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Mica Creek Watershed

Subwatershed Miles Assessment Unit Beneficial Use Support Impairment

Stream Names e S (2010 Draft
Integrated
Report)
Mica Creek Mica Creek at 24.18 ID17010303PN004 02 COLD Not Supporting Habitat
Mouth ID17010303PN004 03 SS Not Assessed Alteration
Unnamed PCR Not Supporting Fecal Coliform
Tributary SCR Not Supporting Sediment
Cabin Creek
Rock Creek
North Fork Mica
Creek
South Fork Mica
Creek

¢ The CDA Lake and River Subbasin Assessment identified
the sediment interfering with the beneficial use within the
Mica Creek watershed is fine sediment.



Mica Creek
Implementation
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Mica Creek \Watershed

Monitering Data

¢ 2006 BURP
¢ 2009 IDL CWE Scores




Mica Creek

SBA Conclusions
¢ Since 1999:

— 72 percent Increase In read miles

— Order ofi magnitude Increase In acres under timber
harvest

— Adverse impacts te stream channel stability — high risk
(2009 IDL CWE)

— Culvert andf read preblems (2009 IDL CWE)
— |Implementation; activity: has/willFhave: a pesitive Inpact

— Mica Creek Is still functioning at sedimeni
transpoert/depesition rate not supperuve off BU

¢ It is recommended the Mica Creek Watershed
remain subject to load reductions defined in the
Coeur d’Alene Lake and River TMDL.
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Wolf Lodge Creek

Subwatershed Stream Names Stream Assessment Unit Beneficial Support Impairment (2010
Miles Use Status IR)

Wolf Lodge Blue Grouse 29.52 ID17010303PN029_02 COLD (d) Not supporting Temperature
Creek Creek ID17010303PN029_03 SS (d) Not supporting Sediment




Wolf Lodge Creek
TMDL Implementation

¢ The U.S. Forest Service did a significant
amount of restoration work in 2002-2003.

¢ Reoad decommissioning, read storage and
culvert remoevals has resulted in a 1.2
percent decrease In sediment 1n; Stella
Creek and a 8f percent decrease Iin
sediment: eachiin Wolil Cedge, andiiviake
Creeks (Blue Alder EA).

¢ Nol knewniimplementatien PReJECES IRl the
FewermWoeliFtedgerwatershed:



Wolfi Lodge Creek \Watershed

Monitering Data

¢ 2006 - 2008 BURP

+» 2009 IDLL CWE Scores (upper Waolf
Ledge)
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Wolf Lodge Creek
SBA Conclusions

A large amount of implementation by USFS has occurred in
this watershed to diminish the sediment sources to the
stream channels.

There still exists a high bedload influence on channel
Instability on upper Stella Creek.

It is reasonable to assume Stella Creek is still functioning at
a sediment transport/deposition rate above its sediment
load capacity.

There are significant problems on private property.

Excess sedimentation is contributing to the impairment of
cold water aquatic life and salmonid spawning beneficial
uses.

It Is recommended the Wolf Lodge Creek
Watershed remain subject to load reductions
defined in the Coeur d’Alene Lake and River
TMDL.



Marie Creek




Marie Creek

Subwatershed Stream Names Stream Assessment Unit Beneficial Support Impairment (2010
Miles Use Status IR)

Marie Creek Burton Creek 29.52 ID17010303PN029 02 COLD (d) Not supporting Temperature
Marie Creek ID17010303PN029_03 SS (d) Not supporting Sediment




Marie Creek
Implementation

¢ Road decommissioning, read storage
and culvert removals has resulted in
an 8 percent decrease In sediment In
Marie Creek (Blue Alder EA).
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Marie Creek
SBA Conclusions

¢ A large amount of implementation by USES has
occurred in this watershed to diminish the
sediment sources to the stream channels.

¢ There still exists an excess bedload influence on
channell instability, en Marie Creek.

