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Program Overv iew 

The Cal i forn ia Department of  F ish and Wi ld l i fe (CDFW)  so l ic i t s  

p roposa ls  for  pro jects  that restore,  enhance,  or  protect anadromous  

sa lmonid habi tat in  watersheds of  Cal i forn ia or  pro jects  that lead to 

process -based restorat ion,  enhancement,  or  protect ion of  

anadromous sa lmonid habi tat,  as  wel l  as  contr ibute to the obj ect ives 

of  the Cal i forn ia’s  Sa lmon St rategy for  a Hotter ,  Dr ier  Futur e,   

Cal i forn ia  Water  Res i l ience Por t fo l io ,  Cal i forn ia Water  Act ion P lan,  

S tate Wi ld l i fe Act ion P lan,  and fu l f i l lment of  CDFW ’ s  mis s ion.  

The F isher ies  Restorat ion Grant Program Guide l ines 

(Guide l ines)conta ins  the informat ion necessary to prepare a 

complete,  fundable proposa l .  Appl icants  are encouraged to read th i s  

document carefu l ly .  

Th i s  document i s  d iv ided into f ive par ts .  

Part  I  prov ides a genera l  in t roduct ion to the  F i sher ies  Restorat ion  

Grant  Program, as wel l  as  i t s  focuses,  funding ,  and re lat ionsh ip  to 

c l imate change,  w i ldf i res ,  and invas ive spec ies .  

Part  I I  l i s t s  e l ig ib le project types and out l ines  proposa l  submiss ion 

procedures,  e l ig ib i l i ty ,  and other  proposa l  requi rements .  In addit ion,  

Par t  I I  g ives gu idance for  proposa l  preparat ion and submiss ion.  

Part  I I I  prov ides an overv iew of  the funding avai lab le  and cr i te r ia ,  

inc luding the geographic  focus  w i th e l ig ib le  watersheds .   

Part  IV  prov ides addit ional  deta i l  on the requi rements  of  the e l ig ib le  

project types.  Each project type is  composed of  four  sect ions:  1)  

descr ipt ion of  e l ig ib le projects  2)  requi red Pro ject Type Informat ion ,  3)  

required Supplementary Documents ,  and 4)  in format ion required i f  the 

project i s  funded.  
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Part  V  p rov ides def in i t ions  and descr ipt ions of  requi red in format ion.  

References  to these def in i t ions  appear in parentheses throughout the 

project descr ipt ions in  Par t  IV ,  and appl icants  are s t rongly  

encouraged to adhere to these def in i t ions  and descr ipt ions  when 

compi l ing the in format ion for  the i r  proposa l .  

There are four  appendices (Appendix  A -D) w i th addit ional  in format ion 

that gu ides appl icants  th rough the appl icat ion process  and ass is ts  

w i th preparat ion of  a  proposa l .  A l l  dates w i th in these Guide l ines refer  

to  the Proposa l  Sol ic i tat ion Not ice (PSN) year .  
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Par t  I :  In t roduct ion  

The Cal i forn ia Department of  F ish and Wi ld l i fe  (CDFW),  through the 

F i sher ies  Restorat ion  Grant Program (FRGP),  suppor ts  pro jects  that 

res tore,  enhance,  and protect anadromous sa lmonid habi tat in  

anadromous  watersheds of  Cal i forn ia  or  projects  that  lead to process -

based res torat ion,  enhancement,  or  protect ion of  anadromous 

sa lmonid habi tat ,  as  wel l  as  contr ibute to the object ives of  the 

Cal i forn ia’s  Sa lmon St rategy for  a Hotter ,  Dr ier  Future,  State Wi ld l i fe 

Act ion P lan,  Cal i forn ia Water  Act ion P lan,  and the fu l f i l lment of  

CDFW’s Miss ion .   

Cl imate Change Cons iderat ions  

Cur rent sc ient i f ic  ev idence suppor ts  the n eed to address  c l imate 

change impacts .  C l imate change is  expected to a l te r  the behavior  

and d is t r ibut ion of  ocean and coasta l  spec ies  as  a i r  and water  

temperatures  change and natura l  ecosys tems are a l tered.  The 2025 

Cal i forn ia’s  Sa lmon St rategy for  a Hotter ,  Dr ier  Future  spec i f ies  s ix  

pr ior i t ies  and 71 act ions to bu i ld  heal th ier ,  th r iv ing sa lmon populat ions 

in  Cal i forn ia.  The pr ior i t ies  inc lude (1)  Remove Barr ier s  and Modern ize 

In f ras t ructure for  Sa lmon Migrat ion (2)  Restore and Expand Habitat for  

Sa lmon Spawning and Rear ing (3)  Protect Water  F lows  and Water  

Qual i ty in Key R ivers  at  the R ight T imes to Support  Sa lmon (4)  

Modern ize Sa lmon Hatcher ies  (5)  T rans form Technology and 

Management Sys tems for  C l imate Adaptabi l i ty  and (6)  S t rengthen 

Par tnersh ips .  The  2018 Cal i forn ia C l imate Adaptat ion S t rategy  

(S t rategy) (Cal i forn ia  Natura l  Resources Agency) inc ludes ,  as  a gu id ing 

pr inc ip le,  to “Pr ior i t i ze  res torat ion or  enhancement of  areas w i th h igh ly 

or  moderate ly  vu lnerable ecosys tems and with  appropr iate spec ies  

and genet ic  s tock to increase the l i ke l ihood of  populat ion pers is tence 

into the future .”  As  a near - term act ion,  the Strategy  s tates  that  for  

Habitat Protect ion,  “ State agencies  shou ld cont inue to work  w i th  

par tner  organizat ions and the broader conservat ion community to 

c lear ly def ine c l imate -smart  restorat ion and enhancement,  descr ibe 

what they look l i ke  in var ious  ecosys tem types,  and d if ferent iate 

https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/Salmon-Strategy-for-a-Hotter-Drier-Future.pdf
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/climate/safeguarding/update2018/safeguarding-california-plan-2018-update.pdf
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between c l imate-smart  res torat ion and bus iness -as -usual  res torat ion.”  

The draf t  2024 Cal i forn ia  C l imate Adapt at ion St rategy encourages ,  

“r iver  res torat ion ef for ts  to enhance the abi l i ty  of  Cal i forn ia ' s  lands  

and watersheds to suppor t  thr iv ing wi ld l i fe  and be res i l ient in dry  and 

cr i t ica l ly  dry years .”  For  more than four  decades,  pro jects  funded b y 

FRGP have enhanced sa lmonid spec ies  surv ivabi l i ty  potent ia l  by 

res tor ing and preserv ing habi tat.  The unders tanding of  c l imate change 

ef fects  p lace a great urgency on CDFW and i t s  par tners  to accelerate 

and cont inue res tor ing and preserv ing habi tat  that w i l l  be res i l ient to 

cur rent and future impac ts .  

FRGP wi l l  eva luate how the proposed pro ject  has cons idered c l imate 

change ef fects .  For  example,  how has the project c reated new 

habitat that enhance sa lmonids to be more res i l ient to c l imate 

change ef fects  or  how has  inf rast ru cture been des igned to w i ths tand 

changing weather  events  or  sea leve l  r i se.  FRGP wi l l  eva luate the 

extent  each project  incorporates  cons iderat ions  of  c l imate change in 

project p lanning and implementat ion,  such as through incorporat ion 

of  spec i f ic  des ign e lements  that address  c l imate change impacts .  

FRGP wi l l  eva luate the degree to which the project i s  expected  to 

increase the surv iva l  of  sa lmon and stee lhead and improves  the 

res i l iency of  at - r i sk  habi tat and inf rast ructure.  FRGP wi l l  assess  whether  

the project has addressed env i ronmenta l  sus ta inabi l i ty  and a l lows  the 

proposed pro ject  to be robust  agains t  c l imate change ef fects .  .  

Env i ronmental  Jus t ice  

The Department seeks to award projects  that cons ider  env i ronmenta l  

jus t ice,  par t icu lar ly  for  communit ies  that d ispropor t ional ly  exper ience 

c l imate change-re lated consequences.  Env i ronmenta l  jus t ice,  as  

def ined by the Env i ronmenta l  Protect ion Agency,  i s  the  fa i r  t reatment 

and meaningfu l  involvement of  a l l  people regard less  of  race,  color ,  

nat ional  or ig in,  or  income,  w i th  respect  to the development,  

implementat ion,  and enforcement of  env i ronmenta l  laws ,  regulat ions,  

and pol ic ies .  FRGP encourages  appl icants  to rev iew,  get  fami l ia r  w i th ,  

and use  env i ronmenta l  jus t ice tools  such as the EJSCREEN to min imize 

https://resources.ca.gov/Initiatives/Building-Climate-Resilience/2024-State-Adaptation-Strategy-Update
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adverse impacts  to env i ronmenta l  jus t ice communit ies  

(ht tps : //e jsc reen.epa.gov/mapper/) .  

Cal i forn ia Wi ldf i res  

Wildf i res  have extraord inary impacts  on watersheds and forest lands.  

Canopy,  unders tory ,  and ground cover  are los t ,  so i l s  change to repel 

water  rather  than absorb i t ,  and s tab le root s t ructures  are 

compromised.  The damages resu l t ing f rom wi ldf i res  pose a se r ious 

threat to soc iety and sa lmonid habi tat .  Muds l ides  and sediment 

t ransport  can adverse ly impact in f ras t ructure and s t ream habitat.  The 

process  of  recovery can take years  in  a  w i ldf i re  impacted area,  but 

res torat ion can speed up the process .  

P ro jects  that address  substant ia l  ecological  impacts  to watersheds 

and sa lmonids caused by w i ldf i re  and wi ldf i re suppress ion w i l l  be 

pr ior i t i zed among projects  w i th comparable  rev iew scores.   

Invas ive Species  

Restorat ion pro jects  shou ld not be vectors  for  invas ive spec ies ,  such as 

New Zealand mud snai l ,  sudden oak death ,  etc.  Personal  f ie ld gear 

and heavy equipment used whi le  work ing in a  s t ream must be proper ly 

decontaminated before moving the gear or  equipment  to a new 

locat ion even wi th in  the same watershed.  See Par t  V :  Def in i t ions  

“ Invas ive Species  Prevent ion Plan” for  requi red compl iance and l inks  

to examples of  Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan s.
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Par t  I I :  So l ic i ta t ion  Summary and Proposal  

Guidance 

E l ig ib le  P ro ject  Types  

Proposa l  appl icat ions w i l l  be accepted for  the types of  projects  l i s ted 

be low. E l ig ib le  project  types are l i s ted be low with in  the NOAA Pacif ic  

Coasta l  Sa lmon Recovery Fund  (PCSRF) Pr ior i t ies .  CDFW has developed 

a two- let ter  coding system for  project types  be low, which are  

descr ibed in deta i l  in  Part  IV .   

Mul t ip le project types can be chosen .  However ,  on ly  appl icable  

project types per ta in ing to a proposa l  shou ld be chosen because 

spec i f ic  requi red project type  informat ion i s  needed for  each project 

type se lected.  See Part  IV :  Pro ject Type Requirements .  Typ ica l ly ,  on ly 

the project’s  pr imary purpose shou ld be chosen.  For  example ,  i f  a  

project has  r ipar ian p lant ings  assoc iated  an ins t ream work i t  i s  not an 

HR (R ipar ian Restorat ion) pro ject .  

Pr ior i ty 1  P ro ject  Types  

Pro jects  that res tore,  enhance,  or  protect anadromous sa lmonid 

habi tat in anadromous watersheds through implementat ion or  des ign 

projects  that lead to implementat ion.  Approx imate ly 65% of  the PCSRF 

grant  award w i l l  fund Pr ior i ty 1 Projects .  

FP* +  F i sh Passage at S t ream 

Cross ings  

HB* +  Ins t ream Bar r ie r  

Modif icat ion for  F i sh 

Passage 

H I* +  Ins t ream Habitat 

Restorat ion 

HR* +  R ipar ian Restorat ion  

HS* +  Ins t ream Bank 

S tabi l i zat ion 

HU* +  Watershed Restorat ion 

(Ups lope)  

PD* Pro ject Des ign (100% 

des ign)   
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RE +  Cooperat ive Rear ing  

SC* +  F i sh Screening of  

D ivers ions  

WC* +  Water  Conservat ion 

Measures  

Pr ior i ty 2  P ro ject  Types  

Pro jects  that cons is t  of  watershed -scale or  la rger  ef fect iveness  

moni tor ing (e.g. ,  in tens ive ly  moni tored watershed project) .  Such 

projects  prov ide moni tor ing of  habitat res torat ion act ions at the 

watershed or  larger  sca les  and the phys ica l ,  b io log ical  and chemical 

response,  and pro jects  conduct ing watershed -scale  or  la rger  

res torat ion p lanning (e.g. ,  s t rategic act ion p lans) .  CDFW’s F i sher ies  

Branch leads  effort s  that moni tor  s tatus  and t rends and d i rect ly 

contr ibute to populat ion v iab i l i ty  assessments  for  E SA - l i s ted 

anadromous sa lmonids .  Approx imate ly  25% of  the PCSRF grant award 

w i l l  fund Pr ior i ty 2  act iv i t ies .  

 

MO Monitor ing Watershed 

Restorat ion (Large-scale)  

PL*     Watershed Evaluat ion 

(Large-scale)  

Pr ior i ty 3  P ro ject  Types  

Pro jects  that suppor t  implementat ion  projects  through p lanning,  

out reach,  and/or  educat ion.  Approx imate ly 10% of  the PCSRF  grant 

award w i l l  fund Pr ior i ty  3 Projects .  Proposa ls  for  required FRGP 

programmat ic  permit  ef fect iveness  moni tor ing are inel ig ib le.

MO Monitor ing Watershed 

Restorat ion (Project-

scale)  

OR Watershed and Regional 

Organizat ion 

PD* Pro ject Des ign (Feas ib i l i ty  

s tudy)  

P I  Pub l ic  Involvement  and 

Capacity Bu i ld ing 

( Inc ludes  Amer iCorps 

projects )  

PL* Watershed Evaluat ion,  

Assessment,  and Planning  

(Project-Scale)  
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TE*  Pr ivate Sector  Technical  

T ra in ing and Educat ion  

WD* +  Water  Measur ing Dev ices 

( Ins t ream and Water  

D ivers ion)  

*Pro jects  may requi re the serv ices of  a  l icensed profess ional  engineer  

or  l icensed profess ional  geologis t  to  comply w i th  the requi rements  of  

the Bus iness  and Profess ions  Code sect ion 6700 et seq.  (Profess ional  

Engineers  Act)  and sect ion 7800 et seq.  (Geologis ts  and Geophys ic is t s  

Act) .  I f  a proposed pro ject  requi res  the serv ices  o f  l icensed 

profess ionals ,  these ind iv iduals  and thei r  a f f i l iat ions must  be ident i f ied 

in  the proposal  appl icat ion .  I f  th is  informat ion cannot  be provided with  

the appl icat ion,  an explanat ion must  be prov ided.  

+ I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  a l l  implementat ion project  types  must  have 

a l l  des igns  and p lans 100% completed pr ior  to  grant execut ion.  

Proposa ls  for  large projects ,  w i th  more than one implementat ion 

project type (FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  RE,  SC,  WC or  WD) may submit  

independent proposa ls  for  each pro ject  type ,  i f  there is  reason to 

separate or  phase a project ,  here inaf ter  refer red to as  Companion 

Pro jects .  Appl icants  cons ider ing submit t ing a Companion Pro ject 

proposa l  must  contact  the i r  CDFW Regional  Lead (see FRGP Contacts )  

for  consu l tat ion pr ior  to  submiss ion.  Most  pro jects  w i l l  not  be 

Companion Projects .  Companion Projects  are separate,  s tandalone 

projects  that i f  completed together  can rea l i ze  eff ic ienc ies  through 

cost  and t ime sav ings.  In  addit ion to a l l  requ i red e lements ,  Companion 

Pro jects  must  submit ,  as  Supplementary D ocuments ,  a Companion 

Budget and Companion Project  Summary that succ inct ly  i temizes  the 

cost  sav ings and ef f ic ienc ies  of  complet ing a l l  pro ject types at the 

same t ime.  A project  can be submitted as a Companion Pro ject i f  an 

ind iv idual  pro jec t  type of  the tota l  pro ject’s  footpr int  (area) ,  scope 

(overa l l  tasks  and act ions) ,  or  budget  (overa l l  budget i tems) makes  up 

more than 35% of  any one of  these factors .  

Companion Projects  w i l l  be scored as  ind iv idual projects  by the i r  

ind iv idual  pro ject type.  I f  more than one Companion Proposa l  i s  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
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awarded,  they w i l l  be combined into one grant  agreement,  ut i l i z ing 

the submit ted Companion Budget and Companion Project Summary.   

A proposa l  may inc lude more than one project type and not be a 

Companion Project .  I f  a proposa l  has  more than one pro ject type ,  an 

appl icant must  prov ide each project  type ’s  Requi red ‘Pro ject Type 

Informat ion ’  and Supplementary D ocuments  in the appl icat ion.  

Incomplete  appl icat ions w i l l  not be cons idered for  funding .  

E l ig ib i l i ty  Cr i ter ia  

E l ig ib le appl icants  are  l imi ted to s tate and local  government 

agencies ,  publ ic  ent i t ies ,  Cal i forn ia Nat ive Amer ican Tr ibes ,  and 

nonprof i t  organizat ions.  Pr ivate ind iv iduals  and for -prof i t  enterpr i ses  

interes ted in submit t ing res torat ion proposa ls  are  encouraged to work  

w i th an e l ig ib le ent i ty .  No project that  i s  requi red mit igat ion or  used 

for  mi t igat ion under the Cal i forn ia Env i ronmenta l  Qual i ty  Act  (CEQA),  

Cal i forn ia  Endangered Species  Act  (CESA),  Federa l  Endangered 

Species  Act  (ESA),  Nat ional  Env i ronmenta l  Po l icy Act (NEPA),  

Cal i forn ia  Fores t  Pract ices Act (FPA) or  Sect ion 404 of  the Clean Water  

Act (CWA) w i l l  be cons idered for  funding.  No project that i s  under an 

enforcement  act ion by a regulatory agency w i l l  be cons idered for  

funding.  

Appl icat ion  P roposal  Package 

Appl icants  may submit  an FRGP concept-proposa l  appl icat ion  at 

CDFW WebGrants  i f  they would l i ke a consu l tat ion about  the i r  pro ject 

w i th FRGP s taf f .  The concept-proposa l  appl icat ion i s  not  required to 

apply  for  the fu l l  appl icat ion.  FRGP encourages new and  exper ienced 

appl icants ,  as  wel l  as  those apply ing for  project des ign (PD) projects  

to par t ic ipate in the concept-proposa l  and consu l tat ion phase.  FRGP 

wi l l  be able to prov ide fu l l  appl icat ion and project  gu idance dur ing 

th i s  phase.   

https://watershedgrants.wildlife.ca.gov/index.do
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Concept-Proposal  In format ion  

Concept-proposa ls  must  be submit ted on - l ine at CDFW WebGrants .  

Th i s  i s  the on ly  method of  submiss ion.  Some inst ruct ions for  us ing the 

on- l ine process  are located on the FRGP PSN webs i te .   

Dur ing the concept -proposa l  appl icat ion phase appl icants  may 

consu l t  or  d i scuss  w i th FRGP s taf f  about  the pro ject .  A complete 

concept-proposa l  inc ludes  a br ief  overv iew of  the project  p lus  

required attachments  such as budget ,  pro ject  works i te  maps,  and 

photographs,  etc.  Responses to concept-proposa l  quest ions shou ld be 

succ inct and c lear .  Budgets  are for  FRGP to unders tand the cost  of  the 

project  scope(s) .  A budget template is  avai lab le here :  Concept 

Proposa l  Budget  Template .  Concept-proposa ls  w i l l  be  used to 

unders tand the pro ject for  the project consu l tat ion.  I t  w i l l  be rev iewed 

us ing cr i ter ia in Appendix B  but  w i l l  not  be scored.  Staf f  w i l l  on ly use 

the cr i te r ia  to he lp prov ide project feedback .   

The concept-proposa l  process  a lso he lps  FRGP to engage and 

unders tand the spectrum of  projects  seek ing funding f rom FRGP.  I t  a l so 

of fers  an opportuni ty  to assess  project opt ions and permit t ing needs 

for  the project.  

Grace Per iod 

To min imize d isqual i fy ing projects  dur ing Admin is t rat ive and Technical  

Rev iews,  proposa ls  w i l l  be afforded a 1 -day grace per iod  to add 

mis s ing requi red Supplementary D ocuments .  A miss ing document i s  

character i zed as be ing b latant ly  incor rect or  absent;  documents  are 

not  rev iewed for  content dur ing Admin is t rat ive Rev iew.  The grace 

per iod i s  meant to a l low appl icants  to supply requested informat ion by 

the fo l lowing bus iness  day (5pm) dur ing the Admin is t rat ive Rev iew and 

Technical  Rev iew Per iods.  The process  for  such grace per iod i s  as  

fo l lows:  

https://watershedgrants.wildlife.ca.gov/index.do
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Solicitation
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=205924
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=205924
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1.  Proposa ls  miss ing no more than two (2)  Supplementary 

Documents  sha l l  be cons idered e l ig ib le for  the grace per iod .  

Proposa ls  w i th more than two mis s ing documents  w i l l  not  be 

e l ig ib le  to submit  the Supplementary D ocuments  dur ing the 

grace per iod.   

2 .  The FRGP Program s taff  w i l l  contact  the appl icant of  the 

proposa ls  w i th  two or  less  miss ing document and request  the 

document(s ) .  

3 .  The Appl icant i s  g iven unt i l  the next bus iness  day (5pm) to 

submit  requested document(s ) at  WebGrants .  

4 .  Appl icants  who supply the requested informat ion w i th in  the 

grace per iod w i l l  not  have a deduct ion on the ir  scoresheet.   

 

Awarded Proposals  

Proposa ls  w i l l  be awarded around December .  Awarded proposa ls  must  

prov ide the fo l lowing informat ion to CDFW before grant  agreements  

can be executed.  The in format ion i s  p rov ided here so the appl icant  

may p lan and i f  necessary,  budget  accord ing ly .  More deta i l s  can be 

found in Appendix C.  

1 .  An author i z ing reso lut ion f rom your  govern ing body that  

conf i rms i t s  approval of  the pro jects  and grant  monies  ( i f  

appl icable) .  

2 .  Payee Data Record form ( STD.  204) .   

3 .  501(c)(3)  Cer t i f icat ion ( for  non -prof i t  organizat ions) .  

4 .  F ina l  Landowner Agreements .  

5 .  Drug-F ree Workp lace Cer t i f icat ion ( STD.  21) .   

6 .  A current  (non-exp i red) federa l  Negot iated Ind irect Cost  Rate 

Agreement (NICRA) i f  not us ing the de min imis  rate.  

7 .  Federa l  Funding Accountabi l i ty  and T ransparency Act  2006 

Contractor  Cer t i f icat ion (DFW 868).  Any pro ject receiv ing 

federa l  funds  as  par t  of  the grant award is  requi red to 

complete th i s  form.   

8 .  Subrec ip ient R isk  Assessment ( DFW 870).  The Cal i forn ia 

Department  of  F ish  and Wi ld l i fe (CDFW) i s  required by the 

http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=152218
http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/dgs/fmc/pdf/std021.pdf
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=195539
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=195540
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Off ice of  Management and Budget Guidance Par t  200 Un i form 

Admin is t rat ive Requi rements ,  Cost  Pr inc ip les ,  and Audit  

Requirements  for  Federa l  Awards  (§  200.331 (b))  to evaluate 

each subrec ip ient’s  r i sk  of  noncompl iance wi th Federal  

s tatutes,  regu lat ions,  and the terms and condit ions of  the 

subaward for  purposes of  determin ing the appropr iate 

subrec ip ient moni tor ing.   

  Therefore,  any project receiv ing federa l  funds as  par t  of  the 

grant award i s  requi red to complete a Subrec ip ient R isk  

Assessment (DFW 870).  

9 .  NOAA performance measures for  each works i te.  Performance 

measures are not requi red in the  FRGP appl icat ion,  but  i f  

awarded the grantee wi l l  be requi red to update WebGrants  

w i th proposed works i te  per formance measures .  Per formance 

measures are detai led at the end of  each Pro ject Type sect ion 

and may a lso be rev iewed in the PCSRF Data D ict ionary .  

10.  Update the budget  in WebGrants  to ref lect the proposed 

Deta i led Project Budget Spreadsheet .  Appl icants  shou ld on ly  

input budget  category subtota ls  in WebGrants  but  prov ide an 

i temized Deta i led Pro ject Budget Spreadsheet  as  a 

Supplementary Document.   

Work sha l l  commence after  the grantee has received a fu l ly  executed 

Grant  Agreement  and a Not ice to Proceed .  Th is  i s  ant ic ipated to 

happen as ear ly as  March of  the fo l lowing year .  

Publ ic  In format ion  

Under F ish and Game Code,  Sect ion 1501.5  and Publ ic Resources 

Code,  Sect ion 6217.1 ,  CDFW is  author i zed to col lect  informat ion f rom 

grant appl icants  in  order  to process ,  t rack,  and ensure complet ion of  

funded pro jects .  Al l  in format ion requested on th i s  appl icat ion is  

mandatory un less  otherwise  ind icated.  An appl icant’s  name and 

address  may be prov ided to the publ ic ,  i f  requested.  Other  personal  

in format ion submitted on th is  appl icat ion may be re leased to 

governmenta l  ent i t ies  involved wi th the funding of  the  project,  to law 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=195540
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175506
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enforcement  agencies  pursuant to a cour t  order ,  or  for  of f ic ia l  natura l  

resources management purposes.  

Appl icant  T r ibal  In formal  Consul tat ion  and 

Col laborat ion  

CDFW recognizes  the importance of  appl icant in formal consu l tat ion 

and col laborat ion w i th Cal i forn ia Nat ive Amer ican t r ibes and that 

such consu l tat ion and col laborat ion w i l l  suppor t  the development 

and/or  implementat ion of  the best  poss ib le projects .  Appl ic ants  shou ld 

budget  suf f ic ient  t ime and/or  funds in  the i r  p roposa ls  to  suppor t  t r iba l  

involvement throughout the project,  as  they would for  subcontractors .  

Appl icant in formal  consu l tat ion w i th a Cal i forn ia Nat ive Amer ican 

T r ibe does not sat is fy or  rep lace C DFW’s AB 52 t r iba l  consu l tat ion 

obl igat ions for  projects  covered by FRGP’s  CEQA MND.  

A l l  projects  must  inc lude a T r iba l  Informal Consu l tat ion and 

Col laborat ion Descr ipt ion.  For  p lanning,  des ign,  ef fect iveness  

moni tor ing and out reach project types (PL ,  PD,  P I ,  MO, and OR),  

appl icants  must  descr ibe reasonable s teps they w i l l  take to ident i fy,  

consu l t ,  and seek col laborat ion w i th Cal i forn ia Nat ive Amer ican t r ibes 

that are cu l tura l ly  and t radi t ional ly af f i l ia ted wi th the pro ject’s  

geographic area dur ing the pro ject.  F or  implementat ion pro jects  (FP,  

HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  RE,  SC,  and WC),  appl icant s  must  descr ibe the s teps  

they have taken to ident i fy,  consu l t ,  and seek col laborat ion w i th 

Cal i forn ia  Nat ive Amer ican Tr ibes that  are cu l tu ra l ly  and t radi t ional ly  

aff i l ia ted wi th the project’s  geographic area whi le develop ing the 

project and where appropr iate,  how the resu l t s  of  that consu l tat ion 

and potent ia l  co l laborat ion are ref lected in the project des ign and/or  

implementat ion workp lan.  Appl icants  must  prov ide th i s  in format ion in 

the T r iba l  In formal  Consu l tat ion and Col laborat ion Sect ion of  the 

Landowner  Access  and Permit  Form in  the i r  p roposa l  appl icat ion at 

WebGrants .  However ,  appl icants  shou ld carefu l ly  avoid inc luding in 

the i r  appl icat ion any conf ident ia l  in format ion that  a t r ibe has shared 

wi th them. Please contact  the FRGP Permit  Coord inator  (see FRGP 

Contacts )  ear ly  regard ing any ques t ions .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
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Appl icants  shou ld get t r iba l  contact in format ion f rom the Nat ive 

Amer ican Her i tage Commiss ion (NAHC) by f i l l ing out  the Nat ive 

Amer ican Contact L i s t  and Sacred Lands F i le  Search form  and 

emai l ing i t  to:  NAHC@nahc.ca.gov .  With  th is  form,  you are request ing 

f rom NAHC a search of  the Sacred Lands F i le  (SLF)  database and a 

contact l i s t  of  t r ibes that are cu l tu ral ly  or  t radi t ional ly af f i l ia ted wi th 

the project’s  geographic  area.  The more informat ion you prov ide 

about the pro ject locat ion inc luding,  but not l imi ted to,  County(s) ,  

Quad Name(s) ,  and Publ ic  Land Survey System informat ion (Townsh ip,  

Range,  and Sect ions)  the more ref ined SLF search resul t s  w i l l  be 

prov ided.  To locate the project  quadrangle names,  here i s  a works i te  

you can use:  USGS Maps –  topoView.  CDFW recommends that when 

appl icants  in i t ia l ly  contact  t r ibes to request  informal t r iba l  

consu l tat ion,  appl icants  spec i fy that the i r  requests  are for  in formal  

t r iba l  consu l tat ion and not SB 18  or  AB 52 formal consu l tat ion.  

Proposal  Development  P lanning  

Appl icants  are encouraged to work  c lose ly w i th local  CDFW and NOAA 

FRGP s taf f  in the planning and development of  proposa ls  in advance 

of  the so l ic i tat ion re lease.  See FRGP Contacts  for  a l i s t  of  CDFW and 

NOAA contacts .  

