SF Boise River Watershed Group - MEETING NOTES
May, 15, 2025 1:00 PM -4 PM
BOR Snake River Office
1150 N Curtis Road, Boise

Goals:
e Review and capture what has been completed by the group.
e Introduction to and review of the Restoration Plan.
e Clarifying data gaps.
e Defining committee goals and strategy for the summer.

Attendees:

In-Person: Erin Plue (TU), Dalton Lebeda (TU), Meghan Cline (DEQ), Adriene Holcomb (USFS),
Timothy Wagner (TTTU), Rick Lehle (HCTU), Kristyn Stauber (USFS), Andy Brunelle (TTTU), Bruce
Johnstone (TTTU), Rich Jackson (BOR), Amy Goodrich (BOR), Ciara Cusack (USFWS), Brandon Flack
(IDFG), Art Butts (IDFG), Maureen Pepper (NRCS), Crista O’Conner (USFS), Dmitri Vidergar (BOR),
Ryan Hendrick (BOR)

Online: Tim D’amico (IDFG), Alex Ernst, Pheobe Wallace (IDPR)

Updates from TU. Plan moving forward.

TU is on course to hire a new Project Manager/Facilitator for the SF Boise Watershed Group in July.
There has been a lapse in the meetings due to Anthony Prisciandaro’s increasing health issues
paired with the pause on funding that delayed TU’s capacity to hire until funding was guaranteed.
Dalton Lebeda (Clearwater Project Manager) has been filling Anthony’s shoes in the interim,
starting the Restoration Plan and compiling information from Anthony’s previous work. Dalton will
get materials prepared to hand off the next Project Manager. Erin Plue (ID State Director) will serve
as a facilitator of the meetings until the replacement is caught up and confident to carry the group
forward.

Review of the Watershed Assessment & Restoration Plan:

Over the last few months Dalton has been building the SF Boise Watershed Restoration Plan which
includes a description of the Watershed Group; a Watershed Assessment which assembles and
describes general features of the watershed including an existing conditions matrix; and a
Watershed Restoration Plan which will compile potential projects and prioritize them. The
Restoration Plan will be added to through the work of the SFBWC and through future planning
meetings.

Dalton described the main sections of the Watershed Restoration Plan document. He reviewed an
example of an “existing conditions” matrix that the USFS had previously built for the same section
of the SF Boise Watershed. When reviewed, it was clear that the existing conditions have changed
since this matrix was originally completed. Dalton clarified that we could build our own matrix
similar to this matrix, but not limited to the “Indicators” and “Criteria” used in the example. The
group decided to define new “Indicators” and “Criteria” for the matrix that will be included in the
assessment. The group was interested in getting a baseline understanding of “Indicators” from
which change can be measured.



Group Work session: Current Conditions and Committee Goals

The SFBWC members worked from the list of indicators Dalton provided to build a list of
comprehensive Indicators. The Indicators were selected because members agreed that change
could potentially be shown in these Indicators from the projects included in the restoration plan.

THE SFBWC agreed to focus on these indicators and criteria on the mainstem and the tributaries to
this section of the SF Boise:
e Indicator: Water Quality
o Sediment
o Nutrients
o Temperature
o Bacteria
o other pollutants.
e Indicator: Aquatic Habitat (both in channel and in the floodplain) - always keeping in mind
seasonal needs (FMO vs. S&R) and different life stage needs
o Connectivity
o Complexity
e Indicator: Aquatic Biota
o Fish: species and life stages
o Macroinvertebrates
o Amphibians
o Mollusks
o Non-natives
o Indicator: Vegetation - Riparian/Wetland/Terrestrial [limited to the Riparian Conservation
Areas (RCAS)]
o Recruitment
o Species habitat -function of plant groups
o Riparian width
¢ Indicator: Roads and Trails
o Condition (drainage, erosion, etc)
o Crossings
o Usercreated?
o Distance to waterbody
¢ Indicator: Erosion & sedimentation
o ldentify major sources.
e Indicator: Land Use
o Recreation:
= Designated vs. user made
=  Amountof use
= Peak periods of use



= Number of camp spots (designated vs dispersed)
= Boatlaunches
= Trailheads
= Parking lots
=  Facilities including bathrooms
= Desired use?
o Otheruses: grazing, irrigation, agriculture, etc.
o Education opportunities:

General Meeting Notes

The collaborative had the impression that they were working towards a project to be
implemented this summer (2025) to help highlight the group.
o Thisidea was tabled for the future and the group agreed to focus on setting a
“baseline” and collecting/gathering information this summer instead.

Collaborative members mentioned that all the subcommittees had met 3 or 4 times
o TU staff could only find records for 1 or 2 meetings at most for each subcommittee
and no meetings for others.
=  Subcommittee members offered to round up notes from their meetings and
send them to Erin and Dalton

Collaborative agreed that the SF Bosie River corridor is experiencing increasing use
o Increasing use from hunters, fishermen, hikers, ranchers, ORV users, and folks just
passing through

Water Quality
o “Incredible amount of human waste” and cattle grazing in the corridor
o Human waste is a major problem

Cottonwood recruitment is generally lacking in the corridor
o IDFG suggested working on a small study to determine the survival of cottonwood
stakes

The collaborative wanted to know if anyone else is creating a watershed restoration plan
that can be used as a template
o Erinexplained that yes, others are creating watershed restoration plans, but they
are all unique to their watersheds

ATV users and ranchers were missing from the meeting
o TU needs to reach out to them and see if they can get them involved
o We need the ATV users and ranchers active at the meetings so they are inclusive
and everyone’s voice is heard



e TU leads need to hold a meeting in approximately 1 month to check in with the
subcommittees for an update and to see if they need additional resources/help

e Thereis standing NEPA in SF Boise corridor from fire restoration
o Cando additional plantings under this NEPA

e TUwill send an email to the larger group to see who wants to be active in the committees

Committees Work Sessions: Summer Action Plans

This meeting concluded with the group organizing the indicators into 4 committees. The
committees cover similar and slightly expanded indicators as the previous six committees. The
fourth committee "education” did not seem appropriate to compile at this time, but will become
active as the assessment is completed and the existing committees have gathered most of their
data.

The committees were tasked with defining additional members needed, supplies needed,
gathering existing data, defining data gaps, developing a plan for filling these gaps, and setting up a
future meeting date of the committee.

e Habitat:
o Includes indicators: Aquatic habitat, biota, and vegetation.
o Members: Art Butts, Ciera Cusack, Crista O’Conner, Dmitri Viderger

e Water Quality:
o Includes Indicators: Water quality, Erosion & Sedimentation
o Members: Meghan Cline, Maureen Pepper, Tim Wagner

o Understanding Use: Includes user survey
o Includes Indicators: Recreation, Land Use, Roads & Trails
o Members: Tim D’Amico, Tim Wagner, Bruce Johnstone

e Education: Future Committee
o Signage



