = 5 trips x 50 miles/trip x  $0.35/mile, etc.).


� Specify organization, group or funding source.