Workshops h igh l ight ing the grant appl icat ion process  and updates  to 

the appl icat ion submiss ion requi rements  w i l l  be he ld throughout the 

s tate.  Locat ions  and dates  w i l l  be posted on CDFW ’s  Publ ic  Meet ings  

and Not ices webs ite  and on the FRGP Proposa l  So l ic i tat ion Not ice 

webs i te.  S ign up to get not i f icat ions about  upcoming workshops.   

Addit ional  informat ion and f orms used in examples of  Supplementary 

Documents  for  appl icat ions  can be found and downloaded f rom the 

FRGP Guidance Tools  web s i te .   

A l l  in format ion requested in  th i s  So l ic i tat ion i s  mandatory  un less  

otherwise  ind icated.  

http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Sacred-Lands-File-NA-Contact-Form.pdf
http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Sacred-Lands-File-NA-Contact-Form.pdf
mailto:NAHC@nahc.ca.gov
https://ngmdb.usgs.gov/topoview/viewer/#6/37.727/-121.718
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/notices
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/notices
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Solicitation
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Solicitation
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/Signup
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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Fa i lure to submit  any required attachment or  complete a l l  requ i red 

appl icat ion components  w i l l  make the proposa l  incomplete.  

Incomplete proposa ls  w i l l  not be reviewed or  cons idered for  funding .  

I f  the pro ject i s  se lected for  funding,  the pro ject proponent sha l l  

comply w i th  a l l  appl icable  federa l ,  s tate,  and local laws ,  ru les ,  

regu lat ions,  and/or  ord inances.  As  may be necessary,  the grantee 

sha l l  be respons ib le  for  obta in ing the serv ices of  appropr iate ly 

l icensed profess ionals  to comply w i th  the appl icable requi rements  of  

the Bus iness  and Profess ions  Code inc luding but not l imi ted to sect ion 

6700 et seq.  (Profess ional  Engineers  Act )  and/or  sect ion 7800 et seq.  

(Geologis ts  and Geophys ic i s ts  Act) .  

I f  the pro ject i s  se lected for  funding and the project proponent fa i l s  to 

per form in accordance with the prov is ions  of  the enacted  grant  

agreement,  CDFW reta ins  the r ight,  at  i t s  so le d i scret ion,  to inter rupt or  

suspend the work for  which the monies  are appropr iated or  to 

terminate the grant  agreement.  

Prevai l ing Wage 

State grants  may be sub ject to Cal i forn ia Labor Code requirements ,  

which inc lude prevai l ing wage prov is ions.  Cer ta in S tate grants  

admin is tered by the Cal i forn ia Wi ld l i fe Conservat ion Board and the 

Cal i forn ia  Department of  F i sh  and Wi ld l i fe are not  sub ject to Chapter  1 

(commencing wi th Sect ion 1720)  of  Par t  7 of  D iv i s ion 2 of  the Labor 

Code.  For  more deta i l s ,  p lease refer  to Cal i forn ia F i sh and Game Code 

Sect ion 1501.5  and to the Department  of  Indust r ia l  Re lat ions (DIR)  

webs i te.  Grantee sha l l  pay prevai l ing wage to a l l  persons employed in 

the per formance of  any par t  of  the project i f  requ ired by law to do so.  

Pro ject appl icants  who intend t o pay prevai l ing wage should ind icate 

th i s  in  the project  proposa l  so that assoc iated costs  can be 

cons idered dur ing the proposa l  rev iew process .  

http://www.dir.ca.gov/
http://www.dir.ca.gov/
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Indi rect  Costs  

Ind i rect costs  (admin is t rat ive overhead) are those that  cannot  be 

d i rect ly ass igned to a par t icu lar  grant  act iv i ty,  but are necessary to 

the operat ion of  the organizat ion and the per formance of  the grant 

project.  Ind i rect costs  inc lude operat ing and mainta in ing fac i l i t ies ,  

account ing serv ices,  and admin is t rat ive sa lar ies  that cannot be 

recovered in  other  budget categor ies .   

In  accordance with  the Federa l  Un i form Grant Guidance 2017 ( 2 CFR 

par t  200)  appl icants  have two opt ions  for  request ing ind i rect costs :   

1 .  Use the i r  federa l  Negot iated Ind i rect Cost  Rate  Agreement 

(N ICRA).  Federa l  approval  documentat ion must  be inc luded 

with the proposa l  as  a Supplementary  Document.   

OR  

2 .  Use a de min imis  rate  of  ten percent (10%) of  the Subrec ip ient’s  

Modif ied Tota l  D i rect  Costs  (MTDC).  The MTDC base cannot 

inc lude any d is tor t ing costs  such as equipment,  rent,  capi ta l  

expenditures ,  or  any sub -awards,  cont racts ,  or  consu l tant s  

beyond the f i r s t  $25,000.  S imple documentat ion e lect ing to use 

the de min imis  rate must  be inc luded with the proposa l  as  a 

Supplementa l  Document .  

Where the appl icant  does not have a federa l ly  approved rate,  any 

ind i rect costs  incur red over  10% are not  e l ig ib le for  re imbursement.  

MTDC inc ludes  a l l  d i rect sa lar ies  and wages,  appl icable f r inge 

benef i ts ,  mater ia l s  and suppl ies ,  se rv ices,  t rave l ,  and up to the f i r s t  

$25,000 of  each subaward .  MTDC exc ludes  equipment ,  capi ta l  

expenditures ,  charges  for  pat ient care,  renta l  costs ,  tu i t ion remis s ion,  

scholar sh ips  and fe l lowsh ips ,  par t ic ipant  suppor t  costs ,  and the 

por t ion of  each subaward in  excess  of  $25,000  as s tated in  2 CFR 

sect ion 200.68 .  Workers ’  compensat ion insurance i s  an a l lowable 

f r inge benef i t  as  s tated in  2  CFR sect ion 200.431.    

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title02/2cfr200_main_02.tpl
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title02/2cfr200_main_02.tpl
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=622d704bf6820a3606cd0dc7f1fd2df5&mc=true&n=pt2.1.200&r=PART&ty=HTML#se2.1.200_168
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=622d704bf6820a3606cd0dc7f1fd2df5&mc=true&n=pt2.1.200&r=PART&ty=HTML#se2.1.200_168
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=622d704bf6820a3606cd0dc7f1fd2df5&mc=true&n=pt2.1.200&r=PART&ty=HTML#se2.1.200_1431
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Subcontractors  are  subject to the same federa l  requirements  as  the 

appl icants .  See Federa l  Un i form Grant  Guidance at  2 CFR Par t  200 .  

For  informat ion on apply ing for  federa l  approval of  indi rect costs  

contact Lamar Rev is  at  lamar . rev i s@NOAA.gov .  For  more in format ion 

on ind i rect  costs  see 2 CFR Par t  200.  

Bui ld  Amer ica,  Buy Amer ica Act  

On November 15,  2021,  Pres ident B iden s igned into law the 

In f ras t ructure Investment and Jobs Act (“ I I JA”) ,  Pub.  L .  No.  117 -58 ,  

which inc ludes  the Bu i ld Amer ica,  Buy Amer ica Act.  Pub.  L .  No.  117 -58,  

§§ 70901-52.  The I IJA requires  that as  of  May 14,  2022 -  no federa l  

funds made avai lab le for  a Federa l  f inanc ia l  ass i s tance program for  

in f ras t ructure,  inc luding each def ic ient program,  may be obl igated for  

a  pro ject un less  a l l  of  the i ron,  s tee l ,  manufactured products ,  and 

construct ion mater ia l s  used in the pro j ect are produced in the Un i ted 

S tates.   

FRGP pro jects  are  to comply w i th  Bu i ld  Amer ica,  Buy Amer ica Act .  

Appl icants  shou ld p lan and budget  the i r  p roject accord ing ly to 

comply w i th  I I JA.  ht tps ://www.whitehouse.gov/wp -

content/up loads/2022/04/M -22-11.pdf I f  the project  i s  funded,  the 

grantee sha l l  cer t i fy  compl iance wi th  the I I JA.  For  more informat ion 

see the Implementat ion Guidance on Appl icat ion of  Buy Amer ica 

Preference in Federa l  F inanc ia l  Ass is tance Programs for  Inf ras t ructure .   

E f fect ive January 10,  2025,  th rough January 9 ,  2030,  t r ibes  awarded 

projects  at  or  be low $2.5  mi l l ion are granted a waiver  f rom the 

requirements  of  sect ion 70914 of  the Bu i ld Amer ica,  Buy Amer ica Act.  

The 5-year  f ina l  waiver  a lso appl ies  to  e l ig ib le  unspent funds f rom 

grants  awarded to t r ibes pr ior  to  the ef fect ive date  of  the waiver .  

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=622d704bf6820a3606cd0dc7f1fd2df5&mc=true&n=pt2.1.200&r=PART&ty=HTML#se2.1.200_1501
mailto:lamar.revis@NOAA.gov
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/M-22-11.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/M-22-11.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/M-22-11.pdf
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/M-22-11.pdf
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=228093&inline
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Generat ive Ar t i f ic ia l  In te l l igence (GenAI)  Requi rements   

The S tate of  Cal i forn ia seeks to rea l i ze  the potent ia l  benef i ts  of  GenAI ,  

th rough the development and deployment of  GenAI  tools ,  whi le  

balanc ing the r i sks  of  these new technologies .  GenAI  i s  def ined in  SAM 

sect ion 4819.2 ,   as “the c lass  of  AI  models  that emulate the s t ructure 

and character i s t ics  of  input data to generate der ived synthet ic  

content.  Th is  can inc lude images,  v ideos ,  audio,  text ,  and other  d ig i ta l  

content.”   

In  March 2024,  the Cal i forn ia Department of  Genera l  Serv ices and the 

Department  of  Technology i s sued Technology Letter  (TL )  24 -01 

regard ing Execut ive Order  (EO) N-12-23 on Generat ive Ar t i f ic ia l  

In te l l igence (GenAI) .  The let ter  incorporated the mandatory GenAI  

language and GenAI D isc losure and Factsheet ( STD 1000) in 

compet i t ive so l ic i tat ions,  regard less  of  whether  the project involves 

prov id ing a good or  serv ice w i th GenAI .    

Appl icants  to FRGP must  not i fy the Program/State in  the appl icat ion i f  

the i r  p roject  or  so lut ion or  serv ice inc ludes ,  or  makes avai lab le ,  any 

GenAI  technology,  inc luding GenAI  f rom th i rd par t ies  or  

subcontractors .   

The S tate has developed a GenAI  D isc losure & Factsheet  (STD 1000) to 

be completed by the appl icant.  Fa i lu re  to d i sc lose GenAI  to the 

Program/State and submit  the GenAI  D isc losure & Factsheet w i l l  resu l t  

in  d isqual i f icat ion of  the appl icat ion and may void a ny resu l t ing grant.  

The Program/State reserves i t s  r ight  to seek any and a l l  re l ief  i t  may be 

ent i t led to as  a resu l t  of  such non -d isc losure.   

Upon receipt of  an appl icant’s  GenAI  D isc losure & Factsheet,  the 

Program/State reserves  the r ight to incorporate GenAI  Spec ia l  

P rov i s ions into the f ina l  grant  or  re ject appl icat ions that  present an 

unacceptable leve l  of  r i sk  to the Program/State.   

https://www.dgs.ca.gov/Resources/SAM/TOC/4800/4819-2
https://www.dgs.ca.gov/Resources/SAM/TOC/4800/4819-2
https://cdt.ca.gov/policy/technology-letters/technology-letter-24-01/
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/AI-EO-No.12-_-GGN-Signed.pdf
https://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/dgs/fmc/pdf/std1000.pdf
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Cost  Share  

Cost share means the por t ion of  pro ject  costs  not paid by FRGP.  Cost  

share is  not requi red.  The amount of  cost  share does af fect an 

appl icant’s  rev iew score as out l ined in  the scoresheet ins t ruct ions .  

Proposa ls  prov id ing cost  share in the form of  cash or  in -k ind serv ices 

for  the execut ion of  the project must  spec i fy the source and dol lar  

amount  of  a l l  proposed cost  share .  Proposa ls  must  c lear ly  spec i fy the 

mater ia l (s )  and/or  act iv i ty( ies )  that w i l l  be used for  cost  share .  I f  a  

proposal  is  funded,  the cla imed cos t  share cannot  be used as match 

for  any other program or ent i ty .  Cost  share must  be conf i rmed by the 

dates l i s ted be low to be counted for  scor ing purposes.  Conf i rmed 

means secured and avai lab le to be expended on the proposed 

project  and wi th in the proposed durat ion of  the project.  

Cost  share can be e i ther  money or  resources other  than money  ( in-

k ind cont r ibut ions ,  i .e. ,  labor  or  mater ia l s ) ,  prov ided by the appl icant 

and/or  the appl icant’s  par tners  (e.g. ,  pr ivate companies,  nonprof i t  

organizat ions,  publ ic  agencies ,  and/or  other  ent i t ies )  involved in the 

implementat ion of  the propos ed project .  In-k ind contr ibut ions must  be 

appl ied d i rect ly to the pro ject in order  to be cons idered cost  share.  

When inc luding exi s t ing equipment or  veh ic les  in cost  share,  they must  

be prorated based on the  l i fe  of  the equipment/vehic les .  To be 

e l ig ib le ,  cost  share must  be used dur ing the term of  the grant .  Cost  

share def in i t ions  are as fo l lows :  

Cost  share not  sui table:  Pro jects ,  personnel ,  or  suppl ies  and equipment 

prev ious ly funded by CDFW;  resources expended pr ior  to the term of  

the grant ;  sa lar ies  of  permanent ly  funded employees work ing for  

CDFW or  NOAA F i sher ies ;  ind i rect charges;  mi t igat ion funds  and funds 

used in enforcement  act ions;  cost  share funds  that w i l l  not  be 

conf i rmed by December  1 of  the PSN year ;  cost  share be ing used as 

match for  other  grants  or  ent i t ies .  

Hard cost  share:  A l l  hard cost  share must  be Non-Federa l  sourced 

money or  in -k ind cont r ibut ions that  do not come f rom a federa l  

source.  Hard cost  share can be p rovided by the appl icant and/or  the 
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appl icant’s  par tners  involved in  the implementat ion of  the propos ed 

project .  Hard cost  must  be conf i rmed pr ior  to August  1  of  the PSN 

year .   

Sof t  cost  share:  Al l  sof t  cost  share i s  Federa l  sourced money or  in -k ind 

contr ibut ions  that come f rom a federa l  source.  Sof t  cost  share can be 

prov ided by the appl icant  and/or  the appl icant’s  par tners  involved in 

the implementat ion of  the proposed project.  Cost  share funds  (cash or  

in -k ind)  that w i l l  be conf i rmed af ter  August  1  of  the PSN year  up unt i l  

December 1 of  the PSN year  can only  be counted as sof t  cost  share 

regard less  of  funding source .  

I f  a proposa l  i s  funded,  ver i f icat ion of  the proposed cost  share i s  

required to complete the grant agreement  and a l l  cost  share must  be 

secured before  the grant agreement  can be executed.  Project 

proponents  fa i l ing to comply w i th these requi rements  w i l l  be 

cons idered non-respons ive and ine l ig ib le for  funding.  A cer t i f icat ion 

form,  prov ided by CDFW,  w i l l  be requi red for  a l l  non - federa l  cost  

share.  I f  the pro ject i s  funded,  al l  cos t  share must  be inc luded in the 

F ina l  Budget.  Suppor t ing documentat ion may be r equi red for  cost  

share expenses.  

Advance Payments  

Assembly B i l l  590 author i zes  CDFW to a l low advanced payments  to 

qual i f ied nonprof i t  grantees ,  not  to exceed 25 percent  of  the tota l  

award,  upon determinat ion that an advanced payment  i s  essent ia l  for  

the ef fect ive implementat ion of  a grant funded pro ject.  To be 

cons idered for  an advanced payment ,  nonprof i t  g rantees must  sat i s fy  

the fo l lowing requi rements  under  Cal i forn ia Government  Code 

§11019.3(c)(2) :  

1 .  Grantee must  submit  documentat ion suppor t ing the need for  

advanced payment  (e.g. ,  invoices ind icat ing the nonprof i t  

does  not have suf f ic ient cash or  c redi t  to make payments  

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=11019.3.
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=11019.3.
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before s tate re imbursement,  contracts ,  est imates,  payro l l  

records ,  f inanc ia l  records ,  etc. )  

2 .  Grantee must  demonstrate good s tanding as a nonprof i t  under 

sect ion 501 (c)(3)  of  the Interna l  Revenue Code.   

3 .  Grantee must  submit  an i temized budget  for  the e l ig ib le  costs  

to be funded by an advanced payment.   

 

I tems 1-3 w i l l  be submit ted dur ing the appl icat ion s tage.  Upon receipt 

of  an advanced payment ,  grantees must  meet  addit ional  

requirements ,  inc luding:  

1 .  Depos i t  funds  into a federa l ly  insured account of  the rec ip ient 

ent i ty that  prov ides the abi l i ty  to t rack interes t  earned and 

withdrawals .  In teres t  earned sha l l  be repor ted to CDFW and 

deducted f rom future  re imbursements .   

2 .  Es tabl i sh procedures to min imize the amount  of  t ime that  

e lapses between the t rans fer  of  funds  and the expenditure  of  

those funds.  

3 .  Prov ide progress  repor ts  on the expenditure of  advance funds,  

inc luding a summary of  work completed,  proof of  expenditure.   

4 .  Return any unused funding prov ided as advance payment but 

not  expended with in  the grant term to CDFW.  

NOAA Species in  the Spot l ight  and Federal  Endangered 

Species  

Appl icat ions  for  Pr ior i ty  1  pro ject types  he lp ing to s tab i l i ze  re levant 

NOAA Species  in the Spot l ight  anadromous sa lmonids  and Federa l  

Endangered southern  Cal i forn ia  s teelhead to prevent the i r  ext inct ion 

are encouraged.   

Cal i forn ia  i s  home to the Centra l  Cal i forn ia Coast Coho  Sa lmon and 

Sacramento R iver  Winter  Run Chinook Sa lmon.  Both spec ies  are two of  

n ine spec ies  cons idered by NOAA to be among the most  at  r i sk  of  

ext inct ion.  More informat ion  about NOAA’s  Spec ies  in the Spot l ight  

in i t iat ive can be found here and in the spec ies  spec i f ic  Pr ior i ty  Act ion 

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/topic/endangered-species-conservation#species-in-the-spotlight
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/topic/endangered-species-conservation#species-in-the-spotlight
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Plans  Centra l  Cal i forn ia Coast Coho  and Sacramento R iver  Winter  Run 

Chinook Sa lmon.  Addit ional ly ,  Cal i forn ia i s  home to the southern 

Cal i forn ia  s tee lhead,  a Federa l  and State  Endangered spec ies  at h igh 

r i sk  for  ext inct ion.  More in format ion can be found in the  Southern 

Cal i forn ia  S tee lhead Recovery P lan .  

https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2021-04/SIS%20Action%20Plan%202021_CCCCoho_FINAL%20508.pdf
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2021-04/SIS%20Action%20Plan%202021_SacWinterRunChinook_FINAL%20508.pdf
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2021-04/SIS%20Action%20Plan%202021_SacWinterRunChinook_FINAL%20508.pdf
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/southern-california-steelhead-recovery-plan
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/southern-california-steelhead-recovery-plan
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Par t  I I I :  Focus  Tools  

Funding for  the F isher ies  Restorat ion Grant  Program ( FRGP)  comes f rom 

the Nat ional Oceanic and Atmospher ic Admin is t rat ion’s  (NOAA) 

Pacif ic  Coasta l  Salmon Recovery Fund (PCSRF).   

1 .  Species  Cr i ter ia :  Refer  to the reg ional  focus  tab les .  Not  a l l  

spec ies  are pr ior i t ies  in a l l  watersheds .  NMFS Recovery P lan 

populat ion pr ior i t ies  are  des ignated by spec ies  and wi l l  be 

cons idered in the rank ing of  proposa ls  or  pr ior i t i zat ion of  

funding.  Focus Spec ies  are:  

a .  Coho Sa lmon 

b.  Stee lhead 

c.  Chinook Sa lmon 

2.  Watershed and Detai led Watershed :  The Regional Focus  

Watershed Tables  (Focus Tables)  l i s t  p r ior i ty  watersheds .  There 

are more spec if ic  pr ior i t ies  in  some watersheds;  re fer  to the 

“Detai led Watershed” column in  the Focus Tables .  Maps  of  the 

watersheds are located here:  FRGP Regional Focus  Watershed 

Interact ive Map and can be found on the FRGP PSN webs i te.  

These maps are a gu ide l ine to he lp locate your  project  w i th in a 

watershed.  Focus watershed determinat ion for  a project w i l l  be 

based on Focus Tables ,  not  on the maps .  Projects  that are 

proposed outs ide of  the l i s ted watersheds w i l l  have to fu r ther  

jus t i fy why that  pro ject locat ion is  impor tant  for  spec ies  

recovery in  the appl icat ion.  There is  a  minor  penal ty for  

projects  outs ide of  CDFW’s and NOAA’s pr ior i t ies  but  

unders tand there maybe va lue in complet ing the proposed 

project.   

3 .  Project  Type Cr i ter ia :  The proposed project shou ld meet  the 

requirements  for  one of  the project types l i s ted in  the Focus 

Tables .  Not a l l  p ro ject  types are pr ior i t ies  in a l l  watersheds .  (See 

Par t  I I  for  a def in i t ion of  pro ject type codes  and Par t  IV for  

project type descr ipt ions . )  

https://cdfw.maps.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=784f6e4e2c3e4f20b60d15afd9690d0f
https://cdfw.maps.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=784f6e4e2c3e4f20b60d15afd9690d0f
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Solicitation
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4.  Recovery or  Restorat ion Cr i ter ia:  To ass i s t  in the recovery of  

CESA- and ESA- l i s ted Coho Sa lmon,  s tee lhead,  and Chinook 

Sa lmon populat ions and the i r  habi tat  in Cal i forn ia,  t he 

proposed pro ject must  address  at  least  one  recovery act ion 

(NMFS recovery p lans)  or  task (CA Coho recovery p lan)  in one 

of  the e ight recovery p lans l i s ted below.  I t  i s  the appl icants ’  

respons ib i l i ty to se lect  and enter  the most  appropr iate  recovery 

act ion or  task for  the i r  p roposal .  

Geographic D iv is ion  

There are f ive  CDFW geographic reg ions e l ig ib le for  fund ing:  

1.  Northern Region 

2.  North Cent ra l  Region  

3.  Bay Del ta Region 

4.  Centra l  Region 

5.  South Coast Region  

The map of  CDFW regions i s  avai lab le  at  

ht tps ://w i ld l i fe.ca.gov/Regions .  No ind iv idual reg ion sha l l  rece ive 

more than 30% of  the avai lab le grant  funds before funding qual i ty 

projects  f rom the other  CDFW regions .  Other  reg ions ’  p rojects  w i l l  be 

assessed before more than 30% of  funds are g iven to any reg ion.   

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Regions
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Map 1:  Genera l  Overv iew of  FRGP Geographic Focus  
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Addi t ional  Funding  

I f  addi t ional  funds f rom state or  federa l  sources  become avai lab le 

dur ing th i s  cur rent year ’s  Publ ic  So l ic i tat ion Not ice ,  funds may be used 

to fund FRGP proposa ls .  The project must  meet  the cr i te r ia  set  by the 

funding source.  FRGP wi l l  rev iew proposa ls  to determine e l ig ib i l i ty  and 

a l locate appropr iate funding ,  when avai lab le .  Pr ior  to execut ing the 

agreement for  the grant( s ) ,  FRGP wi l l  conf i rm the fund terms and 

condit ions are commensurate w i th the project scope and t imel ine.   

Recovery/Res torat ion  P lans  

1.  The DFG Recovery S t rategy for  Cal i forn ia Coho  Sa lmon  (DFG 

2004) inc ludes recovery tasks  that are acceptable for  

compl iance wi th  th e gu ide l ines.  The Coho Sa lmon Recovery 

Tasks  Database conta ins  the most recent changes to the 

Recovery S t rategy and must  be used for  task se lect ion ins tead 

of  the document.  To see a l l  tasks  l i s ted,  do not check the h igh 

pr ior i ty  box.  To see range -wide tasks ,  c l ick  the “Run Range -w ide 

Report”  button at the bo t tom of  the web page.  Appl icants  must  

prov ide the task number in the proposa l  i f  choos ing a task f rom 

th i s  p lan.  I f  you have any quest ions regard ing the Coho Sa lmon 

recovery s t rategy  or  task database ,  contact S tephen Swales  at 

S tephen.swales@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov .  

2 .  The S tee lhead Restorat ion and Management P lan for  Cal i forn ia  

(DFG 1996)  inc ludes  broad recommendat ions  that were not 

ranked.  Recommendat ions /tasks  have s ince been updated 

based on the s tatus  of  s tee lhead populat ion s  coast  w ide.  The 

updated 2013 Stee lhead Recovery Task L i s t  conta ins  the most  

recent changes  and must  be used for  task se lect ion ins tead of  

the Management P lan in order  to comply w i th  the gu ide l ines .  

Appl icants  must  prov ide the task number in the proposa l  i f  

choos ing a task f rom th is  p lan.  I f  you have any quest ions 

regard ing the DFG s tee lhead p lan or  task l i s t ,  contact  Jon 

Nelson at,  jonathan.ne lson@wi ld l i fe.ca.gov .  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/coho/coho_tasks.aspx
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/coho/coho_tasks.aspx
mailto:Stephen.swales@wildlife.ca.gov
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=3490
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=58603
mailto:jonathan.nelson@wildlife.ca.gov
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3.  Recovery P lan for  the Evolut ionar i ly  S ign i f icant Un i t  of  Southern 

Oregon/Nor thern Cal i forn ia  Coast Coho Sa lmon  Publ ic F ina l :  

September 2014 (SONCC Plan) The updated recovery act ions 

for  each populat ion area can be found in the "2022 FRGP 

SONCC Recovery Act ions "  Exce l  tab le ,  avai lab le at:  

ht tps ://w i ld l i fe.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance .  The l ink w i l l  

download a searchable Exce l  f i le  that  l i s t s  a l l  cur rent Federa l  

recovery act ion s teps for  Cal i forn ia 's  SONCC coho sa lmon 

populat ions.  Appl icants  must  prov ide a spec if ic  S tep ID number 

(e.g. ,  SONCC-HBT-2 .2 .3 .2)  f rom th is  updated table i f  cho os ing a 

task f rom th i s  p lan.  I f  you have any quest ions regard ing the 

SONCC Plan,  you may contact Ju l ie Weeder  at 

ju l ie .weeder@noaa.gov .  

4 .  Coasta l  Mul t i spec ies  F ina l  Recovery P lan,  Nor th  Cent ral  

Cal i forn ia  Coast Recovery Domain:  Cal i forn ia  Coasta l  Chinook 

Sa lmon,  Nor thern Cal i forn ia  S tee lhead,  Centra l  Cal i forn ia Coast 

S tee lhead  NOAA: October 2016.  Act ion s teps for  each spec ies  

can be found in the “Support ing Mater ia l s”  l inks  for  each 

area/species  found on the webs i te above.  The l ink  w i l l  

download an Excel  f i le  w i th recovery act ions f rom the recovery 

p lan.  The recovery act ions for  ESU/DPS leve l  and populat ion 

leve l  are  found in the i r  own un ique worksheet tab.  The 

populat ion tabs are organized by d ivers i ty  s t rata and then 

a lphabet ica l ly w i th in  each s t ratum.  The ESU/DPS or  populat ion 

recovery act ion s tep must  be referenced by the un ique Act ion 

S tep ID number (e.g. ,  GarcR -NCSW-1.1.1.1) .  Appl icants  must  

prov ide the spec i f ic  recovery Act ion ID number  at the Act ion 

S tep leve l  in  the proposa l  i f  choos ing a task f rom th is  p lan.  I f  

you have any quest ions regard ing the Coasta l  Mul t i spec ies  

P lan,  you may contact  Er in  Seghes io er in.seghes io@noaa.gov  or  

Ju l ie  Weeder   ju l ie .weeder@noaa.gov .  

5 .  Recovery P lan for  Evolut ionar i ly  S ign if icant Un i t  of  Centra l  

Cal i forn ia  Coast Coho Sa lmon  F ina l  P lan September  2012 (CCC 

P lan).  An excel  workbook of  a l l  the recovery act ions can be 

found under  the “Support ing Mater ia l s”  l ink .  E l ig ib le recovery 

act ions f rom th i s  p lan are the spec i f ic  act ion s teps  for  the 

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-recovery-plan-southern-oregon-northern-california-coast-evolutionarily
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-recovery-plan-southern-oregon-northern-california-coast-evolutionarily
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
mailto:julie.weeder@noaa.gov
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
mailto:erin.seghesio@noaa.gov
mailto:julie.weeder@noaa.gov
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
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spec ies  leve l  (ESU),  D ivers i ty S t rata,  and Watershed ( i .e . ,  

populat ion).  The ESU,  D ivers i ty S t ratum, and watersheds  have 

the i r  own un ique worksheet tab.  The watershed tabs  are 

organized a lphabet ica l ly .  I f  choos ing a task f rom the CCC 

Coho Sa lmon Recovery P lan,  appl icants  must  re ference the 

un ique Act ion S tep ID n umber  associated wi th the spec i f ic  

act ion s tep in an e l ig ib le  watershed (e.g. ,  A lb ion R iver  A lR -

CCC-1.1.1.1) .  I f  you have any quest ions regard ing the NOAA 

CCC Coho p lan,  you may contact  E r in  Seghes io at 

e r in.seghes io@noaa.gov .  

