Trip Summary

ADF&G, Division of Habitat and Restoration

Project Name:
 Peterson Creek 2001



Number of field trips completed under project: many – field work at Peterson Creek on Douglas Island began at the latest during April, of 2001.  There may have been work prior to this data, that I am unaware of – if so, our waypoint and spreadsheet files do not reflect this.  Daily work trips occurred almost weekly from Aug-september of 2001, with occasional field visits in October-Dec, 2001.

Location: Douglas Island
Dates and duration of field trip(s): April 1 – Dec 19, 2001.  any trips after these dates did not include personnel from the RMIG
Personnel: (List crew members present for each trip)

David Gregovich, Jeff Nichols, Kim Obermeyer, Kevin Brownlee, Brian Frenette, Catherine Pohl, Carl Schraeder, Bill Hanson, Bryan Glynn, Jason Shull, Kevin White, CBJ, Goldbelt, Art Dunn, Gary Murdoch, TCI.

Project  Objectives: (List or describe the objectives of the field trip as discussed before leaving for the field)
Objectives included providing ADF&G and Totem Creek, Inc. with the most up to date information on the distribution of streams within the proposed Project Area for the Peterson Creek Golf Course.  This included:

· Mapping all stream channels and producing hydrography

· Identifying distribution patterns of resident and anadromous species

· Producing nominations to the AWC based on trapping efforts

· Identifying stream characteristics on a stream by stream basis in potential conflict areas

Trip Summary: (In narrative form, describe how and if project objectives were met)

All objectives were achieved.  

The RMIG’s last work day on this project was in December, of 2001.  Since this time, we have had very little if any input into current discussions or field activities regarding the Peterson Golf Course.  Copies of all data, hydrography and shapefiles were given to Assistant Area Biologists (Catherine Pohl) and Sportfish (Kevin Brownlee).  Nominations were prepared along with SF biologists and sent to Ed Weiss for nomination in the 2002 round of updates.

RCS Highlights: (bring attention to RCS related tasks completed; for example: # of stream crossings, # of culverts [and condition], severe road condition problems, etc)
NA

AWC Highlights: (bring attention to AWC issues; for example: total # of anadromous streams encountered, # of new anadromous streams which need to be nominated, # of anadromous streams which need to be revised [upper extent, poor location, etc] and other relevant notes.)

19 tributaries to the previously nominated Peterson Creek mainstem have been mapped and identified as anadromous habitat.  Total anadromous habitat includes over 3.2 miles of streams.  All nominations have been submitted and are currently included in the draft version of the 2002 AWC.

Issues needing resolution: (are there any specific concerns, which require input from outside our staff – list specific details.)
Data was originally collected with different standards than our current stream mapping work protocol.  Column headers were very different than all of those spreadsheets generated from FY02 field work.  Jeff Nichols has formatted both spreadsheets (fish and waypoints) to be consistent with other Project folder spreadsheets; however at this point in time (January 29, 2003), only cursory work has been done in addressing the individual records of the current spreadsheet content and making the appropriate changes to reflect where all of our other spreadsheets are.

I have made updates to the spreadsheets (fish and waypoints), so that they now contain full attributes consistent with other Project Folder data files, for import into Odyssey – there still appears to be some missing information, specifically regarding waypoints which were coded as confluences, but which no additional info was recorded (i.e., LB or RB for location).  We may not have this information, and when producing the hydrography, no arcs should be produced at those specific waypoints (JVN – January 31, 2003)

Stream hydrography was drawn by Dave Gregovich on 2/5-2/6/03.  The hydrography was based largely on our waypoints.  However, the hydrography had already been drawn at one point by Kevin Brownlee shortly after the time that Kevin had visited the site.  Kevin’s hydrography at times differed from the location of our waypoints, and from the orthophoto.  For this reason, the new hydrography drawn by D. Gregovich varies from Kevin’s hydrography in some places

In cases where the hydrography drawn by Dave Gregovich is not sufficiently backed up by our waypoints, arcs were drawn for the sake of continuity, but a comment was made in the EDIT_COMMENTS field, and a “1” was placed in the “PROBLEM” field.

The UE_SURVIDENT field was filled in for the arcs that correspond with AWC arcs and are farthest upstream.  This indicates the furthest upstream point where coho or cutts were captured.  These arcs potentially extend well past the uppermost fish because they were drawn to correspond with the AWC arcs.  I don’t know why there are 2002 draft AWC arcs drawn above our uppermost fish trapped.

An AWC number was entered in the STREAM_CODE field for all drawn arcs that correspond with draft 2002 AWC stream arcs.  For tributaries that did not correspond to AWC arcs, but that are tributary to AWC streams, the AWC number plus a letter representing the tributary order going upstream was entered.  Tributaries not directly flowing into a cataloged stream were not given any value in the STREAM_CODE field.-dg 2/11/03

A drawn arc does not necessarily represent an entire tributary, a tributary may consist of several arcs.  However, arcs do not span across confluences, arcs are always cut off at a confluence.

Outputs: (What reports will be generated for which agencies or private entities?)

· Maps have been generated to aid ADF&G permitters and the applicant (TCI) in designing the Golf Course, paying specific attention to individual fairways.

· Copies of all data have been sent to the Applicant (TCI) and Area staff

Status of data: (has data been entered?; have spreadsheets, photos, waypoints, maps been created and organized into the appropriate folders?)

The original data has been entered, checked and given to Area staff.  Original spreadsheets that include all the data collected reside in the spreadsheets_working folder.  Formatted spreadsheets containing all of this info but with the standardized column headers reside in the spreadsheets folder.  This data could be cleaned up – especially in regard to feature codes.  This would entail looking at individual waypoints and shapefiles of the hydrography and mainly coding appropriately the location (LB or RB) and replacing features code (REF) with appropriate stream codes (TRB, MCH, SCH, etc) when applicable.  This has been completed (JVN, January 31, 2003) 

Work needed to bring project to completion: (include a brief summary of what steps are necessary to bring project to completion, i.e., does data still need to be entered or checked for qc, is more field work required?)

Complete the hydrography, developing coverages of all stream mapping work for inclusion into the Lakes and Streams Annual Report.  Also, see last statement in “Status of Data”.

Contact person: (include landowner, if known, and engineer and/or AMB involved)

Jeff Nichols

Catherine Pohl

Carl Schraeder

Gary Murdoch (consultant for TCI)

Peter Metcalfe (TCI)

Cal Richert (Central Council, Tlingit and Haida)

Trip summary completed by: Jeff Nichols


Date: 1/27/03










