ATTACHMENT D

Statement of Work
Lower Middleand Upper Middle Snake Subbasins

ERO

Dave Shaw

1106 N Cole Road, Suite C
Boise, ID 83704

Ph: (208) 373-7983

Email: dshaw@eroresources.com

Objective

Make improvements to the Upper Middle and Lower Middle Subbasin Plans submitted to the Council
as a recommendation for adoption into the Council’s 2000 Fish and Wildlife Program (program) by
accomplishing the tasks set out below. These tasks were developed by the Council based upon its
review of the independent scientists’ report and public comments, and by applying the standards for
adoption set forth in the Northwest Power Act and the Program. Additional Tasks 3-5 are not required
for Council adoption, but if completed, may improve the plans overall. The Council does not know if
funds will be allocated to accomplish tasks 3-5. Decisions about funding for those issues that do not
affect the ability to adopt the plan depend upon the costs of addressing adoptability issues in all
proposed subbasin plans. See the Attachment for additional detail and background on review findings
and public comment.

Schedule

Work under this contract will begin on the date it has been signed by both parties and will conclude by
November 22, 2004. Contractor will work with Planning/Technical teams to:

Task 1 Provide a better description of the methods used to identify and interpret data and information,
and describe how basic assumptions and hypotheses related to focal species’ relationship to the
environment were reached.

Task 2 Produce a short supplement to the existing management plan, not more than 20 pages in length
that includes the following elements:

Subtask a. An explanation of the key factors limiting the biological potential of the selected
focal species in the subbasin (referencing the existing assessment);

Subtask b. A prioritization of which limiting factors should be addressed first (if possible, and
again referencing the existing assessment);

Subtask c. An identification of objectives and strategies, with an explanation demonstrating
how particular strategies will address the limiting factors identified;

Subtask d. Either a prioritization of strategies (related to the priority limiting factors) or a
description of a “prioritization framework,” that is, the criteria/considerations and procedures designed
to develop and prioritize proposed actions in future project selection processes consistent with the
assessment and related strategies; and

The tasks below, while not required for adoption of this plan, are designed to improve its usefulness:
Task 3 Consideration of further refinements in the treatment and integration of artificial production
effects in the same management plan supplement. [If funded, the work described here should be
subsumed within the work described in Task 1, subtask c.]

Task 4 A more complete treatment of the mainstem reach areas, particularly as spawning and rearing
habitat for sturgeon and resident species.




ATTACHMENT D

Task 5 A review of the plans to ensure that the same level of treatment and detail is provided to the
Oregon and Idaho sides of the subbasins.

[Decisions about funding for those issues that do not affect the ability to adopt the plan depend upon
the costs of addressing adoptability issuesin all proposed subbasin plans. If thesetasksare
contracted for, the requirements for formatting the proposed modifications will be specified in the
contract -- e.g., legislative mark-up format, errata sheet, etc.]

BUDGET

Task 1 Provide a better description of the methods used to identify and interpret data and information,
and describe how basic assumptions and hypotheses related to focal species’ relationship to the
environment were reached.

40 Hours @ $85 per hour  $3,400

Task 2 Produce a short supplement to the existing management plan, not more than 20 pages in length
that includes the following elements.:

a. Explanation of Key limiting factors 30 Hours @$85 per hour $2,550

b. Prioritization of limiting factors 30 Hours @$85 per hour $2,550

c. ldentification of objectives and strategies 30 Hours @$85 per hour $2,550

d. Prioritize strategies/prioritization framework 30 Hours @$85 per hour $2,550
SUBTOTAL $13,600

1,000 B & W 8 1/2 x 11 copies @ $0.15 $150
200 Color 8 1/2 x 11 copies @ $0.95 $190
GRAND TOTAL $13,940

Task 5 Improve treatment of Oregon data
Will be integrated into tasks 1 and 2.
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Statement of Work
Lower Middle and Upper Middle Snake Subbasins
Contract Number:

Objective

Make improvements to the Upper Middle and Lower Middle Subbasin Plans submitted to the Council
as a recommendation for adoption into the Council’s 2000 Fish and Wildlife Program (program) by
accomplishing the tasks set out below. These tasks were developed by the Council based upon its
review of the independent scientists’ report and public comments, and by applying the standards for
adoption set forth in the Northwest Power Act and the Program. Additional Tasks 3-5 are not required
for Council adoption, but if completed, may improve the plans overall. The Council does not know if
funds will be allocated to accomplish tasks 3-5. Decisions about funding for those issues that do not
affect the ability to adopt the plan depend upon the costs of addressing adoptability issues in all
proposed subbasin plans. See the Attachment for additional detail and background on review findings
and public comment.

Schedule
Work under this contract will begin on the date it has been signed by both parties and will conclude by
November 22, 2004.

Task 1 Provide a better description of the methods used to identify and interpret data and information,
and describe how basic assumptions and hypotheses related to focal species’ relationship to the
environment were reached.

Task 2 Produce a short supplement to the existing management plan, not more than 20 pages in length
that includes the following elements:

Subtask a. An explanation of the key factors limiting the biological potential of the selected
focal species in the subbasin (referencing the existing assessment);

Subtask b. A prioritization of which limiting factors should be addressed first (if possible, and
again referencing the existing assessment);

Subtask c. An identification of objectives and strategies, with an explanation demonstrating
how particular strategies will address the limiting factors identified:;

Subtask d. Either a prioritization of strategies (related to the priority limiting factors) or a
description of a “prioritization framework,” that is, the criteria/considerations and procedures designed
to develop and prioritize proposed actions in future project selection processes consistent with the
assessment and related strategies; and

The tasks below, while not required for adoption of this plan, are designed to improve its usefulness:

Task 3 Consideration of further refinements in the treatment and integration of artificial production
effects in the same management plan supplement. [If funded, the work described here should be
subsumed within the work described in Task 1, subtask c.]

Task 4 A more complete treatment of the mainstem reach areas, particularly as spawning and rearing
habitat for sturgeon and resident species.

Task 5 A review of the plans to ensure that the same level of treatment and detail is provided to the
Oregon and Idaho sides of the subbasins.



[Decisions about funding for those issues that do not affect the ability to adopt the plan depend upon
the costs of addressing adoptability issuesin all proposed subbasin plans. If these tasks are
contracted for, the requirements for formatting the proposed modifications will be specified in the
contract -- e.g., legidative mark-up format, errata sheet, etc.]
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