6 .  Recovery P lan for  the Evolut ionar i ly  S ign i f icant Un i t s  of  

Sacramento R iver  Winter -Run Chinook Sa lmon and Centra l  

Va l ley Spr ing -Run Chinook Sa lmon and the D is t inct  Populat ion 

Segment  of  Cal i forn ia Cent ra l  Va l ley S tee lhead  NOAA F ina l :  

Ju ly  2014.  Spec i f ic  recovery act ions  l i s ted by watershed can be 

found under  the “Spreadsheet of  Recovery Act ions ” l ink .  These 

act ions must  be referenced by the un ique recovery Act ion ID 

number  (e.g. ,  MIC-  1.4) .  Appl icants  must  prov ide the spec i f ic  

recovery Act ion ID number in the proposa l  i f  choos ing a task  

f rom th is  p lan.  I f  you have any quest ions regard ing the Cen tra l  

Va l ley P lan,  you may contact B r ian E l l rot t  at  

B r ian.E l l rot t@noaa.gov .   

7 .  South-Centra l  Cal i forn ia S tee lhead Recovery P lan  NOAA F ina l :  

December 2013.  For  th i s  p lan,  spec i f ic  recovery act ion may on ly  

be drawn f rom the fo l lowing tables :  Inter ior  Coast  Range BPG, 

Tables  9-4  to 9 -6;  Carmel  R iver  Bas in BPG, Tables  10 -4;  B ig Sur  

Coast  BPG, Table  11 -4 to 11-10;  San Lu is  Obispo Ter race BPG, 

Tables  12-4 to 12-14;  South-Centra l  Cal i forn ia S tee lhead 

Research and Moni tor ing,  Adapt ive Management,  Table  13 -1.  

Appl icants  must  prov ide the spec if ic  recovery act ion number in 

the proposa l  i f  choos ing a recovery act ion  f rom th i s  p lan.  I f  you 

have any quest ions  regard ing the  NOAA s tee lhead p lan,  you 

may contact  Mark Capel l i  at  mark.capel l i@noaa.gov .  

mailto:erin.seghesio@noaa.gov
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
mailto:Brian.Ellrott@noaa.gov
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-recovery-plan-south-central-california-steelhead
mailto:mark.capelli@noaa.gov
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8.  Southern Cal i forn ia  S tee lhead Recovery P lan  NOAA F ina l  

Vers ion:  January  2012.  There i s  no separate excel  tab le  of  

recovery act ions.  For  th i s  P lan,  spec i f ic  recovery act ion s may 

on ly  be drawn f rom the fo l lowing tables :  Monte Ar ido BPG, 

Tables  9-4  to 9 -7;  Concept ion Coast BPG, Tables  10 -4 to 10-13;  

Santa Monica Mounta ins  BPG, Tables  11 -4  to 11-8;  Mojave R im 

BPG, Tables  12-4 to 12-6;  Santa Cata l ina Gulf  Coast  BPG, Tables  

13-4 to 13-13;  Southern Cal i forn ia S tee lhead Research,  

Moni tor ing,  and Adapt ive Management,  Table 14 -1.  Appl icants  

must  prov ide the recovery act ion number  in the i r  proposa l  

appl icat ion i f  choos ing a recovery act ion f rom th is  p lan.  I f  you 

have any quest ions  regard ing the NOAA s tee lhead p lan,  you 

may contact  Mark Capel l i  at  mark.capel l i@noaa.gov .  

Proposal  Rev iew Cr i ter ia  

Al l  proposa ls  w i l l  be rev iewed us ing the scoresheets  in Appendix B of  

these Guide l ines.  P roposa ls  that  pass  Admin is t rat ive Rev iew wi l l  be 

rev iewed by 3-4  technical  rev iewers .  P roposa l  rev iewers  develop a 

s ing le  rev iew scoresheet  ca l led the Consensus Scoresheet.  Proposa ls  

w i l l  be ranked for  fund ing by the ir  Consensus Scoresheet  score.   

In  the event l imi ted fund ing i s  avai lab le for  equal ly  scored pro jects ,  

request ing re lat ive ly  comparable amounts ,  the fo l lowing t iebreakers  

may be used:  1.  The project that scores  the h ighest  in  Benef i ts .  2  The 

project that scores  the h ighest  in Need.  3.  The Region w i th least  

amount  of  funded projects .   

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/southern-california-steelhead-recovery-plan
mailto:mark.capelli@noaa.gov
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Regional  Focus  Watersheds  Tables  and Reference Documents  

An onl ine mapping tool  depict ing focus watersheds i s  avai lab le  here:  FRGP Regional  Focus Watershed 

Interact ive Map and on the Proposal  So l ic i tat ion Not ice webs i te .  The Region Focus Watershed Table 

l i s t s  pr ior i ty watersheds by t he HUC Watershed,  and the Deta i led Watershed l i s ts  any res t r ic t ions in  the 

HUC Watershed.  Sa lmonid recovery  spec ies  pr ior i t ies  are des ignated in the Species  column and wi l l  be 

cons idered in the rank ing of  proposa ls  or  pr ior i t i zat ion of  funding.  Pr ior i t i zed project types w i th in a  

watershed are l i s ted in the Project Type(s )  Column.   

Be low each reg ion’s  Focus watershed Table i s  a tab le of  reference documents  in  a Reference 

Document Table.  Reference documents  are intended to  he lp the appl icant understand CDFW ’ s  and 

NOAA’s  p r ior i t ies  and ass i s t  w i th appl icant’s  responses  in the appl icat ion .  L inks  to the documents  are 

prov ided in  the L ink  to Document  column,  i f  avai lab le.  When not avai lab le a contact emai l  i s  l i s ted.  

P lease reach out to that contact  for  a copy of  that re ference document.   

P ro ject Type Abbrev iat ions:  FP = F ish Passage at S t ream Cross ings ,  HB =  Ins t ream Barr ier  Modi f icat ion for  

F i sh Passage,  HI  = Ins t ream Habitat Restorat ion,  HR = R ipar ian Restorat ion,  HS  = Bank S tabi l i zat ion,  HU =  

Watershed Restorat ion –  Ups lope,  MO = Moni to r ing Watershed Restorat ion,  OR = Watershed and 

Regional Organizat ion,  PD = Pro ject  Des ign,  PI  = Publ ic  Involvement and Capacity Bu i ld ing,  PL  = 

Watershed Evaluat ion,  Assessment and P lanning,  RE = Cooperat ive F i sh Rear ing,  SC = F i sh  Screening of  

D ivers ions ,  TE = Pr ivate Sector  Technical  T ra in ing and Educat ion Pro ject,  WC = Water  Conservat ion 

Measures,  WD = Water  Measur ing Dev ices ( Ins t ream and Water  D ivers ions)  

https://cdfw.maps.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=784f6e4e2c3e4f20b60d15afd9690d0f
https://cdfw.maps.arcgis.com/apps/mapviewer/index.html?webmap=784f6e4e2c3e4f20b60d15afd9690d0f
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/grants/FRGP/solicitation
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Region 1  Focus  Watersheds  Table  

Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 01 Upper  K lamath 

HUC 8 

Upper  K lamath R iver  

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies  (above the 

s i te of  former  I ron Gate 

Dam, to the Oregon 

border)   

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  SC,  TE ,  

WC,  WD 

R1 02 Upper  K lamath 

HUC 8 

Upper  K lamath R iver  

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies  (be low the 

s i te of  former  I ron Gate 

Dam)  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R1 03 Lower K lamath 

HUC 8 

Mid-K lamath t r ibutar ies  

in  the fo l lowing HUC 10 

watersheds:  Ind ian 

Creek,  Thompson Creek,  

E lk  Creek,  C lear  Creek,  

Ukonom Creek,  Rock 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

Creek,  B lu f f  Creek,  

D i l lon Creek 

R1 04 Scott  HUC 8 Scott  R iver  mains tem 

and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  TE ,  WC,  WD  

R1 05 Shasta HUC 8  Shasta R iver  mainstem 

and t r ibutar ies  (be low 

Dwinnel  Dam)   

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R1 06 Sa lmon HUC 8  Sa lmon R iver  and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  TE  

R1 07 Smith HUC 8 Smith R iver  mains tem,  

es tuary,  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

Smith R iver  P la in  

Coho FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE  
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 08 Smith HUC 8 Wi l son Creek mains tem, 

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  MO, PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE  

R1 09 Lower K lamath 

HUC 8 

Lower K lamath R iver  

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

in  the fo l lowing HUC 10 

watersheds:  Turwar  

Creek,  Tectah Creek,  

B lue Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HU,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE  

R1 10 T r in i ty HUC 8  Lower T r in i ty  R iver  

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies  in  the 

fo l lowing HUC 10 

watersheds;  New R iver ,  

B ig F rench Creek –  

T r in i ty R iver ,  Horse L into 

Creek –  T r in i ty R iver  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HU,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  SC,  TE,  WC, WD 
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 11 T r in i ty HUC 8  Upper  T r in i ty R iver  

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies  in  the 

fo l lowing HUC 10 

watersheds:  Weaver 

Creek –  T r in i ty R iver ,  

Canyon Creek,  Nor th 

Fork  T r in i ty R iver  (be low 

Lewis ton Dam) 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  MO,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R1 12 South Fork T r in i ty 

HUC 8 

South Fork T r in i ty 

mains tem, Hayfork 

Creek mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies   

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HU,  MO,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R1 13 Mad-Redwood 

HUC 8 

Mad R iver  mains tem, 

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

(be low Ruth Lake Dam)  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC 

R1 14 Redwood Creek 

HUC 10 

Redwood Creek 

mains tem, es tuary,  and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC, WD  
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 15 L i t t le R iver  HUC 10  L i t t le R iver  mains tem,  

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  MO,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

TE  

R1 16 Humboldt Bay -  

F ronta l  Pac i f ic  

Ocean HUC 10 

Humboldt Bay inc luding 

the bay,  es tuary and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE  

R1 17 Matto le R iver  HUC 

10 

Matto le R iver  mains tem, 

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE,  WC,  WD 

R1 18 Lower Ee l  HUC 8  Van Duzen R iver  

mains tem, Lower Ee l  

R iver  mains tem and 

es tuary,  and t r ibutar ies  

in  the fo l lowing HUC 10 

watersheds;  Larabee 

Creek,  Lower Van Duzen 

R iver ,  Pr ice Creek -Ee l  

R iver ,  Sa l t  R iver -Eel  

R iver ,  Upper Van Duzen 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC,  

WD 
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R iver ,  Yager  Creek HUC 

10 

R1 19 South Fork Ee l  HUC 

8  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

mains tem and the 

fo l lowing t r ibutar ies : ,  

E lder  Creek,  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  Sprou l  

Creek,  Ind ian Creek,  

S tandley Creek and 

Hol low Tree Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC,  

WD 

R1 20 Lower Ee l  HUC 8  Ee l  R iver  mains tem,  

Woodman Creek and i ts  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC,  

WD 

R1 21 Middle Fork Ee l  

HUC 8 

Middle Fork Ee l  R iver  

mains tem, Beaver  Creek 

and Ba lm of  Gi lead 

Creek 

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC,  

WD 
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 22 Upper  Ee l  HUC 8  Middle Ee l  R iver  

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies  in  the 

fo l lowing HUC 10 

watersheds:  Tomki  

Creek,  Out let  Creek,  

Bucknel l  Creek -  Ee l  

R iver  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC,  

WD 

R1 23 Usa l  Creek HUC 12  Usa l  Creek mains tem,  

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  TE  

R1 24 Cottaneva Creek 

HUC 12 

Cottaneva Creek 

mains tem, es tuary and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  TE  

R1 25 Juan Creek-Frontal  

Pac if ic  Ocean 

HUC 12 

Juan Creek and Howard 

Creek mains tems,  

inc luding es tuar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  TE  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  36  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 26 Wages Creek HUC 

12 

Wages Creek mains tem, 

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  TE  

R1 27 Ten Mi le R iver  HUC 

10 

Ten Mi le R iver  mains tem, 

t r ibutar ies  and es tuary  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  TE ,  WC 

R1 28 Pudding Creek 

HUC 12 

Pudding Creek 

mains tem, es tuary and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE,  WC 

R1 29 Noyo R iver  HUC 10  Noyo R iver  mainstem,  

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC 

R1 30 Hare Creek-Frontal  

Pac if ic  Ocean 

HUC 12 

Caspar  Creek and Hare 

Creek mains tems,  

es tuar ies ,  and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE,  WC 
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 31 B ig R iver  HUC 10  B ig R iver  mains tem, 

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC 

R1 32 A lb ion R iver  HUC 

12 

A lb ion R iver  mainstem,  

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HU,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE,  WC 

R1 33 Lower Navarro 

R iver ,  Nor th Fork 

Navarro R iver ,  

Nor th B ranch Nor th 

Fork  Navar ro R iver ,  

South B ranch 

Nor th Fork Navarro 

R iver ,  Upper 

Navarro R iver  and 

Ind ian Creek HUC 

12 watersheds  

Lower Navarro R iver  

mains tem, es tuary and 

t r ibutar ies ;  North Fork 

Navarro R iver  mains tem 

and t r ibutar ies ;  M i l l  

Creek mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies ;  Ind ian Creek 

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies ;  and 

F loodgate Creek 

mains tem 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC, WD  
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 34 Lower Garc ia R iver  

and Middle Garc ia 

R iver  HUC 12 

watersheds  

Garc ia R iver  mains tem, 

es tuary and t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE,  WC,  WD 

R1 35 Nor th Fork Guala la 

R iver  HUC 12 

Nor th Fork Guala la R iver  

mains tem and 

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC, WD  

R1 36 South Fork Guala la 

R iver -Guala la R iver  

HUC 12 

Guala la R iver  es tuary  Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE  

R1 37 Batt le  Creek HUC 8  Batt le  Creek HUC 8  S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R1 38 Mains tem 

Sacramento R iver  

(Be low Keswick 

Dam) 

Mains tem Sacramento 

R iver  (Be low Keswick 

Dam, located in Region 

1)  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD  
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Regional 

ID 

HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R1 39 McCloud R iver  

HUC 8 

McCloud R iver  HUC 8  S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

PD,  PL ,  RE  

R1 40 Deer  Creek HUC 10  Deer  Creek HUC 10  S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  

SC,  WC 

R1 41 Mi l l  Creek HUC 10  Mi l l  Creek HUC 10  S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  SC,  WC 

 

Region 1  Reference Documents  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

SHaRP P lan (2021)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

SF  Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

ht tps ://media. f i sher ies .noaa.gov/2021 -05/SFER-

SHaRP-P lan-Fu l lP lan-F INAL-508.pdf?nu l l  

https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2021-05/SFER-SHaRP-Plan-FullPlan-FINAL-508.pdf?null
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2021-05/SFER-SHaRP-Plan-FullPlan-FINAL-508.pdf?null


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  40  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek 

SONCC Coho Sa lmon 

Status  Rev iew (2024)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Upper  K lamath R iver ,  

M id-K lamath R iver ,  

Scott  R iver ,  Shasta 

R iver  (be low Dwinnel  

Dam),  Sa lmon RIver ,  

Upper  T r in i ty R iver  

(be low Lewis ton 

Dam),  South Fork 

T r in i ty R iver ,  Hayfork 

Creek,  Mains tem Ee l  

R iver ,  M iddle Fork  Ee l  

R iver  ( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[SF  Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Not  yet avai lab le ,  p lease contact 

T revor . To l le fson@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov for  updates  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  41  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek]  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Smith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  

Lower K lamath R iver ,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  42  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

to  conf luence with  

Dean Creek).  

SONCC Coho Sa lmon 

Federa l  Recovery P lan 

(2014)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Upper  K lamath R iver ,  

M id-K lamath R iver ,  

Scott  R iver ,  Shasta 

R iver  (be low Dwinnel  

Dam),  Sa lmon R iver ,  

Upper  T r in i ty R iver  

(be low Lewis ton 

Dam),  South Fork 

T r in i ty R iver ,  Hayfork 

Creek,  Mains tem Ee l  

R iver ,  M iddle Fork  Ee l  

R iver  ( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[SF  Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/f ina l - recovery-p lan-southern-oregon-nor thern-

cal i forn ia -coast -evolut ionar i ly  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-recovery-plan-southern-oregon-northern-california-coast-evolutionarily
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-recovery-plan-southern-oregon-northern-california-coast-evolutionarily
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-recovery-plan-southern-oregon-northern-california-coast-evolutionarily


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  43  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek]  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Smith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  

Lower K lamath R iver ,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek)  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  44  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

NC Stee lhead Status  

Rev iew (2024)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Mains tem Ee l  R iver ,  

M iddle Fork Ee l  R iver  

( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[South Fork Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek]  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  S mith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/s3//2024 -07/nc-

s tee lhead-5-yr - review-2024.pdf  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/s3/2024-07/nc-steelhead-5-yr-review-2024.pdf
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/s3/2024-07/nc-steelhead-5-yr-review-2024.pdf


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  45  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek)  

NC Stee lhead Federa l  

Recovery P lan (2016)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Mains tem Ee l  R iver ,  

M iddle Fork Ee l  R iver  

( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[South Fork Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek]  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/f ina l -coasta l -mul t i spec ies - recovery-p lan-

cal i forn ia -coasta l -ch inook-sa lmon  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  46  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Smith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  Van Duzen 

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek)  

CC Chinook Sa lmon 

Status  Rev iew (2024)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Mains tem Ee l  R iver ,  

M iddle Fork Ee l  R iver  

( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

Not  yet avai lab le ,  p lease contact 

T revor . To l le fson@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov for  updates  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  47  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[South Fork Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek]  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  es tuar ies :  

Smith R iver ,  Mad River  

be low Ruth Lake Dam,  

Redwood Creek,  L i t t le  

R iver ,  Humboldt  Bay 

and i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

Matto le R iver ,  Lower 

Ee l  R iver  (Ee l  R iver  

es tuary,  Van Duzen 

R iver ,  Sa l t  R iver ,  

mains tem Ee l  R iver  

f rom Fernbr idge to 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  48  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

conf luence with Dean 

Creek)  

CC Chinook Sa lmon 

Federa l  Recovery P lan 

(2016)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Mains tem Ee l  R iver ,  

M iddle Fork Ee l  R iver  

( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[South Fork Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek]  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  S mith  

R iver ,  Mad R iver  

be low Ruth Lake Dam,  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/f ina l -coasta l -mul t i spec ies - recovery-p lan-

cal i forn ia -coasta l -ch inook-sa lmon  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  49  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Redwood Creek,  L i t t le  

R iver ,  Humboldt  Bay 

and i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

Matto le R iver ,  Lower 

Ee l  R iver  (Ee l  R iver  

es tuary,  Van Duzen 

R iver ,  Sa l t  R iver ,  

mains tem Ee l  R iver  

f rom Fernbr idge to 

conf luence with Dean 

Creek)  

Sacramento R iver  

Winter - run Chinook,  

Cent ra l  Va l ley Spr ing -

run Chinook,  Centra l  

Va l ley S tee lhead  

Federa l  Recovery P lan 

(2014)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Mains tem Sacramento 

R iver  (Be low Keswick 

Dam),  Batt le Creek,  

McCloud R iver ,  Deer  

Creek,  and Mi l l  Creek.  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/ recovery-p lan-evolut ionar i ly - s ign if icant -un i ts -

sacramento- r iver -w inter - run 

CCC Coho Sa lmon 

Status  Rev iew (2023)  

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Usa l  

ht tps ://media. f i sher ies .noaa.gov/2023 -05/5-year-

s tatus- rev iew-ccc-coho.pdf  

https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2023-05/5-year-status-review-ccc-coho.pdf
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2023-05/5-year-status-review-ccc-coho.pdf


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  50  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek,  Cottaneva 

Creek,  Juan Creek,  

Howard Creek,  Wages  

Creek,  Ten Mi le R iver ,  

Pudding Creek,  Noyo 

R iver ,  Caspar Creek,  

Hare Creek,  B ig R iver ,  

A lb ion R iver ,  Navar ro 

R iver ,  Garc ia 

R iver ,Nor th Fork 

Guala la,  South Fork  

Guala la R iver ,  Russ ian 

R iver  mains tem 

downstream of  

Coyote Dam, Russ ian 

R iver  t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.   

CCC Coho Sa lmon 

Recovery P lan (2012)  

The fo l lowing 

r ivers/creeks and the i r  

t r ibutar ies :  North Fork 

Guala la,  and South 

Fork  Guala la R ivers .   

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/ recovery-p lan-evolut ionar i ly - s ign if icant -un i t -

cent ra l -ca l i forn ia-coast-coho  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  51  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Usa l  

Creek,  Cottaneva 

Creek,  Juan Creek,  

Howard Creek,  Wages  

Creek,  Ten Mi le R iver ,  

Pudding Creek,  Noyo 

R iver ,  Caspar Creek,  

Hare Creek,  B ig R iver ,  

A lb ion R iver ,  Navar ro 

R iver ,  Garc ia R iver ,  

Russ ian R iver  

mains tem downstream 

of  Coyote Dam, 

Russ ian R iver  

t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.   



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  52  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Recovery S t rategy for  

Cal i forn ia  Coho 

Sa lmon (2004)  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Upper  K lamath R iver ,  

M id-K lamath R iver ,  

Scott  R iver ,  Shasta 

R iver  (be low Dwinnel  

Dam),  Sa lmon RIver ,  

Upper  T r in i ty R iver  

(be low Lewis ton 

Dam),  South Fork 

T r in i ty R iver ,  Hayfork 

Creek,  Mains tem Ee l  

R iver ,  M iddle Fork  Ee l  

R iver  ( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[SF  Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek].  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=99401&in l ine  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  53  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Smith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  

Lower K lamath R iver ,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek),  Usa l  

Creek,  Cottaneva 

Creek,  Juan Creek,  

Howard Creek,  Wages  

Creek,  Ten Mi le 

Creek,  Pudding 

Creek,  Noyo R iver ,  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  54  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Caspar  Creek,  Hare 

Creek,  B ig R iver ,  

A lb ion R iver ,  Navar ro 

R iver ,  Garc ia R iver ,  

Nor th Fork Guala la 

R iver ,  South Fork 

Guala la R iver ,  Russ ian 

R iver  mains tem 

downstream of  

Coyote Dam, Russ ian 

R iver  t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.   

P r io r i ty Act ion Coho 

Team Report  and 

Addendum 

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Nor th Fork Guala la 

R iver ,  South Fork 

Guala la R iver .   

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Usa l  

Creek,  Cottaneva 

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=177167&in l ine  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177167&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177167&inline


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  55  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek,  Juan Creek,  

Howard Creek,  Wages  

Creek,  Ten Mi le 

Creek,  Pudding 

Creek,  Noyo R iver ,  

Caspar  Creek,  Hare 

Creek,  B ig R iver ,  

A lb ion R iver ,  Navar ro 

R iver ,  Garc ia R iver ,  

Russ ian R iver  

mains tem downstream 

of  Coyote Dam, 

Russ ian R iver  

t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.   

K lamath Reservoi r  

Reach Restorat ion 

Pr ior i t i zat ion P lan 

(2022)  

F i r s t  seven mi les  of  

K lamath R iver  above 

former Cape Horn 

Dam (extent  of  

ht tps ://psmfc.maps .arcgis .com/home/i tem.html? id

=46234bcb8c414523a57aa803e3819031  

https://psmfc.maps.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=46234bcb8c414523a57aa803e3819031
https://psmfc.maps.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=46234bcb8c414523a57aa803e3819031


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  56  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

SONCC coho sa lmon 

d is t r ibut ion)  

Smith R iver  P la in  

S t ream Restorat ion 

P lan (2018)  

Smith R iver  P la in  (De l  

Nor te County) :  

Mains tem Smith R iver ,  

unnamed estuary 

t r ibutary,  T i l las  S lough,  

I s las  S lough,  

Yontocket 

S lough/Tryon Creek,  

Rowdy Creek,  

Mor r i son Creek,  and 

Stotenburg Creek 

ht tps ://smithr iveral l iance.org/wp -

content/up loads/2019/03/SmithR -Restorat ion-

P lan_F INAL.pdf  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

Watershed Assessment 

(CDFW 2014)  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Par t  1:  

ht tp://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document I

D=175818 ,  Par t  2 :  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=175820  

https://smithriveralliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/SmithR-Restoration-Plan_FINAL.pdf
https://smithriveralliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/SmithR-Restoration-Plan_FINAL.pdf
https://smithriveralliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/SmithR-Restoration-Plan_FINAL.pdf
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175818
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175818
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175818
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175818
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175818


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  57  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek 

Lower Ee l  R iver  

Watershed Assessment 

(CDFW 2010)  

Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek 

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=175824  

Sa l t  R iver  Watershed 

Assessment (CDFW 

2005)  

Sa l t  R iver ,  i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and the 

Sa l t  R iver  es tuary  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=175825  

Van Duzen R iver  

Watershed Assessment 

(CDFW 2013)  

Van Duzen R iver  and 

i t s  t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=175823  

Redwood Creek 

Watershed Assessment 

Redwood Creek,  i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and the 

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=197187  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175824
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175824
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175825
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175825
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175823
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175823
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=197187
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=197187


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  58  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

(Humboldt)  (CDFW 

2006)  

Redwood Creek 

es tuary 

Matto le R iver  

Watershed Assessment 

(2003)  

Matto le R iver ,  i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and the 

Matto le R iver  es tuary  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=10479  

Mendocino Coast 

SHaRP P lan (202x)  

Ten Mi le R iver ,  Noyo 

R iver ,  B ig R iver ,  

Navarro R iver ,  and 

Garc ia R iver  

Not  yet avai lab le ,  p lease contact 

T revor . To l le fson@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov for  updates  

B ig R iver  Watershed 

Assessment (2006)  

B ig R iver ,  i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and the B ig  

R iver  es tuary  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=178740  

Alb ion R iver  Watershed 

Assessment (2004)  

A lb ion R iver ,  i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and the 

A lb ion R iver  es tuary  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=178748  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=10479
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=10479
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=178740
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=178740
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=178748
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=178748


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  59  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Act ion P lan for  the 

Scott  R iver  Sediment  

and Temperature Tota l  

Max imum Dai ly  Loads 

(2018)  

Scott  R iver  and i ts  

t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://www.waterboards.ca.gov/nor thcoast/water

_ i s sues/programs/tmdls/scott_r iver/  

North Coast Sa lmon 

Pro ject:  Assessment  of  

Restorat ion Pro jects  

Funded f rom 2004 to 

2018 Support ing Coho 

Sa lmon Recovery in  

Four  Focus Areas A long 

Cal i forn ia ' s  Nor th 

Coast  

Mendocino Coast 

( The fo l lowing 

s t reams,  the i r  

t r ibutar ies ,  and the i r  

es tuar ies :  Ten Mi le 

R iver ,  Noyo R iver ,  B ig 

R iver ,  Navar ro R iver ,  

and Garc ia R iver )  

 

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

( The fo l lowing 

r ivers/creeks and the i r  

t r ibutar ies :  South Fork 

Ee l  R iver  headwaters  

(E lder  Creek),  Bu l l  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=193854&in l ine  

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/northcoast/water_issues/programs/tmdls/scott_river/
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/northcoast/water_issues/programs/tmdls/scott_river/


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  60  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek,  Redwood 

Creek,  Sprou l  Creek,  

Ind ian Creek,  

S tandley Creek,  and 

Hol low Tree Creek)  

F i sher ies  Restorat ion 

F ramework for  the Ee l  

R iver  Watershed and 

Phase 1 Scope of  Work  

The fo l lowing s t r reams  

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Mains tem Ee l  R iver ,  

M iddle Fork Ee l  R iver  

( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[SF  Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek],  Russ ian 

R iver  mains tem 

downstream of  

Coyote Dam, Russ ian 

ht tps ://potterva l leyproject.org/wp -

content/up loads/2021/12/Ee l -Restorat ion-

F ramework_November -2021.pdf  

https://pottervalleyproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Eel-Restoration-Framework_November-2021.pdf
https://pottervalleyproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Eel-Restoration-Framework_November-2021.pdf
https://pottervalleyproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Eel-Restoration-Framework_November-2021.pdf
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Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

R iver  t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.   

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Lower 

Ee l  R iver  (Ee l  R iver  

es tuary,  Van Duzen 

R iver ,  Sa l t  R iver ,  

mains tem Ee l  R iver  

f rom Fernbr idge to 

conf luence with Dean 

Creek),  Russ ian R iver  

es tuary.  

S t ream Habitat  

Inventory Repor ts  

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibutar ies :  

Upper  K lamath R iver ,  

M id-K lamath R iver ,  

Scott  R iver ,  Shasta 

R iver  (be low Dwinnel  

Dam),  Sa lmon RIver ,  

Upper  T r in i ty R iver  

Document 

L ibrary L ink to S t ream Habitat Inventory Repor ts  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/documents/ContextDocs.aspx?cat=Fisheries--StreamInventoryReports
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/documents/ContextDocs.aspx?cat=Fisheries--StreamInventoryReports
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Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

(be low Lewis ton 

Dam),  South Fork 

T r in i ty R iver ,  Hayfork 

Creek,  Mains tem Ee l  

R iver ,  M iddle Fork  Ee l  

R iver  ( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[South Fork Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek].   

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Smith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  

Lower K lamath R iver ,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 
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Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek),  Usa l  

Creek,  Cottaneva 

Creek,  Juan Creek,  

Howard Creek,  Wages  

Creek,  Ten Mi le R iver ,  

Pudding Creek,  Noyo 

R iver ,  Hare Creek,  

Caspar  Creek,   B ig 

R iver ,  A lb ion R iver ,  

Navarro R iver ,  Garc ia 

R iver ,  Nor th Fork 

Guala la R iver ,  South 

Fork  Guala la R iver ,  

Russ ian R iver  

mains tem downstream 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  64  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

of  Coyote Dam, 

Russ ian R iver  

t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.   

Tota l  Max imum Dai ly  

Load (Cal i forn ia  S tate 

Water  Resources  

Contro l  Board)  

Locat ions l i s ted be low 

that 1.  have a 

sediment TMDL and 2 .  

HU is  a project type in 

the focus tab le ,  

and/or  3.  have a 

temperature TMDL 

and 2.  project types 

to address  water  

temperature are 

ind icated in  the focus 

tab le .  