¢ Marie Creek Is on the trajectory to functioning| at
[iS sediment: lead capaciity,

¢ EXcessisedimentationiis contrbuting to the:
Impaimment coldiwater aguaiciifie and salmonid
SpaWRIRgl ereficial Uses:

¢ It Is recommended the Marie Creek
Watershed e subject 1o load reductions
defined in the Coeur d’Alene Lake and
River IVIDIL:




Cedar Creek




Cedar Creek
Implementation

Recent road restoration work by the
USES has reduced the sediment load
Py 25 percent on thelr property.



Cedar Creek

Blue Alder EA

& High read density In the upper
watershed,

» Geomorphic restrictions omn Cedar
Creek caused by, the kighway.

» Recent field investigatiens by, the
USES olserned agaradation anad
l2Kge amoeuRts) el Sand Rear the
meuithrel Cedarr Creeks






Cedar Creek

Subbasin Assessment Conclusions

¢ Cedar Creek Is still functioning above
IS sediment load capacity.

¢ It 1Is recommended Cedar Creek be
subject te the load reductions of the
2000 Coeur d’Alene Lake Tributaries
NIVIIDIE:



Non-TMDL Stream
Assessments




Bellgrove Creek




Bellgrove Creek

# Listed as Fighting Creek in Idaho’s
Integrated Report)




Bellgrove Creek
Monitoring Data

¢ BURP' 2008

Stream BURP ID Date SMi SMI  SFI SFI SHI SHI !Ave

mpling
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Bellgrove Creek
Bacteria Sampling

*Location Date Geomean
1/3 mile downstream elk 6/15/2005 5204
facility
1/3 mile downstream elk 7/12/2005 999
facility
Above elk facility (but 5/10/2007 53
below 95 bridge)
Fighting Creek 0.2 5/10/2007 80

miles below conf. with
Bellgrove Creek

Below elk facility 5/10/2007 1108

¥ mile below elk facility 5/10/2007 923
*ldaho Water Quality Standard (primary contact recreation)

= geomean of 126/100 ml
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Coeur d’Alene River




Coeur d’Alene River
Recommendations (Sediment)

¢ It Is recommended
the Coeur d’Alene
River e placed
under section 4H
of lldaho’s
Integrated Report S
and the ROD S
woeuld be the
Water guality” plamn; #
Under Whlch Waterk
gty stanc2ards
Wwoeuld e met.




Coeur d’Alene River
Recommendations (Temperature)

¢ One primary cause for the
temperature iImpairment on the
Coeur d’Alene River Is flow alteration
as a rkesult ofi Pest Falls dam.

¢ It IS therefore recommended that
Poethrassessmenit Uniits be: placed 1in
Section 4¢ o ldahers Integrated
REPEI e Giier oW reglime
dliteratiens:



Fourth of July Creek




Fourth of July Creek

Subwatershed Stream Names  Stream Assessment Unit Beneficial Support Impairment (2010
Miles Use Status IR)

Fourth of July Bentley Creek 34.96 ID17010303PN020_02 COLD Not supporting Habitat Alteration

Creek Curran Creek ID17010303PN020_03  SS Not supporting Temperature

Fern Creek SCR Not Assessed

Fourth of July
Creek




Fourth of July Creek
Implementation

¢ Projects? Need info




Fourth of July Creek

2010 Sediment Delist
¢ There 1s no BURP data for this AU

¢ The 2000 Coeur d'Alene Lake Tributary SBA
determined there was no sediment
Impairment on this AU.

¢ Field visits
¢ BURP data onl downstream AU

Stream BURP ID Date SMI SMi SFI SFI SHI SHI Ave

Fourth of July 2006SCDAAO001 2006 68.4 2 97.2 2 56.0 1 2.3
Creek



Thompson Creek




Thompson Creek

Subwatershed Stream Names Stream Assessment Unit Beneficial Support Impairment (2010
Miles Use Status IR)

Thompson Thompson Creek 6.13 ID17010303PN025_02 COLD Full Support
Lake Unnamed
Tributaries Tributary




Thompson Creek
2010 Sediment Delist

¢ There Is no recent BURP data for this AU

¢ The 2000 Coeeur d'Alene Lake Tributary SBA
determined there was ne sediment
Impairment en this AU.

