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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
UREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT



Secure Rural Schools and
 Community Self-Determination Act of 2000

Public Law 106-393

Title II Project Application

BLM Coos Bay District 
Resource Advisory Committee

1. Project Number (Assigned by federal unit):_____________
	2. Project Name:   Koapke Slough Culvert Replacement   
	3. County: Douglas       

	4. Project Sponsor:   Kip Wright   
	5. Date:  4/28/03     


	6. Sponsor’s Phone Number:  541-751-4242    

	7. Sponsors E-mail:    kwright@or.blm.gov  


	8. Project Location (attach project area map)

	4th Field Watershed Name and HUC #(if known): Umpqua River (17100303) 

	5th Field Watershed Name and HUC #(if known):   Lower Umpqua River (1710030308)

	Legal Location:  Township  21S  Range 11W Section(s) 32      


Bureau of Land Management
Coos Bay District

Umpqua Resource Area
	State / Private / Other lands involved?   FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes     FORMCHECKBOX 
No




9. Statement of Project Goals and Objectives
This is a maintenance project to replace two wooden box culverts that were installed in the 1930’s and are currently failing.  One culvert has completely failed and water is currently piping around the structure.  The second culvert is in a high state of decay and is in imminent danger of failing.  The goals of the project are to restore the drainage system to facilitate the drying of pasture grazed by elk, while at the same time improve overall water quality for Koapke slough.  The project is designed to meet the goals identified in the Deans Creek-Activity Management Plan; maintain and improve pasture condition for elk.  Without the new culverts, pasture conditions will decline rapidly due to the back flow of water and the change in plant composition.  The project is also designed to improve aquatic conditions in the viewing area.  Site specific objectives include improving passage for aquatic organisms and reducing the risk of dike failure-related sediment delivery.  
10. Project Description (Provide a concise description of project and attach map)
Two wooden culverts installed in the 1930’s will be removed.  These culverts measure approximately 6’ high by 10’ wide.  Dike material will be removed around the culvert and stored 0.10 miles south on stable ground.  Two culverts measuring 60’ in length and 36”-48” in diameter will be placed in the original locations with an excavator. 
11. Is there coordination of this project with other related projects on adjacent lands?    Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
    No  FORMCHECKBOX 
  If yes, then describe relation.
The adjacent land to the proposed project is the Deans Creek Elk Viewing Area (DCEVA).  This area totals 1,095 acres and attracts nearly 400,000 visitors a year to the main viewing facility.  The BLM manages the DCEVA for optimum wildlife viewing opportunities.  Pastures are maintained to provide forage for elk and wetlands have been enhanced to provide quality habitat.  

Field maintenance (mowing, noxious weed removal, fertilizing and seeding) is essential for maintaining nutritional forage.  To increase palatability and nutrition the BLM mows the fields throughout the season.  Mowing is only possible when the fields are dry enough to support the weight of the tractor.  A series of dikes and levees allow for water to flow off the fields to the Umpqua River.  The failure of the culverts jeopardizes the ability to dry the pastures and mow the vegetation. 
	12. How does proposed project meet purposes of the Legislation? [Sec. 203(b)(1)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Improves maintenance of existing infrastructure. [Sec. 2(b)]  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Implements stewardship objectives that enhance forest ecosystems.  [Sec. 2(b)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Restores and improves land health.  [Sec. 2(b)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Restores water quality.  [Sec. 2(b)]


	13.  Project Type (check one) [Sec. 203(b)(1)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Road Maintenance [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Trail Maintenance [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Road Decommission/Obliteration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Trail Obliteration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Other Infrastructure Maintenance (specify): [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]   Culvert Replacements   

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Soil Productivity Improvement [Sec. 2(b)(2)(B)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Forest Health Improvement [Sec. 2(b)(2)(C)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Watershed Restoration & Mntc. [Sec. 2(b)(2)(D)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Wildlife Habitat Restoration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(E)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fish Habitat Restoration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(E)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Control of Noxious Weeds [Sec. 2(b)(2)(F)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Reestablish Native Species [Sec. 2(b)(2)(G)]
	

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Other Project Type (specify) [Sec. 2(b)(2)]:     


14. Measure of Project Accomplishment / Expected Outcomes: [ Sec.203 (b)(5)]

a. Total Acres:





b. Total Miles:


c. No. of Structures and type of structures: Two culverts

d. Estimate of people reached: Approximately 400,000 people visit the DCEVA in any given year

e. No. of Laborer days: 15-30

f. Other measures:

15. Duration of Project and Estimated Completion Date: [Sec. 203 (b)(2)]
The project will be installed during the instream work period from July 1 to September 15th of 2004.  Construction should take no more than two weeks.
16. Target Species Benefited: (if applicable)
The primary targeted species for the habitat improvement is Roosevelt elk.  Elk use the pastures at Dean Creek throughout the year.  Optimal elk forage conditions are essential in maintaining the health of individual animals as well as herd size.  Other species benefiting include black bear, black-tailed deer and numerous small mammals such as raccoons.  Aquatic species benefiting from the project include amphibians and fish.
17. How will cooperative relationships among people that use federal lands be improved? [Sec. 2 (b)(3)]
This project will allow people with wide ranging interest and backgrounds to share a common experience.  Regardless of differing views on other aspects of public land management, wildlife viewing remains a bridge that brings people together.  Stable populations of native wildlife are long-term ecological goals that most Coos Bay District user’s support.
18. How is this project in the public interest? [Sec. 203 (b)(7)] 

         Identify benefits to communities.