 

The fo l lowing s t reams 

and the i r  t r ibu tar ies :  

Upper  K lamath R iver ,  

M id-K lamath R iver ,  

Scott  R iver ,  Shasta 

Tota l  Max imum Dai ly  Load (TMDL)  | Cal i forn ia  S tate 

Water  Resources  Contro l  Board  

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/
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Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

R iver  (be low Dwinnel  

Dam),  Sa lmon RIver ,  

Upper  T r in i ty R iver  

(be low Lewis ton 

Dam),  South Fork 

T r in i ty R iver ,  Hayfork 

Creek,  Mains tem Ee l  

R iver ,  M iddle Fork  Ee l  

R iver  ( Tomki ,  Out let ,  

Bucknel l  Creeks) ,  

South Fork Ee l  R iver  

[SF  Ee l  R iver  

headwaters  (E lder  

Creek),  Bu l l  Creek,  

Redwood Creek,  

Sprou l  Creek,  Ind ian 

Creek,  S tandley 

Creek,  and Hol low 

T ree Creek].   

 

The fo l lowing s t reams,  

the i r  t r ibutar ies ,  and 

the i r  es tuar ies :  Smith  

R iver ,  Wi l son Creek,  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  66  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Lower K lamath R iver ,  

Mad R iver  be low Ruth 

Lake Dam, Redwood 

Creek,  L i t t le R iver ,  

Humboldt Bay and i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Matto le  

R iver ,  Lower  Ee l  R iver  

(Ee l  R iver  es tuary,  Van 

Duzen R iver ,  Sa l t  

R iver ,  mains tem Ee l  

R iver  f rom Fernbr idge 

to conf luence with  

Dean Creek),  Usa l  

Creek,  Cottaneva 

Creek,  Juan Creek,  

Howard Creek,  Wages  

Creek,  Ten Mi le R iver ,  

Pudding Creek,  Noyo 

R iver ,  Caspar Creek,  

Hare Creek,  B ig R iver ,  

A lb ion R iver ,  Navar ro 

R iver ,  Garc ia R iver ,  

Nor th Fork Guala la 

R iver ,  South Fork 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  67  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

Guala la R iver ,  Russ ian 

R iver  mains tem 

downstream of  

Coyote Dam, Russ ian 

R iver  t r ibutar ies  f rom 

Maacama Creek to 

es tuary.  "  

 

Region 2  Focus  Watersheds  Table  

Regional 

ID 
HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  

Pro ject Type(s )  

R2 1  Yuba R iver  HUC 8  Yuba R iver  (be low 

Englebr ight)  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  

PL ,  SC,  TE  

R2 2  Calaveras R iver  

HUC 10 

Calaveras R iver  (be low 

New Hogan)  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R2 3  But te Creek HUC 8  Butte Creek S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  SC,  TE ,  

WC,  WD 

R2 4  Honcut 

Headwaters  -  

Lower Feather  HUC 

8  

Feather  R iver  be low 

Orov i l le  Dam and 

Honcut Creek 

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  TE ,  WD  
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R2 5 B ig Chico Creek 

HUC 10 

B ig Chico Creek S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  MO,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R2 6  Upper  Ee l  R iver  

HUC 8 

Ee l  R iver  and Tr ibutar ies  

above Lake P i l l sbury  

inc luding the fo l lowing 

HUC 10 watersheds :  

Corb in Creek and R ice 

Fork  Creek 

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  OR,  PD 

R2 7  Mains tem 

Sacramento R iver  

(Be low Keswick)  

Mains tem Sacramento 

R iver  in Region 2  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  RE,  SC,  TE,  WC 

R2 8  Lower Amer ican 

R iver  HUC 12 

lower Amer ican R iver  

be low Nimbus Dam 

Stee lhead,  

Chinook 

H I ,  HR,  MO, PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  

WC,  WD 

 

Region 2  Reference Documents  

Please contact  the CDFW Region 2  representat ive,  Michel le Forsha (Michel le.Forsha@Wi ld l i fe .ca.gov),  

for  quest ions and ass i s tance wi th the reference documents  be low.  

Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document 

Recovery P lan for  

Cent ra l  Va l ley Sa lmon 

and Stee lhead (2014)  

A l l  Centra l  Va l ley 

watersheds f rom the 

upper Sacramento to 

the San Joaquin  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-

plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run 

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
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Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document 

Cent ra l  Va l ley F lood 

P lan Protect ion (2022)  

A l l  Centra l  Va l ley 

watersheds f rom the 

upper Sacramento to 

the San Joaquin 

https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-

Pages/Programs/Flood-Management/Flood-Planning-and-

Studies/Central-Valley-Flood-Protection-Plan/Files/CVFPP-

Updates/2022/Central_Valley_Flood_Protection_Plan_Update_2

022_ADOPTED.pdf 

Feather  R iver  Regional 

F lood Management 

P lan (2014)  

Feather  R iver  and 

t r ibutar ies  

https://www.yubawater.org/DocumentCenter/View/3223/Feat

her-River-Region-Regional-Flood-Management-Plan?bidId= 

Lower Sacramento 

R iver/Del ta Nor th 

Regional F lood 

Management P lan 

(2014)  

Sacramento R iver  and 

t r ibutar ies  be low 

Kn ights  Landing to the 

Del ta 

https://www.yolocounty.org/home/showdocument?id=28753 

Mid & Upper 

Sacramento Regional  

F lood Management 

P lan (2014)  

Sacramento R iver  

t r ibutar ies  f rom Chico 

to Kn ights  Landing  

https://musacrfmp.com/documents/ 

Cal i forn ia  Sa lmon 

St rategy for  a Hotter ,  

Dr ier  Future:  Restor ing 

Aquat ic Ecosys tems in  

the Age of  C l imate 

Change 

Cal i forn ia  https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/Salmon-

Strategy-for-a-Hotter-Drier-Future.pdf  

 

 

https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/Flood-Management/Flood-Planning-and-Studies/Central-Valley-Flood-Protection-Plan/Files/CVFPP-Updates/2022/Central_Valley_Flood_Protection_Plan_Update_2022_ADOPTED.pdf
https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/Flood-Management/Flood-Planning-and-Studies/Central-Valley-Flood-Protection-Plan/Files/CVFPP-Updates/2022/Central_Valley_Flood_Protection_Plan_Update_2022_ADOPTED.pdf
https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/Flood-Management/Flood-Planning-and-Studies/Central-Valley-Flood-Protection-Plan/Files/CVFPP-Updates/2022/Central_Valley_Flood_Protection_Plan_Update_2022_ADOPTED.pdf
https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/Flood-Management/Flood-Planning-and-Studies/Central-Valley-Flood-Protection-Plan/Files/CVFPP-Updates/2022/Central_Valley_Flood_Protection_Plan_Update_2022_ADOPTED.pdf
https://water.ca.gov/-/media/DWR-Website/Web-Pages/Programs/Flood-Management/Flood-Planning-and-Studies/Central-Valley-Flood-Protection-Plan/Files/CVFPP-Updates/2022/Central_Valley_Flood_Protection_Plan_Update_2022_ADOPTED.pdf
https://www.yubawater.org/DocumentCenter/View/3223/Feather-River-Region-Regional-Flood-Management-Plan?bidId=
https://www.yubawater.org/DocumentCenter/View/3223/Feather-River-Region-Regional-Flood-Management-Plan?bidId=
https://www.yolocounty.org/home/showdocument?id=28753
https://musacrfmp.com/documents/
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/Salmon-Strategy-for-a-Hotter-Drier-Future.pdf
https://www.gov.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/Salmon-Strategy-for-a-Hotter-Drier-Future.pdf


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  70  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Region 3  Focus  Watersheds  Table  

Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R3 01 South Fork Guala la 

R iver  Guala la 

R iver ,  Rockpi le 

Creek,  Upper  

Wheatf ie ld Fork 

Guala la R iver ,  

Buckeye Creek,  

House Creek,  

Marshal l  Creek,  

Lower Wheatf ie ld 

Fork  Guala la R iver  

HUC 12 

South Fork Guala la R iver  

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

exc luding Buckeye 

Creek watershed 

Stee lhead FB,  HB,  H I ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE  

R3 02 Buckeye Creek 

HUC 12 

Buckeye Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ;  USGS,  

Nat ional  Watershed 

Boundary Dataset,  

Hydro logic Un i t  Code 

leve l  12 ,  Name:  Buckeye 

Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FB,  HB,  H I ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  TE,  WC, WD  

R3 03 Russ ian Gulch-

F ronta l  Pac i f ic  

Ocean HUC 12 

Russ ian Gulch 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HU,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  TE  
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R3 04 Russ ian HUC 8  Mains tem Russ ian R iver  

downstream of  Coyote 

Dam (East  Branch 

conf luence) and 

inc luding the Russ ian 

R iver  es tuary  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  MO,  OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE,  WC 

R3 05 Wi l low Creek-

Russ ian R iver  HUC 

12 

Wi l low Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

Sheephouse  Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  F reezeout  

Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

and Jenner  Gulch 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  RE,  SC,  TE,  WC,  

WD 

R3 06 Ward Creek-Aust in 

Creek HUC 12 

Mains tem Aust in Creek,  

and K idd Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

RE,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 07 Ward Creek-Aust in 

Creek HUC 12 

Aust in  Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies  

upst ream of the 

conf luence with East  

Aust in  Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

RE,  TE,  WC, WD 
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R3 08 East  Aust in  Creek 

HUC 12 

East  Aust in  Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ;  USGS,  

Nat ional  Watershed 

Boundary Dataset,  

Hydro logic Un i t  Code 

leve l  12 ,  Name:  East  

Aust in  Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, WD  

R3 09 Dutch B i l l  Creek -

Russ ian R iver  HUC 

12 

Dutch B i l l  Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  Hu lber t  

Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

and F i fe Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  TE,  WC,  WD  

R3 10 Green Val ley 

Creek HUC 12 

Green Val ley Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

Atascadero Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  SC,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 11 Por ter  Creek Mark 

West Creek HUC 12  

Mark West Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies .  Th i s  inc ludes 

and i s  not  l imi ted to 

Windsor  Creek,  the 

Laguna de Santa Rosa,  

and Santa Rosa Creek.  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  TE,  WC,  WD  
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R3 12 Por ter  Creek-

Russ ian R iver  HUC 

12 

Por ter  Creek ( t r ibutary 

to the Russ ian R iver )  

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

RE,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 13 West S lough-Dry 

Creek HUC 12 

Mains tem Dry Creek 

downstream of  Warm 

Spr ings Dam 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  MO,  OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE  

R3 14 Mi l l  Creek HUC 12  Mi l l  Creek ( t r ibutary  to 

Dry  Creek) watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ;  

USGS,  Nat ional  

Watershed Boundary 

Dataset,  Hydro logic Un i t  

Code leve l  12,  Name:  

Mi l l  Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, WD  

R3 15 West S lough-Dry 

Creek HUC 12 

Grape Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

and Wine Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  TE,  WC,  WD  

R3 16 Pena Creek HUC 

12 

Pena Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ;  

USGS,  Nat ional  

Watershed Boundary 

Dataset,  Hydro logic Un i t  

Code leve l  12,  Name:  

Pena Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, WD  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  74  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R3 17 Maacama Creek,  

F ranz Creek HUC 

12 

Maacama Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

exc luding Redwood 

Creek watershed 

Stee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  TE,  WC,  WD  

R3 18 Maacama Creek 

HUC 12 

Redwood Creek 

( t r ibutary to Maacama 

Creek)  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, WD 

R3 19 Upper  Russ ian 

R iver ,  Headwaters  

Russ ian R iver ,  B ig 

Su lphur  Creek,  

Middle Russ ian 

R iver  HUC 10 

The anadromous  waters  

of  Russ ian R iver  t r ibutary 

watersheds upst ream of 

Maacama Creek 

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 20 Sa lmon Creek HUC 

12 

Sa lmon Creek ( t r ibutary  

to the Pac i f ic  Ocean) 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ;  USGS,  

Nat ional  Watershed 

Boundary Dataset,  

Hydro logic Un i t  Code 

leve l  12 ,  Name:  Salmon 

Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 21 Walker  Creek HUC 

10 

Walker  Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

and exc luding the 

watershed above 

Sou laju le Dam 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 
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R3 22 Olema-Laguni tas  

Creek HUC 12,  San 

Geranimo Creek-

Laguni tas  Creek 

HUC 12 

Laguni tas  Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

exc luding the 

watershed above Peters  

Dam, and exc luding the 

watershed above 

Seeger Dam 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 23 Bo l inas  Lagoon 

HUC 12 

P ine Gulch Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 24 Redwood Creek-

F ronta l  Pac i f ic  

Ocean HUC 12 

Redwood Creek 

( t r ibutary to the Pac if ic  

Ocean) watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies  

Coho FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD 

R3 25 Cor te Madera 

Creek-Fronta l  San 

F ranc isco Bay 

Es tuar ies  HUC 10  

Cor te Madera Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R3 26 Novato Creek,  San 

Pablo Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  M i l le r  

Creek-Fronta l  San 

Pablo Bay 

Es tuar ies  HUC 12  

Novato Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

exc luding the 

watershed above 

Staf ford Dam 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  RE,  SC,  WD 
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ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R3 27 Adobe Creek-

F ronta l  San Pablo 

Bay Estuar ies ,  San 

Pablo Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  San 

Antonio Creek HUC 

12 

Mains tem Peta luma 

R iver ,  and San Antonio 

Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

and Wash ington Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and Adobe 

Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

and L ichau Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  SC,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 28 San Pablo Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  Schel l  

Creek-Fronta l  San 

Pablo Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  To lay  

Creek-Fronta l  San 

Pablo Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  Fowler  

Creek,  Lower 

Sonoma Creek,  

Upper  Sonoma 

Creek HUC 12 

Sonoma Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  upstream of 

Ra i l road S lough;  and 

To lay Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies  

(USGS,  Nat ional  

Watershed Boundary 

Dataset,  Hydro logic Un i t  

Code leve l  12,  Name:  

To lay Creek-Fronta l  San 

Pablo Bay Es tuar ies )  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  SC,  TE,  

WC,  WD 

R3 29 Upper  Napa R iver ,  

M iddle Napa R iver ,  

Dry  Creek,  Rector  

Creek-Conn Creek,  

Carneros Creek-

F ronta l  San Pablo 

Napa R iver  watershed 

and i t ' s  t r ibutar ies ;  

exc luding the San Pablo 

Bay Estuar ies ,  Amer ican 

Canyon Creek-F ronta l  

San Pablo Bay Es tuar ies ,  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  SC,  TE,  

WC,  WD 
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Bay Estuar ies ,  

Tu lucay Creek-

F ronta l  San Pablo 

Bay Estuar ies  HUC 

12 

the watershed above 

Mi l l i ken Dam, the 

watershed above Rector  

Dam, the watershed 

above Conn Dam, the 

watershed above the 

dams forming Be l l  

Canyon Reservoi r ,  and 

the watershed above 

K imbal l  Dam 

R3 30 Green Val ley 

Creek,  Wooden 

Val ley Creek-

Su i sun Creek HUC 

12 

Green Val ley Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and 

exc luding the 

watershed above Green 

Val ley Fa l l s  (Dam),  and 

inc luding Su i sun Creek 

watershed and i ts  

t r ibutar ies  exc luding the 

watershed above the 

Lake Cur ry Dam 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  SC,  TE ,  

WC,  WD 

R3 31 Su i sun Bay HUC 10  USGS,  Nat ional  

Watershed Boundary 

Dataset,  Hydro logic Un i t  

Code leve l  12,  Name:  

Su i sun Bay Es tuar ies  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

H I ,  HR,  MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  

PL ,  SC,  TE,  WC 
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R3 32 Mains tem 

Sacramento R iver  

(Be low Keswick) in 

Region 3  

The Mains tem of  the 

Sacramento R iver  be low 

the Amer ican R iver  

conf luence 

Stee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  MO, 

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  TE ,  WC 

R3 33 Del ta/Yolo Bypass  The Del ta Legal 

boundary as es tabl i shed 

under the Del ta 

Protect ion Act  and the 

Yolo Bypass  f rom 

F remont  Weir  southward 

to the Del ta boundary  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  RE,  SC,  TE ,  WC  

R3 34 Ar royo de la  

Laguna,  Ar royo 

Mocho,  Ar royo Las 

Pos i tas ,  Ar royo 

Val le ,  A lameda 

Creek HUC 10;  San 

F ranc isco Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  P lummer 

Creek-Fronta l  San 

F ranc isco Bay 

Es tuar ies  HUC 12  

A lameda Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

exc luding the 

watershed above 

Calaveras Dam, 

exc luding the 

watershed above James 

H.  Turner  Dam, and 

exc luding the 

watershed above Del  

Val  Dam 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R3 35 Lower Coyote 

Creek-Fronta l  San 

F ranc isco Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  Agua 

Cal iente Creek-

F ronta l  San 

Mains tem Coyote Creek 

be low Anderson Dam,  

and inc luding the Upper  

Peni tenc ia Creek 

watershed,  and 

inc luding USGS,  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

SC,  WC, WD 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  79  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Regional 
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 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

F ranc isco Bay 

Es tuar ies ,  San 

F ranc isco Bay HUC 

10 

Nat ional  Watershed 

Boundary Dataset,  

Hydro logic Un i t  Code 

leve l  12 ,  Name:  

Metcal fe Canyon-

Coyote Creek 

R3 36 Guadalupe R iver -

F ronta l  San 

F ranc isco Bay 

Es tuar ies  HUC 10  

Guadalupe R iver  

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  exc luding 

Los  Gatos Creek 

watershed,  Ross  Creek 

watershed,  and Canoas 

Creek watershed,  

exc luding the 

watershed above 

Guadalupe Dam, and 

exc luding the 

watershed above 

Calero Dam 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  PD,  P I ,  SC,  

WC,  WD 

R3 37 S tevens Creek HUC 

12 

S tevens Creek 

watershed and 

t r ibutar ies  exc luding the 

watershed above 

Stevens Creek Dam 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

SC,  WC, WD 

R3 38 San F ranc isqu i to 

Creek HUC 12 

San F ranc isqu i to creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies ,  and 

exc luding the 

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD,  PI ,  

SC,  WC, WD 
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watershed above 

Searsv i l le  Dam 

R3 39 Ar royo Leon HUC 

12 

Ar royo Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies  

and exc luding the 

watershed above Stone 

Dam 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 40 La Honda Creek,  

San Gregor io  

Creek HUC 12 

San Gregor io  Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 41 Pescadero Creek 

HUC 10 

Pescadero Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 42 Gazos  Creek-

F ronta l  Ano Nuevo 

Bay HUC 12 

Gazos  Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies  
Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 43 Gazos  Creek-

F ronta l  Ano Nuevo 

Bay HUC 12 

Whitehouse Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 
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R3 44 Waddel l  Creek 

HUC 12 

Waddel Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 45 Scott  Creek HUC 

12 

Scott  Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies  
Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 46 San V icente 

Creek-Fronta l  

Pac if ic  Ocean 

HUC 12 

San V icente Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 47 San V icente 

Creek-Fronta l  

Pac if ic  Ocean 

HUC 12 

Laguna Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 48 San Lorenzo R iver  

HUC 10 

San Lorenzo Creek 

watershed inc luding i t s  

t r ibutar ies  and 

exc luding the 

watershed above 

Newel l  Creek Dam 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 
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R3 49 Soquel Creek HUC 

12 

Soquel Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ;  

USGS,  Nat ional  

Watershed Boundary 

Dataset,  Hydro logic Un i t  

Code leve l  12,  Name:  

Soquel Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 50 Aptos Creek HUC 

12 

Aptos Creek watershed 

inc luding i t s  t r ibutar ies ;  

USGS,  Nat ional  

Watershed Boundary 

Dataset,  Hydro logic Un i t  

Code leve l  12,  Name:  

Aptos Creek 

Coho,  

S tee lhead 

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WC, 

WD 

R3 51 Corra l i tos ,  Lower  

Uvas ,  Lower and 

Upper  Pa jaro HUC 

12 

Pa jaro R iver  watershed 

and i t s  t r ibutar ies ,  

inc luding Carnadero 

Creek watershed,  

exc luding the 

watershed above Uvas  

Dam, and exc luding the 

other  watersheds  at  and 

above the conf luence 

with San Beni to R iver  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  

MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  SC,  

TE ,  WC, WD 
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Region 3  Reference Documents  

Document Name St ream, Watershed,  or  

Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

CCC Coho Sa lmon 

Status  Rev iew (2023)  

A l l  coasta l  watersheds 

f rom Aptos Creek 

(Santa Cruz County)  

to Punta Gorda 

(Humboldt  County)  

ht tps ://media. f i sher ies .noaa.gov/2023 -05/5-year-

s tatus - rev iew-ccc-coho.pdf   

CCC Coho Sa lmon 

Recovery P lan (2012)  

A l l  coasta l  watersheds 

f rom Aptos Creek 

(Santa Cruz County)  

to Punta Gorda 

(Humboldt  County)  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/ recovery-p lan-evolut ionar i ly - s ign if icant -un i t -

cent ra l -ca l i forn ia-coast-coho  

Recovery S t rategy for  

Cal i forn ia  Coho 

Sa lmon (2004)  

A l l  coasta l  watersheds 

in  Cal i forn ia f rom 

Aptos Creek (Santa 

Cruz County)  to the 

Smith R iver  (De l  Nor te 

County)  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=99401&in l ine   

Pr ior i ty Act ion Coho 

Team Report  and 

Addendum 

Al l  coasta l  watersheds 

f rom Aptos Creek 

(Santa Cruz County)  

to Punta Gorda 

(Humboldt  County)  

ht tps ://psmfc.maps .arcgis .com/home/i tem.html? id

=46234bcb8c414523a57aa803e3819031   

https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2023-05/5-year-status-review-ccc-coho.pdf
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2023-05/5-year-status-review-ccc-coho.pdf
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-unit-central-california-coast-coho
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://psmfc.maps.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=46234bcb8c414523a57aa803e3819031
https://psmfc.maps.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=46234bcb8c414523a57aa803e3819031
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Area 

L ink to document or  contact emai l  

CCC s tee lhead 

Recovery P lan (2016)  

A l l  watersheds f rom 

the upper  Russ ian 

R iver  (Sonoma 

County)  through the 

San F ranc isco Bay to 

Aptos Creek (Santa 

Cruz County)  

ht tps ://media. f i sher ies .noaa.gov/dam -

migrat ion/2016-mult i spec ies - recovery_p lan-vol4.pdf  

Recovery P lan for  

Cent ra l  Va l ley Sa lmon 

and Stee lhead (2014)  

A l l  Centra l  Va l ley 

watersheds f rom the 

upper Sacramento to 

the San Joaquin  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/document

/ recovery-p lan-evolut ionar i ly - s ign if icant -un i ts -

sacramento- r iver -w inter - run  

Pr ior i ty Act ion Coho 

Team Report  and 

Addendum 

Al l  coasta l  watersheds 

f rom Aptos Creek 

(Santa Cruz County)  

to Punta Gorda 

(Humboldt  County)  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=177167&in l ine  

Pr ior i ty Act ion Coho 

Team Addendum 

Al l  coasta l  watersheds 

f rom Aptos Creek 

(Santa Cruz County)  

to Punta Gorda 

(Humboldt  County)  

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=223744&in l ine  

Lower Russ ian R iver  

SHaRP P lan (2024)  

Dutch B i l l  Creek,  

Green Val ley Creek,  

Mi l l  Creek,  Wi l low 

Creek in lower Russ ian 

R iver  watershed 

ht tps ://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/F i leHandler .ashx?Document

ID=225720  

https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/dam-migration/2016-multispecies-recovery_plan-vol4.pdf
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/dam-migration/2016-multispecies-recovery_plan-vol4.pdf
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177167&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177167&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=223744&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=223744&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=225720
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=225720
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Laguni tas  Creek SHaRP 

P lan (2022)  

Laguni tas  Creek  ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/west -coast/habi tat -

conservat ion/ ident i fy ing -sa lmon-habitat -

res torat ion-pr ior i t ies - laguni tas -creek  

 

Region 4  Focus  Watersheds  Table  

Regional 

ID  

HUC Watershed  Deta i led Watershed   Spec ies   P ro ject Type(s )   

R4 1   Lower Stan is laus 

R iver  HUC 10  

S tan is laus R iver  (be low 

Goodwin)   

S tee lhead,  

Chinook  

HB,  HI ,  HR,  OR,  PD,  PL ,  SC,  

WC  

R4 2  Peas lee Creek -

Tuolumne R iver  HUC 

10  

Tuolumne R iver  (be low La 

Grange)  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook  

HB,  HI ,  HR,  OR,  PD,  PL ,  SC,  

WC  

R4 3  Ingalsbe S lough-

Merced R iver  HUC 

10  

Merced R iver  (be low 

Crocker  Huf fman)   

S tee lhead,  

Chinook  

HB,  HI ,  HR,  OR,  PD,  PL ,  SC,  

WC  

R4 4  San Joaquin R iver  

(be low Fr iant Dam)   

San Joaquin R iver  (be low 

F r iant Dam)  

S tee lhead,  

Chinook  

FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  OR,  PD,  PL ,  

SC,  WC  

R4 5  Carmel  R iver  HUC 

10  

Mains tem Carmel R iver  

(be low Los Padres Dam)   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC,  WD   

R4 6  Por t rero Canyon-

Carmel  R iver  HUC 

12  

Pot rero Creek  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  PD,  WC,  WD   

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/west-coast/habitat-conservation/identifying-salmon-habitat-restoration-priorities-lagunitas-creek
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/west-coast/habitat-conservation/identifying-salmon-habitat-restoration-priorities-lagunitas-creek
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/west-coast/habitat-conservation/identifying-salmon-habitat-restoration-priorities-lagunitas-creek


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  86  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Regional 

ID  

HUC Watershed  Deta i led Watershed   Spec ies   P ro ject Type(s )   

R4 7   San Clemente 

Creek  -Carmel R iver  

HUC 12  

San Clemente  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  PD,  WC, WD  

R4 8  Cachagua Creek 

HUC 12  

Cachagua   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  PD,  WC, WD  

R4 9  San Jose Creek HUC 

12  

San Jose Creek Mains tem 

inc luding Estuary   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, PD   

R4 10  San Jose Creek HUC 

12  

Seneca Creek   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HU,  PD  

R4 11  San Jose Creek HUC 

12  

Van Wink ley  S tee lhead  HU  

R4 12  B ixby Creek -  F ronta l  

Pac if ic  Ocean HUC 

12   

Garrapata Creek   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HU,  PD,  P I ,  PL   

R4 13  B ixby Creek -  F ronta l  

Pac if ic  Ocean HUC 

12   

Rocky Creek  S tee lhead  HU,  PD,  P I ,  PL   

R4 14  B ixby Creek -  F ronta l  

Pac if ic  Ocean HUC 

12   

B ixby Creek  S tee lhead  PD,  PI ,  PL   

R4 15  L i t t le Sur  R iver   HUC 

12  

L i t t le Sur  R iver   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  PL ,  

WD  

R4 16  B ig Sur  R iver  HUC 12   B ig Sur  R iver  Mainstem   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  

WC  

R4 17  Sa l inas HUC 8   Sa l inas R iver  Mains tem 

and t r ibutar ies  inc luding 

the San Antonio and 

Nacimiento R ivers   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  TE,  WC  

R4 18  Ar royo Seco HUC 10   Ar royo Seco mainstem 

and t r ibutar ies  inc luding 

Tassajara,  P iney,  Re l i z ,  

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  SC,  TE,  WC   
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Regional 

ID  

HUC Watershed  Deta i led Watershed   Spec ies   P ro ject Type(s )   

Horse,  Los t  Val ley,  and 

Vaqueros Creeks   

R4 19  Paso Robles  Creek 

HUC 12,  Santa R i ta 

Creek HUC 12  

Paso Robles  Mainstem 

and t r ibutar ies  inc luding 

Santa R i ta,  Wi l low,  and 

Jack Creeks   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC  

R4 20  Graves Creek-  

Sa l inas R iver  HUC 

12  

Graves Creek Mains tem   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC  

R4 21  Atascadero Creek 

HUC 12  

Atascadero Creek 

Mains tem and t r ibutar ies  

inc luding Hale and Eagle 

Creeks   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC  

R4 22  Santa Margar i ta 

Creek HUC 12  

Santa Margar i ta Creek 

Mains tem and t r ibutar ies  

inc luding Tassajara,  T rout ,  

and Yerbabuena Creeks   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC  

R4 23  San Carpoforo 

Creek HUC 12  

San Carpoforo Creek    S tee lhead  OR,  P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD  

R4 24  Ar royo de la  Laguna 

HUC 12,  Burnett  

Creek HUC 12  

Ar royo de la  Cruz and 

t r ibutary Burnett  Creek   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HU,  OR,  PD,  P I ,  

PL ,  WC  

R4 25  P ico Creek HUC 12   P ico Creek   S tee lhead  WC,  WD  

R4 26  L i t t le P ico Creek-

F ronta l  Pac i f ic  

Ocean  

L i t t le P ico Creek   S tee lhead  WC,  WD  

R4 27  San S imeon Creek 

HUC 12  

San S imeon Creek 

Mains tem   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  OR,  PD,  P I ,  PL ,  

WC,  WD  

R4 28  San S imeon Creek 

HUC 12  

VanGordon Creek   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC,  WD   
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Regional 

ID  

HUC Watershed  Deta i led Watershed   Spec ies   P ro ject Type(s )   

R4 29  San S imeon Creek 

HUC 12  

S te iner  Creek  S tee lhead  P I ,  PL ,  WC  

R4 30  Santa Rosa Creek 

HUC 12  

Santa Rosa Creek 

Mains tem   

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, 

OR,  PD,  P I ,  WC,  WD  

R4 31  Santa Rosa Creek 

HUC 12  

Per ry  Creek  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  WC, WD  

R4 32  Chor ro Creek HUC 

12  

Chor ro Creek Mains tem   S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, PD,  