¢ Eleld visits
¢ Viedeling



Thompson Creek




Willow Creek




Willow Creek
2010 Sediment Delist

¢ There Is no recent BURP data for this AU

¢ The 2000 Coeeur d'Alene Lake Tributary SBA
determined there was ne sediment
Impairment en this AU.

¢ Field visits

¢ Coeur d’Alene Tribe information on
UpSstream \Water:
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What's Next?

¢ 5-Year Review Process:

— WAG comments on 5-year review and SBA documents —
would like to discuss them June 1

— DEQ integrates comments as appropriate

— Submit final decument te DEQ State Office (ne EPA
appreval needed)

¢ lemperature VIR (Presented June: 1)
9 Eernan Lake Nutrment VDI

¢ Bellgreve: Creelk Sedimenit anad Bactera VDI

‘ Bllln Cvrnnl, niitrinnt TANADNDI
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Figure 29: Map of deltaic sediments Detween 2125 and 2132 on tributaries to Coeur
d*Alene Lake.
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Bank Erosion Hazard Index (BEHI)

(Rosgen,, 2006)

TThe BEHI assessment classified
the riverbanks according te
their susceptibility to erosion.

The Bank Eresion’ Hazard Index U rosom
(BERI) rated Hight i tiwe G &Gt
reaches and Very High eniene S
each: Nearank Stressiated -

VieoErate IR ene reachrand

ngh Nl the ether tWwo; a::;k'::l" ""i Surface Protection

Bank Angle

Start of Bank




Latour Creek

¢ The Latour Creek assessment unit
(ID17010303PNO15, 02) is listed in ldaho’s draft
2010 Integrated Report as not supporting cold
water aguatic life and salmonid spawning
peneficiall uses.

¢ [he causes off Impairment are sediment and
temperature.

o he CPA [Lake and River Subbasin Assessiment:
ldentified the sediment Interferng With the
penehicial userwithin the: Lateur Creek watersheds
IS  mest likely/ large hedlead particles that IS
mehilized durng large discharge evenis: (rettin
PERGE G LOSISN/EarS)



Latour Creek
Implementation

¢ The Idaho Department of
Lands improeved 5.7 miles of
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| atour Creek
Monitoering Data

¢ No BURP data since TMDL was
published.

» 2009 IDL CWE Sceres (IHeadwaters)
» 2009 IPbLL CWE Scoeres (Moeuith)

¢ 2009 | DEQ! stream eresion SURVEY

¢ CUtthreatdata (Viay: 2009)



L atour Creek

Quantitative Stream Eresion Surnvey:
IDEQ) (2008)

¢ Ihree separate reaches, with
Intermediate eresive conditions of
streambanks aleng Lateur Creek, te
conduct a stream stapility/, Survey: as
descriped InrResgen (Z006).

— 1.8 percent of banks: unstalsle

— The estimated erosion rate for the 785
it Gl study reachrwas) 0. 4=0L 6 it/ o
24 S/ (AOFLeRS/Y/EANR):



Latour Creek
2008 Qualitative Stream Eresion
Sunvey

¢ Mass wasting evident at
the headwaters

¢ From the confluence with
Butler Creek to the
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_atour Creek
SBA Conclusion

Latour Creek Is functioning at a sediment
transport/deposition rate well above its load
capacity;

TThere are still significant seurces of excess
sediment to the system; and

Significant landl management changesi need to
eccur hefore Latour Creek before It Is functioning
at Its; sediment leadl capacity/.

e seen e DL implementation reductions te
have alfected the stream

[t 1S recommEended Latour Creek e subject 1o
joad reductions definedi N’ the Cocur d'Alene Lake
and River IVIDIE,
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