This project is considered to be in the best public interest because it contributes positively toward maintaining and enhancing wildlife habitat for the current and future generations.  The implementation of the project may benefit the community by providing local employment opportunities.  In addition, the DCEVA attracts visitors that contribute tourism dollars which helps diversify the local economy.   The viewing area is a great educational facility where people can learn more about their natural environment.
19. How does this project benefit federal lands / resources?
The Secure Rural Schools and Community Self Determination Act narrows the definition of federal lands for the purposes of the Act to Asuch portions of the revested Oregon and California Railroad and reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road grant lands as are or may hereafter come under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior, which have heretofore or may hereafter be classified as timberlands...for permanent forest production@ (Sec. 3.B.).
The project will help protect the current investment the government has in DCEVA.  The dike and ditch system is critical to maintaining the area as elk habitat.  This system allows for water to flow off the pastures to the Umpqua River.  Once the pasture habitat is dry, it can be mowed to sustain quality elk forage.  Dry pastures also limit the amount of exposure that elk have to parasites, in particular liver flukes.  This higher quality habitat allows for a healthier more productive elk herd.
	20.  Status of Project Planning


	a. NEPA Complete:    
The Record of Decision has been signed.  If it is not appealed, NEPA will be complete on June 2, 2003
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable


	c.  NMFS Sec. 7 ESA Consultation Complete:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	d.  USFWS Sec. 7 ESA Consultation Complete:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	e.  Survey & Manage Complete:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	f.  DSL/ODFW* Permits for In-stream Work Obtained:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	g.  DSL/COE* 404 Fill/Removal Permit Obtained:

  (Project will meet requirements of the General Authorization)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	h.  SHPO* Concurrence Received:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	i. Project Design(s) Completed:

j.     If yes, Please describe how project 

      designs were obtained:

Project designs are currently being worked on by the BLM engineering staff.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable


	*  DSL = Dept. of State Lands, ODFW = Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, COE = Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer


21. Proposed Method(s) of Accomplishment


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Contract



 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Federal Workforce

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  County Work Force 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Volunteers

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other (specify):
22. Will the Project Generate Merchantable Materials? [Sec. 204 (e)(3)]

Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
    No  FORMCHECKBOX 
     


If yes, describe the type and amount of merchantable material that will be 
generated
23. Anticipated Project Costs [Sec 203 (b)(3)]

a. Total County Title II Funds Requested:  $76,750


Coos:

$



Curry: 

$



Douglas:
$76,750

b. Is this a multi-year request?  Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
     No   FORMCHECKBOX 
  If yes then display by fiscal year:


c. FY04 Request: 
$


d. FY05 Request: 
$


e. FY06 Request:     
$
Table 1. Project Cost Analysistc \l1 "Table 1. Project Cost Analysis
	Item
	Column A
Fed. Agency

Appropriated

Contribution

[Sec. 203(b)(4)]
	Column B
Requested

County Title II

Contribution

[Sec. 203(b)(4)]
	Column C
Other

Contributions

[Sec. 203(b)(4)]
	Column D
Total

Available

Funds

	24. Project Development - NEPA
	     
	$  1,250
	     
	$  1,250

	25. Contracting
	     
	$75,000
	     
	$75,000

	26. Monitoring
	     
	$    500
	     
	$     500

	
	
	
	
	

	27. Total Cost Estimate
	     
	$76,750
	     
	$76,750


28. Identify Source(s) of Other Funding for Projects Identified Above [Sec. 203 (b)(4)]
There are federal funds available for infrastructure maintenance, but there are currently more projects than there is funding.
29.  Monitoring Plan [Sec. 203(b)(6)]
a.
What measures or evaluations will be made to determine how well the proposed project meets the desired ecological conditions? [Sec. 203(b)(6)] Who will be responsible for this monitoring item?
COR/PI – There will be a Contracting Officer/Project Inspector to monitor the project during construction.

Site Manager/Site Staff –The culverts and associated dike structure will be monitored during rain events to determine functionality. 
b.
How will the project be evaluated to determine how well the proposed project contributes towards local employment and/or training opportunities, including summer youth jobs programs such as the Youth Conservation Corps?  [Sec. 203(b)(6)] Who will be responsible for this monitoring item?
The District Manager – This project will be considered successful at emphasizing local employment and training opportunities if local contractors are hired to complete the road work.
The Contracting Officer will keep a diary of the actual contractor worker days spent implementing the project.  
c. What methods and measures of evaluation will be established to determine how well the proposed project improves the use of, or added value to, any products removed from federal lands consistent with the purposes of this Act?  [Sec. 203(b)(6) and Sec. 204(e)(3)] Who will be responsible for this monitoring item?
Not applicable
d.
Identify total funding needed to carry out specified monitoring tasks.
Amount:  $500.00
PAGE  
5