PL ,  TE,  WC,  WD  

R4 33  Chor ro Creek HUC 

12  

San Bernardo Creek  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, PD,  

PL ,  WC, WD  

R4 34  Chor ro Creek HUC 

12  

San Lu is i to Creek  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, PD,  

PL ,  WC, WD  

R4 35  Chor ro Creek HUC 

12  

Pennington Creek  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, PD,  

PL ,  WC, WD  

R4 36  Chor ro Creek HUC 

12  

Dairy Creek  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, PD,  

PL ,  WC, WD  

R4 37  Los  Osos Creek HUC 

12  

Los  Osos Creek  S tee lhead  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO,  PD,  PL ,  

WC,  WD  

R4 38  Upper  and Lower 

San Lu is  Obispo 

Creek HUC 12  

San Lu is  Obispo Creek 

Mains tem and a l l  

t r ibutar ies   

S tee lhead  FP,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD   

R4 39  P i smo Creek HUC 12   P i smo Creek Mainstem  S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD   

R4 40  Lower Ar royo 

Grande Creek HUC 

12  

Ar royo Grande Creek 

Mains tem downstream of  

Lopez Dam  

S tee lhead  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD   
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Region 4  Reference Documents  

Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document or contact email 

NMFS Recovery P lan for  

Cent ra l  Va l ley Sa lmon and 

Stee lhead (2014)  

A l l  Region 4  Centra l  Va l ley 

Watersheds l i s ted in  the 

focus tab le  

ht tps ://www.f i sher ies .noaa.gov/resource/d

ocument/ recovery-p lan-evolut ionar i ly -

s ign i f icant-un i ts - sacramento- r iver -w inter -

run  

NMFS 5 -Year Rev iew:  South-

Centra l  Cal i forn ia Coast 

S tee lhead (2023)  

A l l  Region 4  Coasta l  

Watersheds l i s ted in  the 

focus tab le  

ht tps :// repos i tory. l ib rary.noaa.gov/v iew/n

oaa/55492  

NMFS Recovery P lan for  

South Centra l  S teelhead 

(2013)  

A l l  Region 4  Coasta l  

Watersheds l i s ted in  the 

focus tab le  

ht tps :// repos i tory. l ib rary.noaa.gov/v iew/n

oaa/17275  

CA F ish Passage Assessment 

Database 

A l l  Region 4  Watersheds 

l i s ted in the focus tab le  

ht tps ://apps.w i ld l i fe.ca.gov/b ios6/?al=ds6

9 

ht tps ://www.cal f i sh .org/ProgramsData/Ha

bitatandBarr ier s/Cal i forn iaF i shPassageAsse

ssmentDatabase.aspx  

Updated Statewide 2013 

Task L i s t  for  the Stee lhead 

Restorat ion and 

Management P lan for  

Cal i forn ia  (DFG 1996)  

A l l  Region 4  Watersheds 

l i s ted in the focus tab le  

ht tps ://w i ld l i fe.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guida

nce#580984201-guidance-documents  

Arroyo Grande Creek 

Watershed Management 

P lan Update.  2009  

Ar royo Grande Creek 

Watershed 

ht tps ://creek lands.org/projects/ar royo -

grande-creek-watershed-management-

p lan/  

B ig Sur  R iver  Watershed 

Management P lan 

B ig Sur  R iver  ht tps ://www.rcdmonterey.org/ images/doc

s/publ icat ions/b ig - sur -watershed-

management -p lan.pdf  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/55492
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/55492
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/17275
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/17275
https://apps.wildlife.ca.gov/bios6/?al=ds69%20https://www.calfish.org/ProgramsData/HabitatandBarriers/CaliforniaFishPassageAssessmentDatabase.aspx
https://apps.wildlife.ca.gov/bios6/?al=ds69%20https://www.calfish.org/ProgramsData/HabitatandBarriers/CaliforniaFishPassageAssessmentDatabase.aspx
https://apps.wildlife.ca.gov/bios6/?al=ds69%20https://www.calfish.org/ProgramsData/HabitatandBarriers/CaliforniaFishPassageAssessmentDatabase.aspx
https://apps.wildlife.ca.gov/bios6/?al=ds69%20https://www.calfish.org/ProgramsData/HabitatandBarriers/CaliforniaFishPassageAssessmentDatabase.aspx
https://apps.wildlife.ca.gov/bios6/?al=ds69%20https://www.calfish.org/ProgramsData/HabitatandBarriers/CaliforniaFishPassageAssessmentDatabase.aspx
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance#580984201-guidance-documents
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance#580984201-guidance-documents
https://creeklands.org/projects/arroyo-grande-creek-watershed-management-plan/
https://creeklands.org/projects/arroyo-grande-creek-watershed-management-plan/
https://creeklands.org/projects/arroyo-grande-creek-watershed-management-plan/
https://www.rcdmonterey.org/images/docs/publications/big-sur-watershed-management-plan.pdf
https://www.rcdmonterey.org/images/docs/publications/big-sur-watershed-management-plan.pdf
https://www.rcdmonterey.org/images/docs/publications/big-sur-watershed-management-plan.pdf
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Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document or contact email 

Assessment of  S tee lhead 

Passage Bar r ie rs  in Port ions 

of  Four  T r ibutar ies  to the 

Carmel  R iver .  2014  

Carmel  R iver  and 

T r ibutar ies  downstream of  

Los  Padres Dam 

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov  

Carmel  R iver  Watershed 

Assessment and Act ion P lan.  

2016 Update 

Carmel  R iver  and 

T r ibutar ies  downstream of  

Los  Padres Dam 

https ://www.rcdmonterey.org/ images/doc

s/publ icat ions/carmel - r iver -watershed-

assessment -act ion-p lan-2016.pdf  

CDFW B ig Sur  R iver  

S tee lhead Habitat 

Assessment.  Ne lson,  2014  

CDFW B ig Sur  R iver  

S tee lhead 

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Mor ro Bay Watershed 

Stee lhead Restorat ion 

P lanning S t ream Inventory 

Report  (Chorro Creek)  (2001)  

Chor ro Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://www.coasta l rcd.org/f i les/7b2a3761

d/Chorro+Creek+St ream+Inventory+Report

+2001.pdf  

St ream Inventory Report  

(Pennington Creek)  (2001)  

Chor ro Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://www.coasta l rcd.org/f i les/8e39b2e4

4/Pennington+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Re

port+2001.pdf  

Stee lhead Restorat ion 

P lanning Pro ject for  the 

Mor ro Bay Watershed.  2002  

Chor ro Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://www.coasta l rcd.org/f i les/26d4ca2a

a/Morro+Bay+Steelhead+Trout+Restorat ion

+Plan.pdf  

Morro Bay Watershed Stream 

Cross ing Inventory and F ish 

Passage Evaluat ion.  2003  

Chor ro Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://www.coasta l rcd.org/f i les/aa8fb468

6/Morro+Bay+Watershed+Stream+Cross ing+

Inventory+and+F ish+Passage+Evaluat ion.p

df  

Stee lhead Restorat ion 

P lanning Pro ject for  the 

Mor ro Bay Watershed 

submit ted to Coasta l  San 

Lu is  Resource Conservat ion 

D is t r ic t  

by John Dvorsky,  Swanson 

Chor ro Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
https://www.rcdmonterey.org/images/docs/publications/carmel-river-watershed-assessment-action-plan-2016.pdf
https://www.rcdmonterey.org/images/docs/publications/carmel-river-watershed-assessment-action-plan-2016.pdf
https://www.rcdmonterey.org/images/docs/publications/carmel-river-watershed-assessment-action-plan-2016.pdf
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/7b2a3761d/Chorro+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Report+2001.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/7b2a3761d/Chorro+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Report+2001.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/7b2a3761d/Chorro+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Report+2001.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/8e39b2e44/Pennington+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Report+2001.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/8e39b2e44/Pennington+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Report+2001.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/8e39b2e44/Pennington+Creek+Stream+Inventory+Report+2001.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/26d4ca2aa/Morro+Bay+Steelhead+Trout+Restoration+Plan.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/26d4ca2aa/Morro+Bay+Steelhead+Trout+Restoration+Plan.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/26d4ca2aa/Morro+Bay+Steelhead+Trout+Restoration+Plan.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/aa8fb4686/Morro+Bay+Watershed+Stream+Crossing+Inventory+and+Fish+Passage+Evaluation.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/aa8fb4686/Morro+Bay+Watershed+Stream+Crossing+Inventory+and+Fish+Passage+Evaluation.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/aa8fb4686/Morro+Bay+Watershed+Stream+Crossing+Inventory+and+Fish+Passage+Evaluation.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/aa8fb4686/Morro+Bay+Watershed+Stream+Crossing+Inventory+and+Fish+Passage+Evaluation.pdf
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
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Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document or contact email 

Hydro logy & 

Geomorphology.  2003  

CDFW Gar rapata Creek 

S tee lhead Populat ion 

Assessment.  Ne lson,  2005  

Garrapata Creek Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Garrapata Creek Watershed 

Assessment and Restorat ion 

P lan.  Prepared by the 

Garrapata Creek Watershed 

Counci l .  2006  

Garrapata Creek Suzanne.deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Garrapata Creek Watershed 

Stee lhead Bar r ie r  

Assessment.  Report  to the 

Cal i forn ia  Department of  

F i sh and Game and 

Garrapata Watershed 

Counci l .  The Watershed 

Ins t i tute,  Cal i forn ia  S tate 

Un ivers i ty Monterey Bay.  

Publ icat ion No.  WI -2005-02.  

76 pp.  Casagrande,  J.  and 

D.P.  Smith.  2005.   

Garrapata Creek Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

L i t t le Sur  DFG St ream Survey.  

Ne lson,  2003.  

L i t t le Sur  R iver  Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Habi tat Restorat ion P lan for  

the Lower Tuolumne R iver  

Corr idor  (2000)  

lower Tuolumne R iver  Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Merced R iver  Cor r idor  

Restorat ion P lan Base l ine 

S tudies .  Vol  1 and Vol  2 

(2001)  

Merced R iver  Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
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Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document or contact email 

Merced R iver  Cor r idor  

Restorat ion P lan.  St i l lwater  

Sc iences.  2002  

Merced R iver  Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

P i smo Creek/Edna Area 

Watershed Management 

P lan.  2009 

P i smo Creek/Edna Area ht tps ://www.coasta l rcd.org/f i les/0f f6eda3

c/Pismo+Creek-

Edna+Area+Watershed+Management+Plan

.pdf  

San Lu is  Obispo County 

S t ream Cross ing Inventory 

and F i sh Passage Evaluat ion.  

Prepared for  Greenspace 

the Cambr ia  Land Trus t  by 

the Cal i forn ia Conservat ion 

Corps .  2005 

P i smo Creek/Edna Area,  

Santa Rosa Creek,  Chorro 

Creek,  San Lu is  Obispo 

Creek 

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Watershed F isher ies  Repor t  

and Ear ly Act ions.  A Study of  

the Upper Sa l inas R iver  and 

T r ibutar ies .  2002  

Sa l inas R iver  and 

t r ibutar ies  

ht tps ://us -

l t rcd. spec ia ld i s t r ict .org/f i les/335ec4a34/W

atershed_F i sher ies_Repor t .pdf  

San Antonio and Nacimiento 

R ivers  Watershed 

Management P lan.  2008  

Sa l inas R iver  and 

t r ibutar ies  

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

CDFW St ream Inventory 

Report  Seneca Creek.  

Ne lson,  J .N.  2006.   

San Jose Creek and 

T r ibutar ies  

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

CDFW St ream Inventory 

Report  San Jose Creek.  

Ne lson,  J .N.  2006.   

San Jose Creek and 

T r ibutar ies  

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

San Jose Creek Watershed 

Assessment.  2012 Ba lance 

Hydro logics  

San Jose Creek and 

T r ibutar ies  

Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/0ff6eda3c/Pismo+Creek-Edna+Area+Watershed+Management+Plan.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/0ff6eda3c/Pismo+Creek-Edna+Area+Watershed+Management+Plan.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/0ff6eda3c/Pismo+Creek-Edna+Area+Watershed+Management+Plan.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/0ff6eda3c/Pismo+Creek-Edna+Area+Watershed+Management+Plan.pdf
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
https://us-ltrcd.specialdistrict.org/files/335ec4a34/Watershed_Fisheries_Report.pdf
https://us-ltrcd.specialdistrict.org/files/335ec4a34/Watershed_Fisheries_Report.pdf
https://us-ltrcd.specialdistrict.org/files/335ec4a34/Watershed_Fisheries_Report.pdf
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines    Par t  I I I  -  93  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document or contact email 

San Lu is  Obispo Creek 

Watershed Enhancement  

P lan.  2002 

San Lu is  Obispo Creek  ht tps ://www.coasta l rcd.org/f i les/5e0924be

a/San+Lu is+Obispo+Creek+Watershed+Enh

ancement+Plan+%282002%29.pdf  

San Lu is  Obispo Creek 

S tee lhead Trout  habi tat 

Inventory and Invest igat ion.  

2008 

San Lu is  Obispo Creek  Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

San S imeon Creek S tee lhead 

Habitat and Populat ion 

Survey.  Ne lson,  2005  

San S imeon Creek Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Assessment of  Long Term 

Water  Needs and 

Al ternat ives  

San S imeon Creek Suzanne.Deleon@wi ld l i fe .ca.gov   

Santa Rosa Creek Watershed 

Management P lan.  2012  

Santa Rosa Creek ht tps ://www.us -

l t rcd.org/f i les/a64815a77/SRCWMP_FINAL_F

eb2012_Compi led.pdf  

Upper  Sa l inas R iver  

Watershed Act ion P lan.  2004  

Upper  Sa l inas R iver  ht tps ://www.us -

l t rcd.org/f i les/35194b753/USLS+RCD+Water

shed+Act ion+Plan.pdf  

 

Region 5  Focus  Watershed s  Table  

Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R5 1  Santa Mar ia/S i squoc 

R iver  HUC 8  

Region 4 & 5  

mains tem & t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 2  Santa Ynez R iver  HUC 

8  

Santa Ynez R iver  

and t r ibs   

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/5e0924bea/San+Luis+Obispo+Creek+Watershed+Enhancement+Plan+%282002%29.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/5e0924bea/San+Luis+Obispo+Creek+Watershed+Enhancement+Plan+%282002%29.pdf
https://www.coastalrcd.org/files/5e0924bea/San+Luis+Obispo+Creek+Watershed+Enhancement+Plan+%282002%29.pdf
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:Suzanne.Deleon@wildlife.ca.gov
https://www.us-ltrcd.org/files/a64815a77/SRCWMP_FINAL_Feb2012_Compiled.pdf
https://www.us-ltrcd.org/files/a64815a77/SRCWMP_FINAL_Feb2012_Compiled.pdf
https://www.us-ltrcd.org/files/a64815a77/SRCWMP_FINAL_Feb2012_Compiled.pdf
https://www.us-ltrcd.org/files/35194b753/USLS+RCD+Watershed+Action+Plan.pdf
https://www.us-ltrcd.org/files/35194b753/USLS+RCD+Watershed+Action+Plan.pdf
https://www.us-ltrcd.org/files/35194b753/USLS+RCD+Watershed+Action+Plan.pdf
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R5 3  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Gaviota Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R5 4  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Ja lama Creek and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R5 5  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Canada de Santa 

Ani ta 

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R5 6  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Ar royo Hondo Creek  S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  

PL ,  WC 

R5 7  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Tecolote Creek S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R5 8  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Refugio Creek S tee lhead MO, PD,  PL  

R5 9  Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

E l  Capitan S tee lhead FP,  HB,  MO, PD,  PL ,  SC  

R5 10 San Pedro Creek 

F ronta l  Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

San Ys idro S tee lhead HB,  HI ,  MO, PD,  PL  

R5 11 Ja lama Creek-Fronta l  

Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Dos  Pueblos  S tee lhead MO, PD,  PL  

R5 12 San Pedro Creek 

F ronta l  Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Goleta S lough & 

t r ibs  (Atascadero,  

Mar ia Ygnacio,  San 

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

Jose,  and San 

Pedro)  

R5 13 San Pedro Creek 

F ronta l  Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Miss ion and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 14 San Pedro Creek 

F ronta l  Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Montec i to and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 15 San Pedro Creek 

F ronta l  Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

Carp inter ia and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 16 San Pedro Creek 

F ronta l  Santa Barbara 

Channel  HUC 10  

R incon and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 17 Ventura R iver  HUC 10  Ventura R iver  

inc luding t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 18 Santa Clara R iver  HUC 

8  

Santa Clara R iver  

and t r ibs   

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 19 B ig Sycamore Canyon 

HUC 10 

B ig Sycamore 

Canyon Creek 

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC 

R5 20 B ig Sycamore Canyon 

HUC 10 

Ar royo Sequi t ,  

T rancas ,  Zuma 

Stee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC 

R5 21 Mal ibu Creek HUC 10  So ls t ice Creek S tee lhead MO, PD,  PL ,  WC, WD 

R5 22 Mal ibu Creek HUC 10  Las F lores  Canyon 

Creek 

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC 

R5 23 Mal ibu Creek HUC 10  Mal ibu Creek S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC 

R5 24 Garapi to Creek HUC 

12 

Topanga Creek S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R5 25 San Gabr ie l  R iver  HUC 

8  

San Gabr ie l  R iver  

and t r ibs  (West Fork  

San Gabr ie l ,  Eas t  

Fork  San Gabr ie l )  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 26 Los  Angeles  R iver  HUC 

8  

Ar royo Seco R iver   S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 27 Los  Angeles  R iver  HUC 

8  

Los  Angeles  R iver  

and t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 28 Lower Santa Ana R iver  

HUC 10 

Santa Ana R iver  and 

t r ibutar ies  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD 

R5 29 San Juan Creek HUC 

10 

San Juan Creek and 

t r ibs   

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 30 A l i so Creek HUC 10  A l i so Creek and 

T r ibutar ies   

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  PD,  PL ,  WD  

R5 31 San Mateo Creek HUC 

10 

San Mateo Creek 

and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 32 San Onofre  Creek 

F ronta l  Gul f  of  Santa 

Cata l ina HUC 10  

San Onofre  Creek 

and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  

PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 33 Santa Margar i ta HUC 

10 

Santa Margar i ta 

R iver  and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 34 San D iegui to HUC 10  San D iegui to R iver  

and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 35 Lower San D iego River  

HUC 10 

San D iego R iver  and 

t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 36 Lower Sweetwater  

R iver  HUC 10 

Sweetwater  R iver  

and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

R5 37 Otay R iver  HUC 10 Otay R iver  and t r ibs  S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  
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Regional 

ID 

 HUC Watershed Deta i led Watershed  Species  Pro ject Type(s )  

R5 38 Cottonwood-T i juana 

HUC 8 

T i juana R iver  and 

t r ibs ,  Cottonwood 

Creek and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  MO, OR,  PD,  

P I ,  PL ,  SC,  WC,  WD 

R5 39 San Lu is  Rey-

Escondido HUC 8  

San Lu is  Rey R iver  

and t r ibs  

S tee lhead FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  MO, OR,  

PD,  PI ,  PL ,  SC,  WC, WD  

 

Region 5  Reference Documents  

Please contact  the CDFW region 5  representat ive,  Ky le  Evans ( ky le.evans@wi ld l i fe.ca.gov ),  for  

quest ions and ass i s tance wi th the reference documents  be low.  

Document Name Stream, Watershed, or Area Link to document or contact email 

NMFS Southern California 

Steelhead Recovery Plan 

From Santa Maria River to 

Tijuana River 

https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/15988 

NMFS 5-Year Status Review for 

Southern California Steelhead 

From Santa Maria River to 

Tijuana River 

https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/55493 

CDFW Aliso Creek Watershed 

Report 2021 

Aliso Creek  kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov 

Santa Monica Mountains Steelhead 

Habitat Assessment Final Project 

Report 2006 

Arroyo Sequit, Big Sycamore, Las 

Flores, Trancas, Zuma, Malibu, 

Solstice, Topanga 

kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov 

Assessment of Steelhead Habitat 

and Migration Barriers within 

Watersheds Impacted by the 

Thomas, Whitter, and Topanga 

Wildfires 

El Capitan, San Ysidro kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov 

The Projects for Enhancing 

Steelhead Runs in San Ysidro Creek 

San Ysidro kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov 

mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/15988
https://repository.library.noaa.gov/view/noaa/55493
mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
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El Capitan Creek Stream Inventory 

Report 

El Capitan  kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov 

Steelhead Assessment and 

Recovery Opportunities in Southern 

Santa Barbara County 

Jalama Creek-Frontal Santa 

Barbara Channel HUC 10 and 

San Pedro Creek Frontal Santa 

Barbara Channel HUC 10 

kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov 

 

mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
mailto:kyle.evans@wildlife.ca.gov
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Par t  IV :  P ro ject  Type Requi rements   

Th i s  Par t  of  the gu ide l ines  descr ibes the spec i f ic  requirements  for  each 

project type.  In addit ion to the informat ion requi red under Par t  I I  and 

I I I ,  in format ion requested under  each project type l i s ted here must  be 

submit ted wi th the proposa l  appl icat ion.  Requi red project  type 

in format ion must  be prov ided for  a l l  p redominate pro ject  types w i th in 

your  proposa l .  Appl icants  sha l l  ident i fy  the project type(s )  in the 

appl icat ion that best  descr ibe (s )  the proposed pro ject .  Forms and 

examples of  Supplementary Documents  can be found on the FRGP 

Gu idance Too l s  webs i te .  See Par t  V  for  more informat ion and 

def in i t ions  of  Supplementary  Documents .  

Implementat ion  pro ject types must  have a l l  des igns and p lans 100% 

completed pr ior  to  grant execut ion ,  i f  the proposa l  i s  funded.  Projects  

that have not been des igned to meet  a l l  requ i rements  of  the 

Cal i forn ia  Sa lmonid S t ream Habitat  Restorat ion Manual ,  4 th  Ed i t ion  

(CA Restorat ion Manual )  or  other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  

for  sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat restorat ion  w i l l  have the 

respons ib i l i ty  of  develop ing the appropr iate documentat ion for  CEQA, 

ESA,  and CESA compl iance,  inc luding f inanc ia l  assurances under CESA  

(See Env i ronmental  Compl iance and Permit t ing in  Par t  V) .  

P ro ject proposa l  descr ipt ions must  have suf f ic ient deta i l  to be used in  

a grant agreement  s tatement of  work  ( i f  funded),  to complete 

Cal i forn ia  Env i ronmenta l  Qual i ty  Act  (CEQA) compl iance,  and 

necessary  permits .   A descr ipt ion,  which on ly cons i s ts  of  a l i s t  of  

proposed act iv i t ies ,  w i thout descr ipt ive narrat ive does not const i tute 

suf f ic ient deta i l .   

The Project S tatement  form must conta in the fo l lowing informat ion:  

Pro ject Descr ipt ion ,  Mater ia l s ,  and Descr ipt ion of  Act iv i t ies  by Task 

inc luding Descr ipt ion of  Act iv i t ies ,  De l iverables ,  and Star t  Date . .  The 

combined subsect ions (which compr i se the Project S tatement)  must  

inc lude a complete descr ipt ion of  the pro ject,  inc luding what i s  be ing 

funded by cost  share (cash and in -k ind serv ices) .      

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
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Descr ipt ion of  Act iv i t ies  

Task must  inc lude a l i s t  of  a l l  act ions to be accompl i shed and a 

deta i led descr ipt ion of  the act iv i t ies  requi red to complete each task 

(e.g.  type of  equipment,  methodology,  type of  work,  personnel ,  

etc .) .  Inc lude a l l  tasks  for  the pro ject ,  both those covered by 

requested funds and those covered by cost  share.  C lear ly ident i fy 

which tasks  w i l l  be funded by the pro ject and cost  share respect ive ly .  

I f  an i tem or  expense is  not inc luded in th is  sect ion,  i t  cannot be 

inc luded in the budget .  

The T imel ine should be l inked to each task.  The t imel ine must  inc lude 

es t imated complet ion dates of  a l l  tasks ,  de l iverables ,  and s teps of  

implementat ion.  At  a min imum for  each task in  the t imel ine,  prov ide 

annual benchmarks  for  mul t ip le year  pro jects  and quar ter ly  

benchmarks  for  one -year projects .  A l l  tasks ,  inc luding submiss ion of  

the f ina l  invoice and f ina l  repor t ,  must  occur  w i th in the project 

t imeframe.   

The Del iverables  must  inc lude by task:  

•  complete l i s t  of  what w i l l  be de l ivered f rom the pro ject ,  

•  complete l i s t  of  quant i f iab le expected resu l t s  of  the pro ject ,  

•  l i s t  and descr ipt ion of  a l l  repor ts ,  maps,  databases,  and other  

products  to be prepared and del ivered ,   

•  al l  spec i f ic  de l iverables  required for  each Pro ject Type as 

descr ibed below,  

•  per iodic s tatus  repor ts ,  annual  repor ts ,  and ,  

•  F ina l  Report ,  inc luding a f ina l  budget .  

 

F ish  Passage at  S t ream Cross ings  (FP)  

E l ig ib le f i sh passage projects  are those that are spec if ica l ly  l imi ted to 

removing barr ier s  to  migrat ion.  The FP category inc ludes any human -

made cross ing over  or  th rough a st ream channel  such as paved or  
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unpaved roads,  ra i l roads,  t ra i l s  and paths,  fa i r -weather  Ar i zona 

cross ings,  br idges,  cu lvert s ,  baff les ,  o ld inf ras t ructure ,  or  any other  

anthropogenic  bu i l t  means to c ross  a  water  way.   

Th i s  pro ject type does not  inc lude the construct ion of  new f i sh  ladders  

or  upgrading or  mainta in ing ex is t ing f i sh ladders .  Dams are not 

inc luded in th is  pro ject type;  they are inc luded in project  type HB.  For  

proposa ls  focus ing on road cross ings or  modi f icat ion,  the proponent 

must  prov ide ev idence of  the extent to which the cross ing i s  a  barr ier  

to  sa lmon and/or  s tee lhead.  

Th i s  pro ject type does not  inc lude pre -pro ject p lanning or  des ign.  I t  i s  

s t r ic t ly for  construct ing implementat ion projects .  P roposa ls  must ,  at  a 

min imum,  inc lude complete Intermediate P lans ( i .e . ,  des ign p lans at 

65% leve l  of  development) .  P roposa ls  for  pre -project p lanning and 

development  should be submit ted under the pro ject des ign (PD) 

category.  Regard less  of  whether  pre -project p lanning is  done through 

a PD project or  outs ide of  the FRGP,  project appl icants  are 

encouraged to engage in d i scuss ion w i th CD FW or  NOAA F isher ies  

technical  s taff  pr ior  to development of  30% p lans .  I f  an FP proposa l  i s  

funded,  f ina l  100% p lans  accepted by CDFW and NOAA F i sher ies  

technical  and engineer ing s taf f  w i l l  be required pr ior  to  grant 

execut ion.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew the Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  FP Appl icat ions  

Al l  FP proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion:  

A.  Number of  mi les  of  s t ream t reated (on ly  the actual  length of  

s t ream treated by the project,  not the length of  s t ream af fected 

by the pro ject) .  
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B.  Number of  feet  of  aquat ic habi tat  d is turbed (sum of  ind iv idual  

feature lengths) .  

C.  Square footage of  inst ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  

channel  ( footpr int  of  features) .  

D.  Type and number of  b lockages or  barr ier s  removed or  a l te red.  

cu lver t ,  br idge,  ford,  or  logs.  

E .  Ev idence of  the extent to which the cross ing i s  a  barr ie r  to 

sa lmon and/or  s tee lhead.  

F .  Number of  mi les ,  per  works i te ,  of  s t ream made access ib le 

upst ream of each bar r ie r  removed.  

G.  Quant i ty  of  habi tat  made avai lab le and how th is  metr ic  was 

determined.   

H .  Qual i ty of  habi tat made avai lab le and how th i s  metr ic  was 

determined.  

I .  Type of  requi red l i s ted  spec ies  surveys  that w i l l  be done,  and 

protocols  to be used.  

J .  Need for  spec ies  re locat ion,  i f  appl icable ( see def in i t ion Par t  V).  

K .  Extent to which the proposed project  w i l l  meet  CDFW and NOAA 

F i sher ies  f i sh passage cr i te r ia ( see CA Restorat ion Manual ,  Part  

IX,  Appendix A and B ;  and Volume I I ,  Par t  X I I ) .  

L .  Presence or  absence of  other  downst ream bar r ie rs ,  inc luding 

how th i s  was determined and ex i s tence of  t reatment  p lans for  

downstream bar r ie rs .  

M.  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the  Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

 

Requi red Supplementary Documents  for  FP  Appl icat ions   

Al l  FP proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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A.  In termediate P lans.  I f  a des ign e lement  in the Intermediate 

P lans i s  determined to be unnecessary ,  a rat ionale for  not  

inc luding i t  must  be prov ided.  

B .  Pro ject Locat ion Topographic Map (see def in i t ion Par t  V).  

C.  Watershed (or  County)  M ap (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

D.  S igned Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  Agreement  ( see def in i t ion 

Par t  V).  

E .  Water  Law Compl iance Documents .  I f  a water  r ight i s  involved 

wi th the project,  wr i t ten ver i f icat ion of  the r ight to d iver t ,  use,  

s tore,  se l l ,  or  t ransfer  the water  i s  requi red for  any project  that 

addresses i s sues re lated to the d ivers ion,  use,  s torage ,  or  

purchase of  water .  

F .  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion Par t  V).  

G.  Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan (see def in i t ion Par t  V) .  

H .  Program Permit  Requi rements  –  Appendix D.  A completed 

project permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions and a 

template are located in Appendix  D.   

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  Post - implementat ion longi tudina l  prof i le  for  pro jects  where 

channel  grade i s  to  be res tored o r  otherwise modi f ied.  

C.  Post  implementat ion test  of  the pro ject  at two l i fe s tage des ign 

f lows (e .g. ,  fa l l /w inter  f lows for  adult  sa lmonids,  summer f lows for  

juveni les ,  etc. ) .  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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D.  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  that resu l t ,  or  may resu l t ,  in  d i scharge to 

sur face waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  that resu l t  in the creat ion of  a  v i s ib le  

tu rb id i ty in su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

E .  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

I f  the pro ject inc ludes  dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/ 

re locat ion,  a CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted 

to the CDFW grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion  act iv i ty.  

Performance Measures for  FP P ro jects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .   I f  p roject  was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.2.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on sa lmonid passage improvement  

C.2.b.1  

Tota l  amount of  s t ream upstream of  the passage impediment made 

access ib le (mi les )  

C.2.b.3  

Type of  Bar r ier  that  impeded passage.  Se lect :  d ivers ion dam, push -

up dam, wood or  concrete dam,  cu lver t ,  b r idge,  ford,  logs,  debr i s ,  

bou lders ,  rock barr ier s ,  or  lands l ide.  

C.2.b.4  Number of  b lockages/ impediments/bar r ie rs  impeding passage  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Area/footpr int  of  ins t ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel 

( square feet)  

Sub-Category:  F ish  Passage Improvement  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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Data ID Met r ic  

C.2. f  Culvert  Ins ta l led or  Improved  

C.2. f .2  Number of  cu lver ts  ins ta l led/ improved  

C.2. f .3  

S t ream length made access ib le  upst ream of the cu lver t  

ins ta l lat ion/repair  (mi les)  

C.2.g Br idge Ins ta l led or  Improved  

C.2.g.2  Number of  br idges insta l led/ improved  

C.2.g.3  

S t ream length made access ib le  upst ream of the br idge 

ins ta l lat ion/repair  (mi les)  

C.2.h Rocked Ford -  Road S t ream Cross ing  

C.2.h.2  Number of  rocked fords p laced  

C.2.h.3  

S t ream length made access ib le  upst ream of the rocked ford 

p lacement  (mi les )  

C.2. i  Road S t ream Cross ing Removal  

C.2. i .2  Number of  road cross ings removed  

C.2. i .3  

S t ream length made access ib le  upst ream of the road s t ream 

cross ing removal (mi les )  
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Ins t ream Barr ie r  Modi f icat ion for  F i sh  Passage (HB)  

Ins t ream bar r ie r  pro jects  are def ined as work  in the st ream channel  

(bankfu l l )  and a long the s t ream bank.  Ins t ream bar r ie rs  inc lude grade 

contro l  s t ructures  (wei rs ) ,  f lashboard dams,  dams,  debr i s  bas ins ,  water  

d ivers ion s t ructures ,  log debr i s  accumulat ions ,  o ld in f ras t ructure ,  or  

any anthropogenic barr ier  to f i sh .  Th i s  pro ject type does not  inc lude 

the const ruct ion of  new f ish ladders  or  upgrad ing or  maintenance of  

ex i s t ing f i sh  ladders .  I t  i s  recommended that proposa ls  under  the HB 

project type inc lude the  base l ine data d iscussed in Par ts  I I  and I I I  of  

the CA Restorat ion Manual .  For  barr ie r  modif icat ion and removal  

proposa ls ,  the proponent must  prov ide ev idence of  the extent to 

which the s t ructure  is  a bar r ie r  to salmon or  s tee lhead.  

Th i s  pro ject type does not  inc lude pre -pro ject p lanning or  des ign.  I t  i s  

s t r ic t ly for  construct ing implementat ion projects .  P roposa ls  must ,  at  a 

min imum,  inc lude complete intermediate p lans ( i .e. ,  des ign p lans at 

65% leve l  of  development) .  P roposa ls  for  pr e-project p lanning and 

development  should be submit ted under the pro ject des ign (PD) 

category.  Regard less  of  whether  pre -project p lanning is  done through 

a PD project or  outs ide of  the FRGP,  project appl icants  are 

encouraged to engage in d i scuss ion w i th CD FW or  NOAA F isher ies  

technical  s taff  pr ior  to development of  30% p lans .  I f  an HB proposa l  i s  

funded,  f ina l  100% p lans  accepted by CDFW and NOAA F i sher ies  

technical  and engineer ing s taf f  w i l l  be required pr ior  to  grant 

execut ion.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  HB Appl icat ions  

Al l  HB proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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A.  Number of  mi les  of  s t ream t reated (on ly  the actual  length of  

s t ream treated by the project,  not the length of  s t ream af fected 

by the pro ject)  

B .  Number of  feet  of  aquat ic habi tat  d is turbed (sum of  ind iv idual  

feature lengths) .  

C.  Square footage of  inst ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  

channel  ( footpr int  of  features) .  

D.  Type and number per  works i te  of  b lockages or  barr ier s  removed 

or  a l te red.  Se lect f rom: d ivers ion dam, push -up dam, wood or  

concrete dam,  cu lver t ,  b r idge,  ford,  logs,  debr i s ,  bou lders ,  rock 

bar r ie rs ,  or  lands l ide.   

E .  Ev idence of  the extent to which the cross ing i s  a  barr ie r  to 

sa lmon and/or  s tee lhead.  

F .  Number of  mi les ,  per  works i te ,  of  s t ream made access ib le 

upst ream of each bar r ie r  removed.  

G.  Quant i ty  of  habi tat  made avai lab le and how th is  metr ic  was 

determined  

H .  Qual i ty of  habi tat made avai lab le and how th i s  metr ic  was 

determined.  

I .  Al l  of  the fo l lowing,  by work works i te  ( i f  appl icable):  

a .  Number of  f i shway chutes  or  pools  ins ta l led.  

b .  Acres of  es tuar ine nearshore habi tat t reated.  

c.  Mi les  of  d ikes modi f ied or  removed ,  and acres of  avai lab le  

habi tat c reated.  

d.  Number of  t ide  gates a l tered or  removed and resu l t ing acres 

of  habi tat opened to f i sh passage.  

e .  Number of  es tuar ine cu lver ts  modif ied or  removed ,  and acres 

of  f i l l  mater ia l  removed.  

J .  Type of  requi red l i s ted  spec ies  surveys  that w i l l  be done,  and 

protocols  to be used.  

K .  Need for  spec ies  re locat ion,  i f  appl icable ( see def in i t ion Par t  V).  
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L .  Extent to which the proposed project  w i l l  meet  CDFW and NOAA 

F i sher ies  f i sh passage cr i te r ia ( see CA Restorat ion Manual ,  Part  

IX,  Appendix A and B ;  and Volume I I ,  Par t  X I I ) .  

M.  Presence or  absence of  other  downst ream bar r ie rs ,  inc luding 

how th i s  was determined and ex i s tence of  t reatment  p lans for  

downstream bar r ie rs .  

N.  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

 

Requi red Supplementa l  Documents  for  HB Appl icat ions  

Al l  HB proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  In termediate P lans.  I f  a des ign e lement  in the Intermediate P lans 

i s  determined to be unnecessary ,  a rat ionale for  not inc luding i t  

must  be prov ided (see def in i t ion Part  V).  

B .  Conceptual P lans,  i f  Intermediate P lans are determined to be 

unnecessary (see def in i t ion Par t  V).  P ro jects  where channel  

grade is  to be res tored or  otherwise  modi f ied by the proposed 

project must  a l so inc lude a longi tudina l  prof i le ,  sca led p lan,  and 

e levat ion v iew d iagrams showing the proposed work (see 

def in i t ion Par t  V).  

C.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion Par t  V).  

D.  Watershed map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

E .  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

Par t  V).  

F .  Water  law compl iance documents .  I f  a water  r ight i s  involved 

wi th the project,  wr i t ten ver i f icat ion of  the r ight to d iver t ,  use,  

s tore,  se l l ,  or  t ransfer  the water  i s  requi red for  any project  that 

addresses i s sues re lated to the d ivers ion,  use,  s torage ,  or  

purchase of  water .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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G.  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion  Par t  V).  

H .  Invas ive spec ies  prevent ion p lan ( see def in i t ion  Par t  V) .  

I .  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.   

I f  Funded 

I f  the HB proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be required 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  Post - implementat ion longi tudina l  prof i le  for  pro jects  where 

channel  grade i s  to  be res tored of  otherwise modi f ied.  

C.  Post  implementat ion test  of  the pro ject  at two l i fe s tage des ign 

f lows (e .g. ,  fa l l /w inter  f lows for  adult  sa lmonids,  summer f lows for  

juveni les ,  etc. ) .  

D.  I f  project inc ludes removal of  a  d ivers ion dam, f lashboard dam, 

or  wood or  concrete dam, the des ign documents ,  f ina l  costs ,  

and f ina l  p lans w i l l  be entered in  the Clear inghouse for  Dam 

Removal In format ion  (CDRI ) .  

E .  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  resu l t ,  or  may resu lt ,  in  d i scharge to sur face 

waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  resu l t  in the creat ion of  a v i s ib le turb id i ty 

in  su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

F .  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions Summary ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://calisphere.org/collections/26143/
https://calisphere.org/collections/26143/
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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G.  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

I f  project inc ludes dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a 

CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted to the CDFW 

grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  

Performance Measures for  HB P ro jects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .   I f  p roject  was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Area/footpr int  of  ins t ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel 

( square feet)  

(None) Number of  cu lver ts  rep laced or  repai red?  

(None) S i ze of  dams removed (cubic yards)?  

(None) Number of  dams removed? 

(None) 

Number of  mi les  of  res tored access  to unoccupied sa lmonid habi tat  

( f rom dam removal)  ?  

Sub-Category:  F ish  Passage Improvement  –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.2.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on sa lmonid passage improvement  

C.2.b.1  

Tota l  amount of  s t ream upstream of  the passage impediment made 

access ib le (mi les )  

C.2.b.3  

Type of  Bar r ier  that  impeded passage.  Se lect :  d ivers ion dam, push -

up dam, wood or  concrete dam,  cu lver t ,  b r idge,  ford,  logs,  debr i s ,  

bou lders ,  rock barr ier s ,  or  lands l ide.  

C.2.b.4  Number of  b lockages/ impediments/bar r ie rs  impeding passage  

Sub-Category:  F ish  Passage Improvement  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 
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Data ID Met r ic  

C.2.c F i sh Passage B lockages  Removed or Al tered  

C.2.c.2  Number of  b lockages/ impediments/bar r ie rs  removed or  a l te red  

C.2.d F i shway Chutes or Pools  Ins ta l led 

C.2.d.2  Number of  f i shway chutes/pools  insta l led  

Sub-Category:  Es tuar ine/Nearshore –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.9.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on Es tuar ine/Nearshore projects  

C.9.b Tota l  amount of  estuar ine area t reated (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Es tuar ine/Nearshore –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.9.d Dike or  Berm Modif icat ion/Removal  

C.9.d.2  Length of  d ike(s)  removed (mi les)  

C.9.e T idegate Al terat ion/Removal  

C.9.e.2  Number of  t idegates a l tered/removed  

C.9. f  Culvert  Modif icat ion/Removal  

C.9. f .2  Number of  cu lver ts  modi f ied/removed  

  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  IV  -  112  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Ins t ream Habi tat  Res torat ion (HI )  

E l ig ib le inst ream habitat res torat ion (H I)  pro jects  are l imi ted to 

implementat ion work in s t ream channels  and f loodpla ins .  Project 

des ign and p lanning w i l l  not be funded under th is  project type.  HI  

inc ludes  ins ta l lat ion of  la rge wood,  root  wads ,  beaver  dam analogs,  

Pos t  Ass i s ted Log St ructures ,  boulder  features  and weir s ,  grave l  

augmentat ion,  s ide channel const ruct ion,  and f loodpla in  connect iv i ty  

projects  such as of f -channel features  and f loodpla in grading projects  

(See Par t  V) .  

H I  projects  must  cons ider  h is tor ica l  and present-day land use pract ices 

and inf ras t ructure as wel l  as  the geomorphic set t ing of  the pro ject 

reach.  I t  i s  impor tant  to cons ider  what  opportun i t ies  are  present  to 

res tore the geomorphic funct ion of  the s t ream . Projects  shou ld be 

des igned with phys ica l  and b io log ical  processes  in mind and s t ructures  

shou ld mimic natura l  se l f - susta in ing examples to the extent poss ib le.  

Res tor ing the geomorphic funct ion in  the project reach wi l l  p rov ide 

benef i ts  to sa lmonids beyond cover .  These benef i ts  inc lude increased 

pool f requency and depth,  increased or  sor ted spawning grave ls ,  

increased aggradat ion leading to f loodpla in  connect iv i ty ,  ve loc i ty  

and temperature refug ia,  increased s inuos i ty ,  and an increase in 

avai lab le  food f rom addit ional  benth ic macro inver tebrate product iv i ty 

that occurs  on inundated f loodpla ins .   

I t  i s  recommended that proposa ls  under  th i s  category inc lude the 

base l ine data d iscussed in Par ts  I I  and I I I  of  the CA Restorat ion 

Manual .  

An H I  proposa l  must  have a c lear ly  ident i f ied goal  and descr ibe the 

spec i f ic  measurable object ive (s )  the project w i l l  achieve in order  to 

meet that goal .  There are p lanning documents  re ferenced in  Part s  I I I -

11 through I I I -14 and Part  V-106 that can he lp gu ide appl icants  toward 

appropr iate goals  and object ives.  Methods and techniques for  

implement ing ins t ream habitat improvement projects  are found in the 

CA Restorat ion Manual  or  other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  for  

sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat res torat ion .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
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HI  projects  that  inc lude wood loading and non -engineered log and 

boulder  features  (s imi la r  in s i ze and des ign to those ident i f ied in Par t  

V I I  of  the CA Restorat ion Manual )  must  inc lude Conceptual  P lans as  

descr ibed in Required Supplementa l  Documents  in th i s  sect ion.  A l l  

other  H I  p ro jects  must  inc lude completed Intermediate P lans  ( i .e. ,  

des ign p lans  at ~65% leve l  of  development  as  descr ibed in Par t  V of  

th i s  document)  w i th  the i r  p roposa l .  For  t reatments  requi r ing 

Intermediate P lans at the proposa l  phase ,  F ina l  P lans  (100% p lans)  

accepted by CDFW/NOAA F isher ies  technical/engineer ing s taf f  w i l l  be 

required pr ior  to grant execut ion ,  i f  funded.  Regard less  of  whether  

p lanning i s  done through a n FRGP funded Project Des ign ( PD) or  

outs ide of  the FRGP,  appl icants  are encouraged to engage in 

d i scuss ion w i th CDFW or  NOAA technical  s taff  pr ior  to development  of  

30% p lans .   

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  HI  Appl icat ions  

Al l  H I  proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  The tota l  l inear  length in feet,  downst ream to upstream , where 

the project w i l l  take p lace.  I f  work i s  tak ing p lace on mult ip le 

s t reams,  supply th is  informat ion separate ly  for  each s t ream 

proposed for  implementat ion.  

B .  The length of  aquat ic habi tat to be d is turbed in feet.  Th i s  i s  the 

s t ream length to be excavated,  s t ream length to be 

dewatered,  or  the l inear  length of  a s t ream channel where work  

w i l l  take p lace.  For  pro jects  w i th mult ip le project locat ions,  th i s  

i s  the combined l inear  length where d is turbance wi l l  occur .  I f  

work i s  tak ing p lace on mult ip le s t reams,  supply th is  informat ion 

for  each s t ream separate ly.  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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C.  Area (feet 2 )  of  ins t ream features  to be ins ta l led w i th in the 

bankfu l l  channel  or  the channel  area to be excavated.  See 

Appendix D  for  inst ruct ions on measur ing ins t ream features .  I f  

work i s  tak ing p lace on mult ip le s t reams,  supply th is  informat ion 

for  each s t ream separate ly.  

D.  I f  the t reatment/pro ject i s  ident i f ied in a s t ream habitat  survey,  

or  watershed assessment  prov ide the name of  the 

survey/assessment in the format:  Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  

source,  and source address .  Do not inc lude NOAA or  State 

recovery p lans here.  

E .  I f  at ta in ing permits  outs ide of  FRGP,  ind icate type of  requi red 

l i s ted spec ies  surveys that w i l l  be completed and the protocols  

to be used.  

F .  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

In  addit ion to the above genera l  requi rements ,  the fol lowing spec i f ic  

in format ion for  cer ta in t reatment types must  be inc luded in the  

appl icat ion’s  Requi red Project Type Informat ion (on the Project  

Jus t i f icat ion form).  

G.  Channel Feature P lacement and Wood Loading t reatments  must  

be descr ibed in deta i l  the fo l lowing spec if ic  informat ion for  

each works i te :  

1 .  Number of  ins t ream features  to be ins ta l led or  modi f ied .  

2 .  Target habi tat metr ic  spec i f ic  to your  project ob ject ive 

(e.g. ,  amount of  la rge wood per  pro ject reach,  key log 

p ieces per  reach,  pr imary pool depths,  pr imary pool 

lengths ) .  D i scuss  why the target metr ic  was  se lected and 

how i t  w i l l  be met.  Target metr ics  shou ld be based on the 

best  avai lab le sc ient i f ic  l i te rature where appl icable.  C i te 

the document  in which the s tated habitat metr ic  i s  just i f ied  

i f  appropr iate.  I f  the referenced l i terature i s  not eas i ly  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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access ib le,  p lease prov ide the document or  re levant 

excerpt (s)  as  a supplementa l  document.   

3 .  Quant i ty  of  ex is t ing target  habi tat in the proposed reach 

for  compar i son to target metr ic  ( e.g. ,  number of  la rge 

wood p ieces cur rent ly  in the reach,  average pool she lter  

rat ing,  length and area of  ex i s t ing s ide channel habi tat ) .  

4 .  Average bankfu l l  w idth of  the pro ject reach ( see CA 

Restorat ion Manual ,  Par t  I I I ) .  

5 .  Type of  mater ia l s  to  be used for  channel feature 

p lacement .  Se lect f rom: ind iv idual logs (unanchored),  

ind iv idual  logs (anchored),  logs  fas tened together  

(complex feature),  s tumps w i th roots  attached ( root wads),  

rocks/boulders  (unanchored),  rocks/boulders  ( fas tened or  

anchored),  log or  boulder  wei rs ,  def lectors/barbs,  or  other  

engineered features .  

6 .  Quant i ty  of  mater ia l  to be ins ta l led (e .g.  tota l  p ieces of  

la rge wood or  cubic  yards  of  boulders ) .  

 

H .  Channel Reconf igurat ion and Connect iv i ty  t reatments  must  

descr ibe in deta i l  the fo l lowing speci f ic  in format ion for  each 

project works i te :  

1 .  Type of  channel to be reconf igured and connected.  Se lect 

f rom: c reat ion/connect ion to of f -channel  habi tat,  c reat ion 

of  ins t ream pools ,  channel  bed restored,  or  meanders  

added.  

2 .  Target habi tat metr ic  spec i f ic  to your  project ob ject ive  

(e.g.  number of  of f -channel  features ,  area of  of f -channel  

features/connected f loodpla in ,  inundat ion f requency,  f i sh  

capacity,  weighted useable area) .   

3 .  Mi les  of  s t ream to be t reated for  channel reconf igurat ion 

and connect iv i ty .  

4 .  Mi les  of  of f -channel  s t ream to be created .  

5 .  Acres of  of f -channel  or  f loodpla in  to be connected .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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6.  Number of  ins t ream pools  to be created for  channel 

reconf igurat ion.  

I .  Spawning Gravel  Augmentat ion  t reatments  must  descr ibe in 

deta i l  the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion for  each project  

works i te :  

1.  Target habi tat metr ic  spec i f ic  to your  project ob ject ive .   

2.  Mi les  of  s t ream to be t reated wi th spawning grave l  

p lacement .  

3.  Cubic yards of  spawning grave l  to be p laced .  

J .  Aquat ic Non-nat ive Invas ive P lant  Removal  t reatments  must  

descr ibe in deta i l  the fo l lowing speci f ic  in format ion for  each 

project works i te :  

1 .  Target metr ic  spec i f ic  to your  pro ject ob ject ive .  

2 .  Mi les  of  s t ream to be t reated for  removal of  aquat ic non -

nat ive invas ive p lants .  

3 .  Acres of  p lants  to be removed/contro l led .  

4 .  Sc ient i f ic  name(s)  of  p lant  spec ies  to be removed .  

K .  Predator/compet i tor  Removal  t reatments  must  descr ibe in deta i l  

the fo l lowing speci f ic  in format ion for  each project works i te :  

1.  Target metr ic  spec i f ic  to your  pro ject ob ject ive .  

2.  Sc ient i f ic  names and number of  predator/compet i tor  

spec ies  to be removed.  

3.  Mi les  of  s t ream to be t reated for  predator  removal/cont ro l .  

4.  Descr ibe the methods to be used to contro l/ remove 

predators  or  compet i tors .  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  H I  Appl icat ions  

Al l  H I  proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  
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A.  In termediate P lans and appl icable des ign p lan cr i ter ia (see 

Par t  V).  Most  boulder ,  complex la rge wood s t ructures ,  large 

wood s t ructures  in h igh - r i sk  set t ings,  of f -channel or  s ide -

channel  pro jects ,  f loodpla in connect iv i ty ,  and grave l  

augmentat ion pro jects  shou ld be at the Intermediate Plan leve l  

in  the proposa l .  I f  a  des ign e lement in  the Intermediate P lan i s  

determined to be unnecessary,  a rat ionale for  not inc luding i t  

must  be prov ided.  

B .  Conceptual p lan and appl icable des ign p lan cr i ter ia (see Par t  

V) i f  an Intermediate P lan is  determined to be unnecessary.  HI  

p rojects  that inc lude wood loading and non -engineered log 

and boulder  features  must  inc lude a Conceptual  P lan for  a l l  

features  to be implemented (see Sketch Requi rements  in  Par t  V 

-  Large Wood Pro jects  Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia) .  Gener ic drawings  

refer red to as “ typica ls” ,  which do not  represent  the proposed 

feature or  works i te ,  are not acceptable.  

C.  Pro jects  where channel  grade i s  to be res tored or  otherwise 

modi f ied by the proposed pro ject  must  a lso inc lude a 

longi tudina l  prof i le ,  sca led p lan,  and e levat ion v iew diagrams 

showing the proposed work.  

D.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

E .  Watershed map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

F .  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

G.  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  Where mult ip le s imi la r  

features  (e .g. ,  L arge Wood s t ructures)  are proposed,  

representat ive  photographs  of  the features  and the ir  target 

habi tat w i l l  su f f ice.  

H .  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

I .  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.   
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I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.   

B .  As-bu i l t  drawings that inc lude feature p lacement,  des ign 

changes  where appl icable,  a l ignment ,  s i zes ,  and quant i ty  of  

mater ia l  added.  

C.  Before and after  photos of  ind iv idual feature locat ions.  A 

representat ive sample of  up to 10 features  shou ld be suppl ied in  

the f ina l  repor t  w i th  a complete set of  before and af ter  photos 

de l ivered e lect ronica l ly .  

D.  Pre-  and Post-project  longi tudina l  prof i les  and cross - sect ions 

where channel  grade is  res tored or  otherwise  modi f ied by the 

project.  

E .  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  resu l t ,  or  may resu lt ,  in  d i scharge to sur face 

waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  resu l t  in the creat ion of  a v i s ib le turb id i ty 

in  su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

F .  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions Summary ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

G.  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

I f  project inc ludes dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a 

CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted to the CDFW 

grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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Performance Measures for  HI  P rojects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .   I f  p roject  was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) S i ze (acres)  of  of f  channel  habi tat features  enhanced or  created?  

(None) S i ze ( length) of  of f  channel  habi tat features  enhanced or  created?  

(None) S i ze (depth)  of  of f  channel  habi tat features  enhanced or  created?  

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream Habi tat  –  Al l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.4.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on ins t ream habitat  

C.4.b Tota l  length of  ins t ream habitat  t reated (mi les )  

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream Habi tat  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.4.c Channel  Reconf igurat ion & Connect iv i ty  

C.4.c.2  Types of  Change (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.4.c.3  

Tota l  length of  s t ream treated for  channel  

reconf igurat ion/connect iv i ty (mi les)  

C.4.c.4  Tota l  length of  of f -channel  s t ream created (mi les)  

C.4.c.6  Number of  ins t ream pools  c reated/added  

(None) Area of  of f -channel  or  f loodpla in  connected  

C.4.d Channel  St ructure P lacement  

C.4.d.2  Channel  s t ructure mater ia ls  (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.4.d.3  

Tota l  length of  s t ream treated for  channel  s t ructure placement 

(mi les)  

C.4.d.5  Number of  pools  expected to be created  

C.4.d.7  Number of  s t ructures  p laced in  channel  
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Data ID Met r ic  

(None) Area of  s t reambed created (acres)  

C.4. f  Spawning Gravel  P lacement  

C.4. f .2  

Tota l  length of  s t ream treated wi th spawning grave l  p lacement 

(mi les)  

C.4. f .3  Grave l  vo lume added to s t ream (cubic yards)  

C.4.g Aquat ic P lant  Removal/Cont rol  

C.4.g.2  Spec ies  of  aquat ic p lants  removed/contro l led ( sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.4.g.3  Tota l  length of  s t ream treated for  p lant removal/contro l  (mi les )  

(None) Area of  p lants  removed/cont ro l led (acres)  

C.4. i  P redator/Compet i tor  Removal  

C.4. i .2  

Spec ies  of  predators  or  compet i tor s  contro l led/removed (sc ient i f ic  

name) 

C.4. i .3  Descr ibe methods  used to contro l/ remove predators  or  compet i tor s  

C.4. i .4  Number  of  predators/compet i tor s  removed/contro l led  

C.4. i .5  Tota l  length of  s t ream treated (mi les )  

Sub-Category:  Es tuar ine/Nearshore –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.9.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on Es tuar ine/Nearshore projects  

C.9.b Tota l  amount of  estuar ine area t reated (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Es tuar ine/Nearshore –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.9.c Channel  Modi f icat ion  

C.9.d Dike or  Berm Modif icat ion/Removal  

C.9.d.2  Length of  d ike(s)  removed (mi les)  

C.9.g Removal  o f  Ex is t ing F i l l  Mater ia l  

C.9. j  Es tuar ine P lant  Removal/Cont rol  

C.9. j .2  Spec ies  of  p lants  removed (sc ient i f ic  name)  

(None) Area of  p lants  removed/cont ro l led (acres)  

C.9. j .3  Amount of  es tuar ine area t reated for  invas ive spec ies  (acres)  

C.9.p Exclus ion Dev ices  

C.9. r  Es tuar ine P lant ing  

C.9. r .2  Spec ies  of  p lants  p lanted (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.9. r .3  Amount of  es tuar ine area p lanted (acres)  
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Ripar ian Res torat ion (HR)  

E l ig ib le r ipar ian res torat ion  (HR)  pro jects  are  those that  res tore bare or  

par t ia l ly  denuded banks adjacent to the s t ream and with in  the s t ream 

cor r idor .  A l so inc luded i s  eradicat ion of  non -nat ive,  invas ive 

vegetat ion spec ies  and revegetat ion w i th nat ive endemic r ipar ian 

spec ies .  Th i s  project type does  not a l low funding for  develop ing a 

r ipar ian res torat ion p lan.  Refer  to the pro ject type ‘Watershed 

Assessment,  Eva luat ion and P lanning’  (PL)  i f  a p lan needs to be 

developed for  a  future r ipar ian res torat ion pro ject.  The r ipar ian area i s  

def ined as the area between a s t ream and the adjacent  up land area 

ident i f ied by so i l  character i s t ics  and d is t inct vegetat ion.  I t  in c ludes 

wet lands and those por t ions  of  f loodpla ins  and va l ley bottoms that  

suppor t  r ipar ian vegetat ion.  I f  an HR proposa l  i s  funded,  f ina l  100% 

p lans accepted by CDFW and NOAA F i sher ies  technical  and 

engineer ing s taf f  w i l l  be required pr ior  to  grant execut io n.   

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  HR P ro jects  

Al l  HR proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Demonst rat ion of  how the proposa l  would be ins t rumenta l  in  

res tor ing the natura l  funct ion of  the r ipar ian corr idor  us ing 

appropr iate success ional  s tage nat ive spec ies .  

B .  For  pro ject s  that inc lude fenc ing,  a w i ld l i fe - f r iendly fence must  

be constructed.  See the FRGP Guidance Tools  webs i te  for  

gu ide l ines.  

C.  Number of  mi les  of  s t ream t reated (on ly  the actual  length of  

s t ream treated by the project,  not the length of  s t ream 

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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affected by the pro ject) .  Count  s t ream reach only  once,  even 

i f  i t  has mul t ip le t reatments .  

D.  Number of  feet  of  aquat ic habi tat  d is turbed  (sum of  ind iv idual  

feature lengths) .  

E .  Square footage of  inst ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  

channel  ( footpr int  of  features) .  

F .  For  each works i te,  the fo l lowing must  be prov ided:  

1 .  Mi les  of  r ipar ian s t ream bank t reated,  measur ing both s ides  

of  the bank i f  appropr iate.  

2 .  Tota l  acres  of  r ipar ian area t reated ( inc luding fenc ing,  

exc luding invas ive spec ies  t reatments ) .  

3 .  Number of  r ipar ian p lants  p lanted.  

4 .  Plant ing dens i t ies .  

5 .  Prov is ions made for  annual surv iva l  moni tor ing and 

rep lant ing or  reseeding.  

6 .  Prov is ions for  water ing.  

7 .  Acres of  r ipar ian area p lanted.  

8 .  Sc ient i f ic  names of  p lant  spec ies  p lanted.  

9 .  Mi les  of  fenc ing ins ta l led or  repaired.  

10.  Type of  fenc ing mater ia l  used.  

11.  Acres of  r ipar ian area protected by fenc ing.  

12.  Acres of  r ipar ian area t reated for  removal of  non -nat ive 

invas ive p lants .  

13.  Sc ient i f ic  names of  non-nat ive invas ive p lant spec ies  

removed.  

G.  For  pro jects  involv ing s t reambank s tab i l i zat ion,  prov ide the 

fo l lowing for  each works i te :  

1 .  Type of  s t reamba nk s tab i l i zat ion mater ia l s  used.  Se lect 

f rom: logs ,  rocks/boulders ,  rock barbs ,  log barbs ,  

revetments ,  or  vegetat ion.  

2 .  Mi les  of  s t reambank s tab i l i zed,  count ing both s ides of  the 

bank i f  appropr iate.  
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H.  Ident i f icat ion of  any works i tes  that inc lude wet lands ,  and 

number  of  wet land acres t reated.  

I .  Type of  requi red l i s ted spec ies  surveys  that w i l l  be done and 

protocols  to be used.  

J .  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  HR P rojects  

Al l  HR proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the  fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

B .  Watershed map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

C.  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

D.  Fence Maintenance P lan.  A p lan deta i l ing f ence maintenance.  

E .  Ripar ian Restorat ion P lan ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

F .  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

G.  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

H .  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.  

I f  Funded 

I f  the HR proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be required 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  An agreement that  the landowner or  proponent w i l l  mainta in the 

l ives tock exc lus ion fenc ing for  a  per iod of  at  least  ten years  and 

complete ly exc lude l ives tock f rom the r ipar ian zone.  

Maintenance must inc lude repai r  of  fenc ing to a leve l  that w i l l  

e f fect ive ly  exc lude l ives tock f rom the l ives tock exc lus ion pro ject  

area.  Maintenance does not need to inc lude damage exceeding 

50% of  the fenc ing due to natura l  d isas ter .  

C.  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  resu l t ,  or  may resu lt ,  in  d i scharge to sur face 

waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  resu l t  in the creat ion of  a v i s ib le turb id i ty 

in  su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

D.  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions Summary ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

E .  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

I f  project inc ludes dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a 

CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted to the CDFW 

grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  

Performance Measures for  HR P ro jects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .   I f  p roject  was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Length of  s t ream bank ( feet)  s tab i l i zed or  p lanted wi th  r ipar ian 

spec ies? 

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream Habi tat  –  Al l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.4.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on ins t ream habitat  

C.4.b Tota l  length of  ins t ream habitat  t reated (mi les )  

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream Habi tat  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.4.e S t reambank S tabi l izat ion  

C.4.e.2  Types of  mater ia l  used (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.4.e.3  Tota l  length of  s t reambank t reated (mi les)  

 

Sub-Category:  Ripar ian Habitat  –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.5.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on r ipar ian habi tat  

C.5.b.1  Tota l  length of  r ipar ian s t reambank t reated (mi les )  

C.5.b.2  Tota l  amount of  r ipar ian area t reated (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Ripar ian Habitat  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.5.c R iparian P lant ing  

C.5.c.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  p lanted (sc ient i f ic  name)  

(None) Number of  p lants  p lanted  

C.5.c.3  Amount of  r ipar ian area p lanted (acres)  

C.5.d Fencing 

C.5.d.2  Tota l  length of  fence ins ta l led (mi les)  

(None) Area protected by fenc ing (acres)  

C.5. f  Water Gap Development  

C.5. f .2  Number of  water  gap ins ta l lat ions  
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Data ID Met r ic  

(None) 

Length of  r ipar ian s t ream bank protected (mi les ,  count both s ides  of  

s t ream i f  appl icable)  

C.5.h R iparian P lant  Removal/Cont rol  

C.5.h.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  t reated/removed (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.5.h.3  Amount of  r ipar ian area t reated for  invas ive spec ies  (acres)  

C.5. j  Debr is/St ructures  Removal  

Sub-Category:  Wet land –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.8.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on wet land projects  

C.8.b Tota l  amount of  wet land area t reated (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Wet land –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.8.c Wet land P lant ing  

C.8.c.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  p lanted (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.8.c.3  Amount of  wet land area p lanted (acres)  

C.8.d Wet land P lant  Removal/Cont rol  

C.8.d.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  removed (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.8.d.3  Amount of  wet land t reated for  invas ive spec ies  (acres)  

C.8.e Wet land Improvement/Res torat ion  

C.8.e.2  Amount of  wet land area improved/res tored (acres)  
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Bank S tabi l i za t ion (HS)  

E l ig ib le bank s tab i l i zat ion  (HS)  projects  inc lude s tab i l i zat ion of  e roding,  

col laps ing,  or  otherwise destabi l i zed banks.  I t  i s  recommended that 

proposa ls  under  th i s  category inc lude base l ine data d iscussed in Par t s  

I I  and I I I  of  the  CA Restorat ion Manual .  I f  an HS proposa l  i s  funded,  

f ina l  100% p lans accepted by CDFW and NOAA F i sher ies  technical  and 

engineer ing s taf f  w i l l  be required pr ior  to  grant execut ion.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  HS  P rojects  

Al l  HS proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Descr ipt ion of  prev ious bank s tab i l i zat ion in  the v ic in i ty  of  the 

project locat ion.  

B .  Number of  mi les  of  s t ream t reated (on ly  the actual  length of  

s t ream t reated  by the project,  not the length of  s t ream affected  

by the pro ject) .  

C.  Number of  feet  of  aquat ic habi tat  d is turbed  (sum of  ind iv idual  

feature lengths) .  

D.  Square footage of  inst ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  

channel  ( footpr int  of  features) .  

E .  For  each works i te,  the fo l lowing must  be prov ided:  

a .  Types(s )  of  s t ream bank s tab i l i zat ion mater ia l  used .  Se lect :  

logs ,  rocks/boulders ,  rock barbs ,  log barbs ,  revetments ,  or  

vegetat ion.  

b .  Mi les  of  s t ream bank t reated,  measur ing both s ides of  the 

bank i f  appropr iate.  

c.  Tota l  acres  of  r ipar ian area t reated.  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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d.  Tota l  acres  of  r ipar ian p lants  p lanted,  inc luding number and 

types of  r ipar ian plants  used.  

e .  Mi les  of  fence ins ta l led or  repai red.  

f .  Type of  fenc ing mater ia l .  

g .  Acres of  r ipar ian area protected by fenc ing.  

h .  Acres of  r ipar ian area t reated for  removal of  non -nat ive 

invas ive p lants .  

i .  Sc ient i f ic  names of  non-nat ive invas ive p lant spec ies  

removed.  

F .  Type of  requi red l i s ted spec ies  surveys  that w i l l  be done and 

protocols  to be used.  

G.  .  

H .  I f  the pro ject involves  b ioengineer ing,  the proposa l  must  ident i fy 

and descr ibe the type of  t reatment and def ine l inear  feet of  

bank s tab i l i zed and r ipar ian area t reated.  

I .  Ind icat ion i f  spec ies  re locat ion i s  needed (see “Stream 

Dewater ing and Species  Exc lus ion/Re locat ion” def in i t ion in Par t  

V).  

J .  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

 

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  HS P ro jects  

Al l  HS proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  In termediate P lans (see Par t  V) .  I f  a des ign e lement in the 

Intermediate p lans  i s  determined to be unnecessary,  a rat ionale 

for  not inc luding i t  must  be prov ided.  

B .  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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C.  Watershed map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V)  

D.  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

E .  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

F .  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

G.  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.  

I f  Funded 

I f  the HS proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be required 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  resu l t ,  or  may resu lt ,  in  d i scharge to sur face 

waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  resu l t  in the creat ion of  a v i s ib le turb id i ty 

in  su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

C.  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions Summary ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

D.  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

I f  project inc ludes dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a 

CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted to the CDFW 

grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  

Performance Measures for  HS P rojects  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .   I f  p roject  was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Length of  s t ream bank ( feet)  s tab i l i zed or  p lanted wi th  r ipar ian 

spec ies? 

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream Habi tat  –  Al l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.4.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on ins t ream habitat  

C.4.b Tota l  length of  ins t ream habitat  t reated (mi les )  

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream Habi tat  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.4.e S t reambank S tabi l izat ion  

C.4.e.2  Types of  mater ia l  used (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.4.e.3  Tota l  length of  s t reambank t reated (mi les)  

Sub-Category:  Ripar ian Habitat  –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.5.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on r ipar ian habi tat  

C.5.b.1  Tota l  length of  r ipar ian s t reambank t reated (mi les )  

C.5.b.2  Tota l  amount of  r ipar ian area t reated (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Ripar ian Habitat  –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.5.c R iparian P lant ing  

C.5.c.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  p lanted (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.5.c.3  Amount of  r ipar ian area p lanted (acres)  

C.5.d Fencing 

C.5.d.2  Tota l  length of  fence ins ta l led (mi les)  
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Data ID Met r ic  

C.5.h R iparian P lant  Removal/Cont rol  

C.5.h.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  t reated/removed (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.5.h.3  Amount of  r ipar ian area t reated for  invas ive spec ies  (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Es tuar ine/Nearshore –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.9.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on Es tuar ine/Nearshore projects  

C.9.b Tota l  amount of  estuar ine area t reated (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Es tuar ine/Nearshore –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.9. i  Regrading of  S lope  

C.9.k Shorel ine armor removal  

C.9.k.2  Length of  shore l ine t reated (mi les)  
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Watershed Res torat ion -  Ups lope (HU)  

E l ig ib le watershed res torat ion projects  inc lude road t reatments ,  road 

decommiss ion ing,  and up land eros ion and sediment cont ro l  that w i l l  

reduce sediment  de l ivery to the s t ream channel .  Ups lope eros ion 

assessments  and the method for  determin ing sediment sav ed f rom 

del ivery to the s t ream channel  must  use the protocol descr ibed in Par t  

X  of  CA Restorat ion Manual  or  a CDFW-approved a l ternat ive method.  

Road t reatments ,  road decommiss ioning,  and other  sediment 

prevent ion act ions  must  meet the cr i te r ia for  the spec i f ic  act ion as 

descr ibed in Par ts  X  of  the CA Restorat ion Manual .  HU projects  are  

on ly  for  works i tes  that are expected to erode and del iver  sediment to 

an anadromous f i sh -bear ing s t ream. CDFW s taf f  ass igned to evaluate 

projects  w i l l  cons ider  cur rent and ant ic ipated land use when 

evaluat ing the b iolog ical  mer i t  of  the pro ject.  

A separate proposa l  i s  requi red for  each watershed restorat ion 

project.  Each proposa l  must  demonst rate how the project would be 

ins t rumenta l  in restor ing the natura l  funct ion of  the watershed.  Sub -

watersheds w i th in a hydro logic bas in that are not  cont iguou s may be 

submit ted under a s ing le watershed res torat ion pro ject proposa l  i f  

res torat ion of  these non-cont iguous sub-watersheds  w i l l ,  in  conjunct ion 

w i th other  res torat ion be ing under taken in the hydro logic bas in or  on 

i t s  own,  cor rect the major  problems af fect ing anadromous sa lmon and 

s tee lhead in the ent i re hydro logic  bas in.  Ups lope res torat ion work that 

i s  beyond the r ipar ian area must  focus on the correct ion of  major  

problems af fect ing the watershed.  

Th i s  pro ject type does not  inc lude pre -pro ject p lanning or  assessment.  

P lanning,  assessments ,  or  re-assessments  shou ld a l ready be complete 

for  th is  pro ject type.  Proposa ls  for  pre -pro ject p lanning and 

development  should be submit ted under the Watershed Evaluat ion,  

Assessment,  and Planning (PL)  pro ject type or  the Pro ject  Des ign (PD) 

project type.  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  HU P ro jects  

Al l  HU proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Tota l  number of  mi les  of  road t reated.  

B .  Tota l  number of  acres  of  ups lope area t reated.  

C.  For  each works i te,  the fo l lowing must  be prov ided:  

1 .  Cubic yards of  sediment prevented f rom enter ing the 

s t ream.  

2 .  Mi les  of  road t reated for  road dra inage sys tem 

improvements .  

3 .  Mi les  of  road decommiss ioned or  abandoned.  

4 .  Number of  ups lope s t ream cross ings t reated (not for  f i sh 

passage).  

5 .  Number of  spr ings and lands l ides  t reated.  

6 .  Type and number of  up land eros ion or  sediment de l ivery  

contro l  used.  Se lect f rom: eros ion cont ro l  s t ructures ,  

p lant ing,  or  s lope s tab i l i zat ion.  

7 .  Sc ient i f ic  names of  p lant  spec ies  p lanted.  

D.  I f  project involves non -nat ive vegetat ion removal or  cont ro l ,  

ind icate per  works i te :  

1 .  Acres of  ups lope area t reated for  vegetat ion removal or  

contro l .  

2 .  Sc ient i f ic  names of  p lant  spec ies  removed or  contro l led.  

E .  Type of  requi red l i s ted spec ies  surveys  that w i l l  be done and 

protocols  to be used.  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  IV  -  134  ( rev .  2/2025)  

F.  I f  the pro ject i s  ident i f ied in an assessment or  watershed p lan,  

prov ide the name of  the assessment  or  p lan,  in the format:  

Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name, source ,  and source address .  Do not 

inc lude NOAA or  State recovery p lans  here.  

G.  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  HU P ro jects  

Al l  HU proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  Conceptual p lan ( road log) (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  The road 

log must  inc lude feature number,  feature name, and feature 

locat ion (by d is tance f rom a des ignated f ixed point) ;  name or  

ident i ty of  the st ream where d i rect  sediment de l ivery i s  

expected;  s tatement that s t ream i s  focus spec ies -bear ing;  

s t ream order ;  feature number and type;  es t imated excavat ion 

vo lume (cubic yard s) ;  es t imated hydro logical ly connected 

sediment sav ings (cubic  yards) ;  pr ior i ty  of  potent ia l  sediment 

de l ivery (h igh,  medium,  or  low);  and proposed t reatment  at 

each feature.  A l l  subsequent road logs prepared for  the pro ject 

must  fo l low the ident i f icat ion parameters  ( feature number,  

feature name, feature  locat ion,  s t ream name, etc. )  to prov ide 

cons i s tent representat ion of  the project  area for  the purpose of  

compar ing features  proposed with  features  implemented.  

B .  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

C.  Watershed map (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V) .  

D.  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

E .  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  Photographs  must  show 

‘h igh’ and ‘moderate’ sediment de l ivery  features  (e.g. ,  road 

cross ings,  cu lver ts)  and inc lude a representat ive photograph of  

each road segment  proposed for  sur face t reatment.  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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F.  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

G.  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.  

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions  Summary  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .    

Performance Measures for  HU P rojects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  pro ject was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.6.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on up land habitat/sediment  

C.6.b.1  Tota l  amount of  up land area encompassed by the pro ject  (acres)  

C.6.b.2  Tota l  length of  road t reated (mi les )  

C.6.b.3  

Sediment vo lume prevented f rom enter ing s t ream over  the next  10 

years  (cubic yards)  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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Data ID Met r ic  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Area/footpr int  of  ins t ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel 

( square feet)  

Sub-Category:  Upland Habitat  &  Sediment  –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.6.c  Road Dra inage System Improvements  & Reconst ruct ion  

C.6.c.2  Tota l  length of  road t reated (mi les )  

C.6.d Road Closure/Abandonment  

C.6.d.2  Length of  road c losed/e l iminated (mi les )  

C.6.e E ros ion Cont rol  S t ructures  

C.6.e.2  Area t reated wi th  eros ion/sediment  contro l  ins ta l lat ions  (acres)  

C.6.e.3  Number of  eros ion/sediment  cont ro l  ins ta l lat ions  

C.6. f  P lant ing for  E ros ion & Sediment  Contro l  

C.6. f .2  Spec ies  of  p lants  p lanted (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.6. f .3  Area t reated wi th  p lant ing for  eros ion & sediment contro l  (acres)  

C.6.g S lope Stabi l i zat ion  

(None)  Area of  s lope s tabi l i zat ion s t ructures  ins ta l led (acres)  

C.6.h Upland Vegetat ion Management  

C.6.h.2  Spec ies  of  p lants  t reated or  removed (sc ient i f ic  name)  

C.6.h.3  Area t reated wi th  vegetat ion t reatment or  removal  (acres)  

C.6.k T ra i l  o r  Campground Improvement  
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Moni tor ing Watershed Res torat ion (MO)  

E l ig ib le res torat ion moni tor ing pro jects  are those that wi l l  address  one 

or  more of  the fo l lowing tasks :  1)  Ef fect iveness Monitor ing  -  determine 

i f  res torat ion t reatment and features  have produced the des i red 

habi tat response and/or  phys ica l  watershed processes ;  or  2)  

Val idat ion Moni tor ing  -  determine i f  res torat ion t reatment  and features  

have produced the des i red sa lmonid spec ies  response.  Protocols  for  

moni tor ing should be descr ibed in the proposa l  appl icat ion.  Some 

protocols  are avai lab le at  FRGP Guidance Tools  webs ite .   

Moni tor ing pro jects  that involve f i sh col lect ions must  possess  a cur rent  

CDFW Sc ient i f ic  Col lect ing Permit  (SCP)  before any f i sh  sampl ing may 

be in i t iated.  I f  the project may resu lt  in e i ther  a d i rect or  inc identa l  

take of  f i sh  l i s ted under the Cal i forn ia  Endangered Species  Act  (CESA),  

a  Memorandum of Unders tanding (MOU) enacted between CDFW and 

the appl icant author i z ing a l imi ted leve l  of  take for  sc ient i f ic  purposes  

(pursuant to F ish and Game Code –  FGC § 2081(a))  must  a lso be in 

ef fect before any f i sh sampl ing i s  in i t iated.  Appl icants  are adv ised to 

contact the local  CDFW Env i ronmenta l  Sc ient is t  w i th regards to 

es tabl ish ing an MOU  (see FRGP Contacts ) .  Appl icants  w i l l  be required 

to demonstrate cur rent Federa l  Endangered Species  Act (ESA) take 

coverage in order  to obta in a CESA MOU. Appl icants  shou ld inc lude in 

the i r  p roject  proposa l  an es t imated project budget that  inc ludes costs  

required to obta in the permit( s)  and comply w i th permit  repor t ing 

requirements .  Informat ion on col lect ing take permits  and appl icat ion 

i s  avai lab le  at the CDFW SCP webs i te .  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  MO Pro jects  

Al l  MO proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-Collecting
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-Collecting
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A.  Management quest ions and hypotheses addressed.  

B .  Overa l l  p roject goals ,  measurable pro ject ob ject ives,  and 

spec i f ic  tasks  to meet the object ives.  

C.  Spat ia l  and tempora l  moni tor ing scales .  

D.  Study des ign:  inc lude parameters  to be moni tored,  sampl ing 

scheme or  p lan ,  and sampl ing protocol (s ) .  Spec i fy how the s tudy 

des ign w i l l  t rack change s  f rom the res torat ion t reatment  vs  

background ( i .e. ,  Before Af ter  Cont ro l  Impact ) .  Addit ional ly ,  

spec i fy how b io log ical  est imates  w i l l  be suppor ted wi th  data or  

sc ience.   

E .  Methods of  Analys i s .  

F .  Name of  the habi tat  res torat ion project  complemented by th i s  

moni tor ing pro ject.  

G.  Name of  the watershed assessment that ident i f ies  th is  moni tor ing 

project,  in the format:  Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  and source 

address .  Do not  inc lude NOAA or  S tate recovery p lans  here  

H.  Name and number of  organizat ions  cooperat ing w i th th i s  p ro ject .  

I f  mul t ip le organizat ions are involved in the moni tor ing pro ject,  

c lear ly s tate the ro le  of  each organizat ion (e.g. ,  moni tor ing,  

data analys i s ,  repor t ing,  coord inat ion,  admin is t rat ion) .  

I .  Number of  reports  prepared on key management or  res torat ion 

data and name of  the repor ts  prepared,  in the format:  Author ,  

date,  t i t le ,  source,  and source address .  A report  must  inc lude a 

sect ion that d iscusses the cr i t ica l  aspects  of  the success  or  

fa i lure of  evaluated pro ject(s ) ,  and/or  any t rends .   

J .  Type of  moni tor ing conducted,  se lect  f rom: res torat ion 

ef fect iveness  monitor ing or  restorat ion va l idat ion moni tor ing.  

K .  Mi les  of  s t ream monitored for  each moni tor ing type.  

L .  Acres of  habi tat moni tored for  each moni tor ing type.  

M.  Descr ibe the comprehens ive moni tor ing s t rategy/program of  

which the project i s  a par t ,  i f  appl icable.  

N.  Descr ibe the component of  the comprehens ive monitor ing 

s t rategy that the project addresses.  
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O.  Number of  reports  prepared on key management or  res torat ion 

data,  informat ion and needs,  and name of  each repor t  in  

c i tat ion format.  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  MO Appl icat ions  

Al l  MO proposa ls  must  a l so inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementary  

Documents :  

A.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

Regional or  watershed-scale moni tor ing proposa ls  w i th more 

than one locat ion can submit  a  s ing le  watershed map on which 

locat ions are c lear ly  ind icated ins tead of  mul t ip le topographic 

maps.  

B .  Watershed (or  County)  M ap (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

C.  S igned Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  Agreement  ( see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

D.  Qual i ty Assurance/Qual i ty Contro l  (QA/QC) P lan (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V) .  Proposals  for  moni tor ing pro jects  must  inc lude a br ie f  

(one to two pages)  descr ipt ion of  the pro ject’s  QA/QC p lan.  I f  

funding i s  awarded,  a complete QA/QC p lan must  be submit ted 

before the Grant w i l l  be executed .  

E .  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

F .  Proposa ls  for  monitor ing pro jects  must  inc lude an example in 

Addit ional  At tachments/ Documentat ion  or  prov ide a l ink to 

prev ious work by the appl icant demonstrat ing appl icant ' s  

ab i l i ty  to col lect  and analyze anadromous f i sh habi tat data 

(effect iveness  moni tor ing) or  f i sh populat ion data ( for  

va l idat ion moni tor ing).  

G.   L i s t  of  l i te rature c i ted  in Addit ional  

At tachments/Documentat ion .  
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I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red.  Th is  

in format ion i s  p rovided so the appl icant i s  ab le to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  as  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded 

projects  must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as  par t  of  th i s  

agreement to the CDFW Grant Manager  in  a format that  meets  web 

content access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  F ina l  manuscr ipt  in  sc ient i f ic  format su i tab le for  publ icat ion in  a 

sc ient i f ic  journa l  (Abst ract,  Int roduct ion,  Methods,  D iscuss ion,  

L i terature Ci ted).  

C.  In format ion must  be submit ted in  a format to be presented at a 

res torat ion conference ( i .e .  PowerPoint) .  Ef for t s  must  be made 

to inc lude project proponents  and CDFW in  the presentat ion.  

Poster s  do not meet  th i s  p resentat ion requirement.   

D.  Develop at least  one,  two -page repor ts  exp la in ing the project 

background,  project need,  un ique des ign aspects ,  key features ,  

and resu l ts .  Repor ts  must  be rev iewed by CDFW pr ior  to be ing 

f ina l .  

E .  F ie ld sampl ing database,  in  Exce l  or  Access .  

F .  Data compi lat ions and analyt ica l  products ,  in Exce l  or  Access .  

G.  Names of  repor ts  prepared,  in the format:  Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  

name, source,  and source address .  

H .  Al l  data col lected and created is  a requi red de l iverable  and 

wi l l  become the proper ty  of  CDFW, and not of  the grantee.  A 

condit ion of  f ina l  payment sha l l  inc lude the de l ivery of  a l l  

re lated data.  Spat ia l  data should be de l ivered in  an ESR I -

useable format where appl icable and documented with  

metadata in accordance with min imum B IOS metadata 

s tandards  and FGDC metadata  s tandards .  

Performance Measures for  MO Pro jects  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS/Metadata
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS/Metadata
http://www.fgdc.gov/metadata/documents/workbook_0501_bmk.pdf
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Category E:  Research & Moni tor ing  

Data ID Met r ic  

E.0.b 

Name of  the habi tat  pro ject complemented,  project ID number,  and 

project sponsor .  I f  project does  not complement a habi tat project,  

enter  'None'  

E .0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  pro ject was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

E .0.d.1  Number of  cooperat ing organizat ions .   

E .0.d.2  Name(s)  of  cooperat ing organizat ions.   

E .0.e .1  

Number of  reports  prepared on key management or  res torat ion 

data.  

E .0.e .2  

Name of  repor t( s)  p repared (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  source 

address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .   

E .1.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on sa lmonid moni tor ing  

E .1.b .1  Tota l  length of  s t ream monitored (mi les )  

E .1.b .2  Tota l  amount of  up land/watershed area moni tored (acres)  

E .1.b .3  Tota l  area of  water  area moni tored (square mi les )  

Sub-Category:  Moni tor ing –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

E.c.1 .3  B io logical  Ins t ream Monitor ing (other  than salmon)  

E.1.c.3.a  Length of  s t ream monitored (mi les)  

E.1 .c .8  Water Qual i ty  Moni tor ing  

E.1.c.8.a  Length of  s t ream monitored for  water  qual i ty  (mi les)  

E.1 .c .9  Water Quant i ty  ( f low)  Moni tor ing  

E.1.c.9.a  Length of  s t ream monitored for  water  quant i ty (mi les )  

E.1 .c .12  Post -P ro ject  Implementat ion or Des ign Compl iance Monitor ing  

E.1.c.12.a Length of  s t ream monitored post -pro ject (mi les)  

E .1.c.12.c  Area moni tored post -pro ject (acres)  

E.1 .c .13  Restorat ion Ef fect iveness  Moni tor ing  

E.1.c.13.a Length of  s t ream monitored for  res torat ion effect iveness  (mi les )  

E .1.c.13.c  Area moni tored for  res torat ion ef fect iveness  (acres)  

E.1 .c .14  Restorat ion Val idat ion Moni tor ing  

E.1.c.14.a Length of  s t ream monitored for  res torat ion va l idat ion (mi les)  

E .1.c.14.c  Area moni tored for  res torat ion va l idat ion (acres)  
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Watershed and Regional  Organizat ion (OR)  

E l ig ib le watershed and regional  organizat ion proposa ls  are those that 

w i l l  ass i s t  local ly  based organizat ions  to generate landowner  or  publ ic  

suppor t  for  projects  that address  recovery tasks  and demonst rate 

immediate benef i t  to anadromous  salmonids in local watersheds.  

Examples  inc lude,  but are not l imi ted to ,  the in i t ia l  outreach and 

inventor ies  assoc iated wi th  barr ier  remediat ion,  prov id ing f lows  to 

keep f i sh in  good condit ion,  ins t ream habitat improvements ,  etc.  

Pr ior i ty w i l l  be g iven to watersheds w i th no prev ious organizat ion 

ef for t .  Th is  pro ject type i s  n ot  intended to fund ongoing organizat ion  

over  the long term,  but to prov ide the in i t ia l  funding to bu i ld 

landowner  support  for  res torat ion purposes .  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  OR P rojects  

Al l  OR proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type :  

A.  Need for  organizat ion and how i t  w i l l  enhance other  ef for ts  

w i th in the local and reg ional  area .  

B .  Descr ipt ion of  educat ion or  out reach about the watershed and 

sa lmonid is sues .  

C.  Number and descr ipt ion of  any p lanning or  implementat ion 

projects  that w i l l  be developed,  and a descr ipt ion of  how they 

w i l l  be accompl ished under the pro ject  or  promoted by the 

project .  

D.  Name and descr ipt ion of  the p lan developed or  implemented,  in  

the format:  Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name, source,  and source 

address .   
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E.  Acres encompassed by p lanning or  assessment .  

F .  Acres of  habi tat protected/res tored/proposed for  res torat ion .  

G.  I f  the pro ject inc ludes  outreach and educat ion,  the fo l lowing 

must  be inc luded:  

a .  Number of  res torat ion or  protect ion projects  proposed .  

b .  Type(s)  of  restorat ion pro ject  t reatment  proposed.  Se lect  

f rom: f i sh screening,  f i sh passage,  ins t ream f low,  ins t ream 

habitat,  r ipar ian habi tat,  up land habitat,  water  qual i ty ,  

wet land,  es tuar ine/nearshore,  or  none .  

c.  Number of  educat ion or  outreach documents  completed and 

d is t r ibuted.  

d.  Name of  educat ion or  outreach document (s) .  

e .  Number of  media mater ia ls  prepared .  

f .  Descr ipt ion of  media mater ia l  and where/when i t  was  used .  

g .  Number of  interpret ive s igns used .  

h .  Number of  locat ions where interpret ive s igns were d isp layed .  

i .  Descr ibe where the interpret ive s igns  were posted .  

j .  Number of  out reach events  (publ ic  meet ings)  conducted or  

sponsored by th is  p roject and descr ipt ion of  meet ing format .  

k .  Number of  out reach event (publ ic meet ing) at tendees and 

the i r  re lat ionsh ip to the watershed (e.g. ,  landowners ,  local  

agencies) .  

H .  I f  landowners  are recru i ted,  ind icate the fo l lowing :  

a .  Number of  landowners  reached and a descr ipt ion of  how 

landowners  w i l l  be contacted .  

b .  Number of  p lans  or  des igns developed .  

c.  Acres of  land af fected by landowner  

p lanning/ implementat ion of  res torat ion/conservat ion 

act iv i t ies .  
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Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  OR P ro jects  

Al l  OR proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  Watershed (or  County)  Map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  The project 

must  be shown on a scaled map that shows the watershed,  

county,  or  other  appropr iate boundary.  Aer ia l  photos  do  not  

sa t i s fy  th i s  requ i rement .  

B .  Status  Repor t  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

C.  Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  i f  f ie ld t r ips  or  f ie ld  work are 

par t  of  project ( see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

Performance Measures for  OR P ro jects  

Category B:  P lanning  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.0 .b.1  Area af fected by p lanning and assessment act iv i t ies  (acres)  

B .1 .a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on p lanning & coord inat ion  

Sub-Category:  Restorat ion P lanning & Coordinat ion –  Addit ional  by 

Work Type 

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  IV  -  145  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.1.b.3  Coord inat ion of  Watershed Conservat ion & Restorat ion Ef for ts  

B.1 .b.3.a  

Name of  p lan that was implemented (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  

source,  source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format)  

B .1 .b.3.b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan implemented inc luding extent,  

purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan  
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Category F :  Outreach & Educat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.0.b.1  

Amount of  sa lmonid habi tat protected/res tored/proposed for  

res torat ion as resul t  of  project (acres)  

F .0.b.2  

Number of  watersheds protected/res tored/proposed for  res torat ion 

as resu l t  of  project  (5th f ie ld  HUC)  

F .0.c  

Type of  t reatments  appl ied or  expected to be appl ied (proposed) 

[ l i s t ]  

F .0.d 

Es t imated va lue of  t reatments  appl ied or  expected to be appl ied 

(proposed) (dol lars )  

F .0.e Number of  res torat ion projects  proposed as  resu l t  of  pro ject  

Sub-Category:  Outreach/Educat ion –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.1.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  out reach/educat ion  

F .1.b Number of  vo lunteers  commit ted to res torat ion act iv i t ies  

F .1.c  Amount of  donat ions made for  habi tat res torat ion act iv i t ies  (dol la rs )  

Sub-Category:  Outreach/Educat ion –  Addit ional  by Work Type  

Data ID Met r ic  

F .1 .d Out reach Documents/Reports  P repared  

F.1.d.1  Number of  documents  prepared  

F .1.d.2  

Name of  document(s )  prepared (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  source 

address .  Endnote c i tat ion format)  

F .1 . f  Media Mater ia l  P repared 

F.1. f .1  Number of  media mater ia ls  prepared  

F .1. f .2  Descr ibe media mater ia l  and where/when used  

F .1 .g In terpret ive S igns  P repared  

F.1.g.1  Number of  s igns  prepared  

F .1.g.2  Number of  d i f ferent  locat ions where s igns were d isp layed  

F.1.g.3  Descr ibe where s igns were posted  

F .1 .h Out reach Events  Conducted  

F.1.h.1  Number of  out reach/educat ion events  

Sub-Category:  Landowner Recru i tment  P ro jects  –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.2.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  landowner recru i tment  

F .2.b.1  Amount of  habi tat res tored/conserved (acres)  
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Data ID Met r ic  

F.2.c .2  Number of  landowners  contacted  

F .2.c .3  

Number of  p lans/des igns developed as resu l t  of  landowner 

recru i tment  
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Project  Des ign (PD)  

E l ig ib le proposa ls  for  develop ing project des igns  for  res torat ion 

act iv i t ies  are those that would protect  or  improve habitat for  

sa lmonids (e.g. ,  f i sh  bar r ie r  modi f icat ion or  removal,  bank 

s tab i l i zat ion,  f i sh sc reens,  water  conservat ion).  A PD proposa l  can be 

a feas ib i l i ty  s tudy ( less  than 100% des ign de l ivered) or  a  des ign 

development  pro ject .  A proposa l  that  resu l t s  in  less  than 100% des ign 

p lans  i s  e l ig ib le for  Pr ior i ty 3 funding and a  proposa l  resu l t ing in 100% 

des ign and/or  const ruct ion- ready p lans  i s  e l ig ib le for  Pr ior i ty 1 funding.  

A proposa l  seek ing 100% des ign and/or  const ruct ion- ready p lans  must  

inc lude a l l  of  the fo l lowing  to the appropr iate degree :  an opt ions 

analys i s ,  a bas i s  of  des ign repor t ,  and 30%,  65%,  90%,  and 100% 

des igns  as  pro ject de l iverables .  The proposed t imel ine must  c lear ly 

ident i fy expected del ivery dates for  each des ign phase.  P lan for  30-

day CDFW rev iew per iod of  each des ign phase:  30,  65,  90 ,  & 100%.  I f  a  

proposa l  i s  awarded and dur ing des ign the project  i s  determined to be 

unfeas ib le ,  inadequate,  or  s imply  won’t  work as  p lanned the Grantee 

may withdraw the grant  w i thout  any negat ive impact .   

Proposa ls  for  water  conservat ion p lanning w i l l  under take the analyses 

necessary  to develop pro jects  that enhance ins t ream f low,  inc luding 

the permits  and agreements  for  the project (pet i t ions  to dedicate 

ins t ream f low [pursuant to Water  Code –  WAT § 1707],  forbearance 

agreements ,  or  inst ream f low leases) .  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  PD P ro jects  

Al l  PD proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  IV  -  149  ( rev .  2/2025)  

A.  A deta i led descr ip t ion of  the project and how i t  reso lves ,  

remediates,  and/or  addresses a l imi t ing factor  for  Chinook 

sa lmon,  Coho sa lmon,  or  s tee lhead.  

B .  A l i s t  of  a l l  necessary surveys (e.g. ,  longi tudina l  prof i les ,  water  

sur face prof i les ,  so i l s ,  hydro logy,  geomorphology,  scour  analys i s )  

required to compete the des ign.  Pro jects  in  or  near  wet lands are 

required to conduct  wet land del ineat ion  dur ing the des ign 

process .  ( see Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing) .  

P ro jects  sha l l  a lso conduct requi red threatened and endangered 

spec ies ,  cu l tu ra l ,  a rcheological ,  pa leonto logical  surveys  to 

in form des ign const ra ints .  For  more in format ion on surveys,  

moni tor ing,  and protect ive measures that a funded project may 

need to complete,  see past  Mi t igated Negat ive Declarat ions 

(MND) for  the F i sher ies  Habi tat Restorat ion Project at  the MND 

Publ ic Not ice webs i te .  

C.  A l i s t  of  a l l  county,  s tate ,  and federa l  permits  needed for  the 

project.  

D.  A l i s t  of  qual i f ied spec ia l i s t s  (e.g. ,  water  law,  f i sh  passage,  

hydro logy,  geology)  a l ready consu l ted in the development of  

the p lan.  

E .  The number of  res torat ion pro jects  proposed as a resu l t  of  th is  

p roject.  

F .  The number of  acres encompassed by p lanning/assessment.  

G.  A descr ipt ion of  the qual i ty and quant i ty  of  the habi tat  in the 

v ic in i ty of  the proposed project .  I f  avai lab le,  name the spec i f ic  

survey.  Contact reg ional FRGP s taf f  for  some avai lab le surveys.   

H .  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

In  addit ion to the above genera l  requi rements ,  the fol lowing spec i f ic  

in format ion for  cer ta in t reatment types must  be inc luded in the  

appl icat ion’s  Requi red Project Type Informat ion  (on the Project 

Jus t i f icat ion form).  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/MND
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/MND
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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A.  Water conservat ion planning pro jects  

1.  Goals  and object ives  of  the pro ject and ident i f icat ion of  

the sa lmonid species  and l i fe s tages that w i l l  benef i t  f rom 

the project.  

2 .  Updated pro ject map with points  of  d ivers ion,  water  

d i s t r ibut ion sys tem, p laces  of  use,  and locat ions of  ta i lwater  

return.  

3 .  Any inf ras t ructure changes  and const ruct ion act iv i t ies  

necessary  to complete the pro ject .  

4 .  Permits  or  water  r ights  changes requi red to complete the 

project (e.g. ,  water  r ights  permit ,  water  r ights  change,  L ake 

and St reambed Alterat ion Agreement  (L SAA));  prov ide a 

draf t  of  each and fee es t imate.  

5 .  L i s t  of  legal  tools  to  ensure object ives  of  project w i l l  be met  

(e.g. ,  forbearance agreements ,  lease agreements ) ;  draf t  of  

each.  

6 .  Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use A nalys is  (as  

descr ibed in Par t  V):  A thorough unders tanding of  the 

amount  of  water  diver ted f rom the s t ream,  los t ,  used,  and 

returned to the s t ream based on d i rect  measurements  

7 .  Ins t ream Benef i ts  and Impacts  Analys i s  (as  descr ibed in  Par t  

V):  A defens ib le model of  how the avai lab le water  w i l l  

benef i t  the focus spec ies  and l i fe s tage,  as  wel l  as  a 

cons iderat ion of  any negat ive env i ronmenta l  impacts  of  

the project.  

8 .  Monitor ing p lan that  descr ibes data to be col lected,  how i t  

re lates  to project ob ject ives,  who wi l l  co l lect  i t ,  and how i t  

w i l l  be d isseminated.  

9 .  Pre-consu l tat ion meet ing w i th S tate Water  Resources  

Contro l  Board ( SWRCB) D iv i s ion of  Water  R ights  and CDFW.  

10.  Water  r ight(s )  in format ion:  

a .  Type(s)  of  water  r ights  involved,  i .e . ,  r ipar ian r ights ,  

p re-  or  post -1914 appropr iat ive r ights ,  or  adjudicated 

r ights .  
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b.  Quant i ty  and season of  use a l lowed for  the water  r ight,  

inc luding any in format ion about  carr iage water ,  

rotat ion schedule,  and any l imi tat ions on d ivers ion 

rates.  

c.  Map of  p lace of  use  

d.  Proof of  va l id i ty of  the water  r ight.  Prov ide an In i t ia l  

S tatement of  Water  D ivers ion and Use,  p lus  

Supplementa l  S tatements  of  use for  the most  recent 

f ive years  ( i f  avai lab le).  

e .  Addit ional  data on water  d ivers ion.  I f  avai lab le,  

prov ide month ly averages for  the last  5 years ;  more 

f requent  t ime s teps  and longer durat ion data should be 

prov ided i f  avai lab le.  

f .  Pr ior i ty of  water  r ight.  Inc lude schemat ic of  s t ream with  

locat ions of  a l l  water  r ights ,  the i r  type,  the i r  pr ior i ty,  

and the i r  quant i ty.  

g .  I f  appl icable,  descr ipt ion of  a l ternate source of  water  

that w i l l  be used to off set  the f low le f t  ins t ream. 

Prov ide ev idence that the a l te rnate water  source wi l l  

not  impact ins t ream f low.  

11.  Legal tools :  

a .  Descr ibe the tools  that w i l l  be used to rea l locate f low 

to the s t ream, i .e. ,  inst ream dedicat ion (pursuant to 

Water  Code –  WAT §  1707),  forbearance agreement,  or  

ins t ream f low lease ,  and why those tools  are 

appropr iate.  

b .  I f  an ins t ream dedicat ion w i l l  be used and a 

consumpt ive use analys is  i s  l i ke ly to be necessary ,  

d i scuss  how consumpt ive use analys i s  w i l l  be 

completed.  

12.  A landowner  and water  user  outreach p lan .  

13.  Potent ia l  threats  to achiev ing project ob ject ives (e .g. ,  

p robabi l i ty of  water  r ights  protes ts ,  other  potent ia l  resource 

impacts  f rom real locat ing f low back to the s t ream).  
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B.  Water conservat ion planning pro jects  w i th inf rast ructure 

changes or cons t ruct ion e lements  

1.  Descr ibe changes and how they fu r ther  the project 

ob ject ive.  

2.  Des ign p lan development.  For  projects  w i th no ins t ream 

e lements  (except headgates) ,  p rov ide 65% and 100% p lans 

for  rev iew.  For  projects  w i th  ins t ream e lements ,  p rov ide 

30%,  65%,  90%,  and 100% p lans and calcu lat ions for  rev iew.  

Submit  a Bas is  of  Des ign Repor t  deta i l ing a l l  pro ject 

e lements  and des ign dec is ions .  Note:  some water  

conservat ion projects  won’t  require any construct ion 

elements  but  p lanning for  these pro jects  can s t i l l  be funded 

us ing the PD project type.  
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C.  Water conservat ion planning pro jects  involv ing water r ights  

permit t ing and changes  

1 .  I f  the pro ject has the potent ia l  to  impact other  water  users ,  

a  consumpt ive use analys i s ,  as  par t  of  the water  

account ing,  must  be per formed.  

2 .  Pre-consu l tat ion meet ing w i th SWRCB D iv i s ion of  Water  

R ights  and CDFW.  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  PD P rojects  

Al l  PD proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V)  

B .  Watershed (or  County)  M ap (see def in i t ion in Par t  V)  

C.  S igned Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  Agreement  ( see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V)  

D.  Water  Law Compl iance Documents  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V)  

E .  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  Where mult ip le s imi la r  

features  (e .g. ,  Large Wood s t ructures)  are proposed,  

representat ive photographs of  these features  and thei r  target  

habi tat w i l l  su f f ice.  

F .  Ex i s t ing Condit ions  Sketch.  The ex is t ing condit ions  sketch sha l l  

c lear ly depict ex i s t ing works i te  condi t ions ,  show the works i te  

layout,  and h igh l ight any important  works i te  features .  Th i s  can 

be an aer ia l  photo w i th markers  to exp la in the condit ions or  a  

hand drawing of  the  works i te  to g ive proposa l  rev iewers  a good 

unders tanding of  the works i te .    

G.  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan i f  f ie ld t r ips  or  f ie ld  work 

are par t  of  pro ject (see def in i t ion in Par t  V)  
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I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  The F ina l  P lan or  Study must  be submit ted wi th the f ina l  repor t .  

C.  For  water  conservat ion project p lans ,  a  f ina l  draf t  pet i t ion for  

water  r ights  change,  forbearance agreement,  or  water  lease.  I f  

appl icable,  100% p lans,  spec i f icat ions,  cost  es t imate,  and f ina l  

repor t  must  be submit ted.  The f ina l  repor t  must  inc lude the Water  

Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  ( i f  appl icable),  the 

Ins t ream Benef i t  and Impact Analys is ,  the updated pro ject map,  

the bas is  of  des ign repor t ,  and the moni tor ing p lan.  

Performance Measures for  PD P ro jects  

Category B:  P lanning  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.0 .b.1  Area af fected by p lanning and assessment act iv i t ies  (acres)  

B .1 .a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on p lanning & coord inat ion  

(None) Restorat ion pro jects  proposed as a resu l t  of  th i s  p ro ject  (number)  

Sub-Category:  Restorat ion P lanning & Coordinat ion –  Addit ional  by 

Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

B.1.b.8  Conduct ing Habitat  Restorat ion Scoping & Feas ibi l i ty  S tud ies  

B.1 .b.8.a  

Name of  p lan that was implemented (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  

source,  source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  no P lan 

implemented,  enter  "None"  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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Data ID Met r ic  

B.1 .b.8.b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan implemented inc luding extent,  

purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan.  I f  no P lan implemented,  enter  

"None" 

B.1.b.11  Engineer ing/Des ign Work for  Restorat ion P rojects  

B.1 .b.11.a 

Name of  p lan that was implemented (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  

source,  source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  no P lan 

implemented,  enter  "None"  

B .1 .b.11 .b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan implemented inc luding extent,  

purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan.  I f  no P lan implemented,  enter  

"None" 
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Publ ic  Involvement  and Capaci ty  Bu i ld ing (P I )  

E l ig ib le proposa ls  for  publ ic  involvement and capacity  bu i ld ing w i l l  

take p lace wi th in  mul t ip le county/regional/watershed areas and are 

d i rected towards sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat  res torat ion ef for ts .  Th i s  

inc ludes  proposa ls  for  Amer iCorps programs that deal  w i th 

env i ronmenta l  projects  and is sues that  assess ,  conserve,  res tore,  

moni tor ,  and enhance coasta l  Cal i forn ia anadromous watersheds.  

In format ion about the Amer iCorps  program can be found on the i r  

webs i te.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  P I  P rojects  

Al l  P I  p roposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  For  Amer iCorps pro jects ,  descr ibe in deta i l  the process  by which 

out reach is  conducted,  corps member works i tes  are se lected,  

and members  are p laced across  the s tate.  

B .  A deta i led descr ipt ion of  the reg ional  need for  the organizat ion 

and how i t  w i l l  lead and enhance to the recovery of  sa lmon and 

s tee lhead.  

C.  A descr ipt ion of  the extent to which the proponent w i l l  work  w i th  

others  to achieve the organizat ion’s  goals  and how i t  might 

enhance other  ef for t s  w i th in the geographic extent of  the 

organizat ion.  

D.  A complete descr ipt ion of  measurable/quant i f iab le tasks .  

E .  Descr ipt ion of  educat ion/outreach about the watershed and 

sa lmonid is sues.  

https://www.americorps.gov/
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F.  Number and descr ipt ion of  any p lanning or  implementat ion 

projects  that w i l l  be developed and a descr ipt ion of  how they 

w i l l  be accompl ished under the pro ject  or  promoted by the 

project.  

G.  Name and Descr ipt ion of  the p lan developed/ implemented,  in  

the format:  Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name, source,  and source 

address .  

H .  Acres encompassed by p lanning/assessment.  

I .  Acres of  habi tat protected/res tored/proposed for  res torat ion.  

J .  I f  the pro ject inc ludes  outreach and educat ion:  

a .  Number of  res torat ion or  protect ion projects  proposed.  

b .  Type(s)  of  restorat ion pro ject  t reatment .  Se lect f rom: f i sh 

screening,  f i sh  passage,  inst ream f low,  ins t ream habitat ,  

r ipar ian habi tat ,  up land habitat,  water  qual i ty ,  wet land,  

es tuar ine/nearshore,  or  none.  

c.  Number of  out reach/educat ion documents  completed and 

d is t r ibuted.  

d.  Name of  educat ion/outreach document (s ) .  

e .  Number of  media mater ia ls  prepared.  

f .  Descr ipt ion of  media mater ia l  and where/when i t  was  used.  

g .  Number of  interpret ive s igns used.  

h .  Number of  locat ions where interpret ive s igns were d isp layed.  

i .  Descr ibe where the interpret ive s igns  were posted.  

j .  Number of  out reach events  (publ ic  meet ings)  conducted or  

sponsored by th is  p roject and descr ipt ion of  meet ing format.  

k .  Number of  out reach event (publ ic meet ing) at tendees and 

the i r  re lat ionsh ip to the watershed (e.g. ,  landowners ,  local  

agencies) .  

K .  I f  landowners  are recru i ted,  ind icate proposed:  

a .  Number of  landowners  reached and a descr ipt ion of  how 

landowners  w i l l  be/are contacted.  

b .  Number of  p lans  or  des igns developed.  
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c.  Acres of  land af fected by landowner  p lanning/ implementat ion 

of  res torat ion/conservat ion act iv i t ies .  

d .  Acres of  land af fected by landowner  p lanning/ implementat ion 

of  res torat ion/conservat ion act iv i t ies .  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  P I  P ro jects  

Al l  P I  p roposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

Documents :  

A.  Watershed (or  County)  Map (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  The 

project must  be shown on a scaled map that shows the 

watershed,  county,  or  other  appropr iate boundary.  Aer ia l  

photos  do not  sa t i s f y  th i s  requ i rement .  

B .  Status  Repor t  ( see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  

C.  Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  i f  f ie ld t r ips  or  f ie ld  work are 

par t  of  project ( see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

Performance Measures for  P I  P rojects  

Category B:  P lanning  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.0 .b.1  Area af fected by p lanning and assessment act iv i t ies  (acres)  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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Data ID Met r ic  

B.1 .a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on p lanning & coord inat ion  
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Sub-Category:  Restorat ion P lanning & Coordinat ion –  Addit ional  by 

Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

B.1.b.3  Coord inat ion of  Watershed Conservat ion & Restorat ion Ef for ts  

B.1 .b.3.a  

Name of  p lan that was implemented (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  

source,  source address .   Endnote c i tat ion format)  

B .1 .b.3.b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan implemented inc luding extent,  

purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan  

B.1.b.4  Watershed Counci l  Support  

B.1 .b.4.a  

Name of  p lan that was developed or  implemented (Author ,  date,  

t i t le ,  name, source,  source address .   Endnote c i tat ion format) .   I f  no 

P lan developed or  implemented,  enter  "None"  

B .1 .b.4.b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan developed/ implemented 

inc luding extent ,  purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan.   I f  no P lan 

developed or  implemented,  enter  "None"  

B.1.b.6  Support  to  Local  Ent i t ies  or Agencies  

B.1 .b.6.a  

Name of  p lan that was developed or  implemented (Author ,  date,  

t i t le ,  name, source,  source address .   Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  no 

P lan developed or  implemented,  enter  "None"  

B .1 .b.6.b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan developed/ implemented 

inc luding extent ,  purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan.  I f  no P lan 

developed or  implemented,  enter  "None"  

Category F :  Outreach & Educat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.0.b.1  

Amount of  sa lmonid habi tat protected/res tored/proposed for  

res torat ion as resul t  of  project (acres)  

F .0.b.2  

Number of  watersheds protected/res tored/proposed for  res torat ion 

as resu l t  of  project  (5th f ie ld  HUC)  

F .0.c  

Type of  t reatments  appl ied or  expected to be appl ied (proposed) 

(choose f rom l i s t )  

F .0.d 

Es t imated va lue of  t reatments  appl ied or  expected to be appl ied 

(proposed) (dol lars )  

F .0.e Number of  res torat ion projects  proposed as  resu l t  of  pro ject  

Sub-Category:  Outreach/Educat ion –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.1.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  out reach/educat ion  
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Data ID Met r ic  

F.1.b Number of  vo lunteers  commit ted to res torat ion act iv i t ies  

F .1.c  Amount of  donat ions made for  habi tat res torat ion act iv i t ies  (dol la rs )  

Sub-Category:  Outreach/Educat ion –  Addit ional  by Work Type  

Data ID Met r ic  

F .1 .d Out reach Documents/Reports  P repared  

F.1.d.1  Number of  documents  prepared  

F .1.d.2  

Name of  document(s )  prepared (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  source 

address .  Endnote c i tat ion format)  

F .1 . f  Media Mater ia l  P repared 

F.1. f .1  Number of  media mater ia ls  prepared  

F .1. f .2  Descr ibe media mater ia l  and where/when used  

F .1 .g In terpret ive S igns  P repared  

F.1.g.1  Number of  s igns  prepared  

F .1.g.2  Number of  d i f ferent  locat ions where s igns were d isp layed  

F.1.g.3  Descr ibe where s igns were posted  

F .1 .h Out reach Events  Conducted  

F.1.h.1  Number of  out reach/educat ion events  

Sub-Category:  Landowner Recru i tment  P ro jects  –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.2.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  landowner recru i tment  

F .2.b.1  Amount of  habi tat res tored/conserved (acres)  

F .2.c .2  Number of  landowners  contacted  

F .2.c .3  

Number of  p lans/des igns developed as resu l t  of  landowner 

recru i tment  
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Watershed Evaluat ion,  Assessment  and P lanning (PL)  

E l ig ib le watershed p lanning projects  are  for  develop ing watershed 

p lans,  ranch implementat ion p lans ,  conduct ing watershed assessment ,  

ins t ream f low s tudies ,  and databases  that  benef i t  or  coord inate 

in format ion about sa lmonids and/or  res torat ion and management of  

the i r  habi tat.  A watershed is  a l l  land enc losed by a cont inuous 

dra inage bas in that  dra ins  to,  or  cont r ibutes to ,  a s t ream,  lake,  or  

other  body of  water  (e.g. ,  ocean).  Watersheds can vary in sca le to 

inc lude mult ip le sub-watersheds or  may be as  smal l  as  a headwater  or  

f i r s t  order  s t ream.  I t  i s  a common area that f lows to a la rger  s t ream or  

into the ocean inhabited now or  in  the past ,  ind iv idual ly  or  by any 

combinat ion of  Coho Sa lmon or  s tee lhead t rout.  

P lanning work in sub-watersheds w i th in  a hydro logic bas in that are not 

cont iguous may be submit ted under a s ing le  watershed res torat ion 

p lanning project proposa l  i f  res torat ion of  these non -cont iguous sub-

watersheds w i l l ,  in  conjunct ion w i th other  res torat ion be ing under taken 

in  the hydro logic bas in  or  on i ts  own,  correct the major  problems 

af fect ing the ent i re  hydro logic bas in.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Watershed P lan 

Proposa ls  to develop a watershed p lan must  descr ibe a complete and 

deta i led process  of  watershed evaluat ion and assessment that 

cu lminates in an integrated and comprehens ive p lan.  The p lan should 

conta in works i te -spec i f ic  and pr ior i t i zed recommendations that  w i l l  

address  key l imi t ing factors  in the watershed that,  when implemented,  

w i l l  lead to res torat ion of  sa lmon and anadromous t rout  habi tat.  I f  the 

tota l  landowner access  secured does not suppor t  the proposed a rea 

to be evaluated or  assessed for  the p lan ,  the pro ject budget  w i l l  be 

modi f ied to ref lect  the reduced effor t .  I f  landowner access  fa i l s  to  
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suppor t  at  least  50% of  the intended scope of  the project,  then CDFW 

wi l l  determine whether  the project i s  wor th complet ing.  Both soc ia l  

and landscape e lements  assoc iated wi th res torat ion of  the watershed 

must  be addressed.  

Ranch Implementat ion P lan  

Proposa ls  to develop ranch implementat ion p lans that  w i l l  ident i fy  

oppor tun i t ies  to increase anadromous sa lmonid populat ions may be 

inc luded under  watershed p lanning.  These p lans w i l l  cover  spec i f ic  

ownersh ips  or  por t ions of  a watershed that lend themselves to 

proper ty-spec i f ic  p lanning.  

Watershed Assessment  

Proposa ls  for  par t ia l  watershed assessment and evaluat ion,  such as 

road eros ion surveys  and s t ream surveys,  shou ld be based on an 

a l ready completed watershed p lanning document  that  i s  acceptable 

to CDFW. 

Ins t ream F low Study  

Proposa ls  for  ins t ream f low s tudies  focus on ident i f icat ion of  

acceptable ins t ream f lows in par t icu lar  waters  and inc lude technical  

cons iderat ions ,  involv ing phys ica l  oppor tun i t ies  and constra ints  as  wel l  

as  b io log ical  processes and needs.  These cons iderat ions vary 

s ign i f icant ly between d i f fe rent waters  and in d i f ferent locat ions,  

depending upon the degree and complex i ty of  pr ior  water  resource 

development  and upon the complexi ty  of  the af fected ecosys tems.  

The proposed pro ject  must  demonst rate out reach to the S tate Water  

Resources Cont ro l  Board re lat ive to water  r ights  cons iderat ions,  and to 

CDFW Water  B ranch ins t ream f low study s taff  i f  the pro ject s t ream is  

sub ject to PRC § 10000 and/or  FGC § 5937 code cons iderat ions.  The 

key e lements  of  the s tudy p lan that  CDFW would have to suppor t  

inc lude,  but are not  l imi ted to,  1)  works i te  se lect ion and 
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representat ion s t rategy,  2)  se lect ion of  target f lows for  assessment,  

and 3)  se lect ion and/or  development  of  habi tat su i tab i l i ty  cr i ter ia.  

Database Support  

Proposa ls  for  database suppor t  inc lude the creat ion or  management 

of  data sys tems that  compi le informat ion regard ing salmonids,  

sa lmonid habi tat,  and habitat management/res torat ion.  Data sys tems 

should cont r ibute to the assessment of  ex i s t ing sa lmonid popu lat ions 

and habitat and/or  the pr ior i t i zat ion of  future res torat ion and recovery 

act ions.  

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  PL  P ro jects  

Al l  PL  proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Acres of  land area af fected by the planning/assessment  act iv i ty .  

B .  Name of  the p lan developed by the project,  in the format 

Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name, source,  and source address .  

C.  Descr ibe extent,  purpose ,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan.  

D.  Type(s)  of  assessment act iv i t ies  conducted.  Se lect f rom: sa lmonid 

presence/absence survey ,  ins t ream habitat condi t ion 

assessment ,  habi tat  use by sa lmonids ,  ins t ream f low study,  or  f i sh 

passage barr ier  inventory.  

E .  Name of  the assessment  document developed by the project,  in 

the format Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name, source,  and source address .  

F .  Acres of  habi tat assessed to determine habitat  condi t ions 

af fect ing sa lmonids.  

G.  Mi les  of  s t ream assessed.  

H .  Mi les  of  road assessed.  

I .  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

In  addit ion to the above genera l  requi rements ,  the fol lowing spec i f ic  

in format ion for  cer ta in project  types must  be inc luded in  the proposa l .  

A.  Watershed P lan 

1.  Descr ibe the area of  the watershed and es t imate the 

percentage of  the area re lat ive to the s i ze of  the 

watershed to be inc luded in  the evaluat ion and assessment  

for  p lan development.  

2.  I f  the proposed pro ject i s  in tended to complete a 

watershed p lan or  augment a reach - leve l  p lan,  prov ide the 

t i t le  and date of  complet ion of  the ex i s t ing document and 

es t imate the percentage of  the watershed the work 

proposed wi l l  inc lude that i s  in addit io n to the prev ious ly  

completed ef for t  ( i f  eva luat ion and assessment  work has 

a l ready been completed to CDFW sat i s fact ion,  the p lan 

may inc lude,  or  reference,  a l ready completed work to 

sat is fy th is  e lement) .  

3.  Ident i fy types  of  su rveys  to be completed and inc lude a 

reference to the survey methodology used to assess  the 

phys ica l  character i s t ics  of  the watershed.  

B .  Ranch Implementat ion P lan  

1.  Descr ibe the area of  the ranch and es t imate the 

percentage of  the area re lat ive to the s i ze of  the ranch to 

be inc luded in the evaluat ion and assessment of  p lan 

development .  

2 .  I f  the proposed pro ject has been ident i f ied in a completed 

document,  prov ide the t i t le  and date of  complet ion of  the 

ex i s t ing document and es t imate the percentage of  the 

work proposed that  i s  in  addit ion to the prev ious ly  

completed ef for t  ( i f  eva luat ion an d assessment  work has 

a l ready been completed to CDFW sat i s fact ion,  the p lan 

may inc lude,  or  reference,  a l ready completed work to 

sat is fy th is  e lement ) .  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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3.  Ident i fy types  of  su rveys  to be completed and a reference 

to the survey methodology used to assess  the phys ica l  

character i s t ics  of  the s t ream.  

C.  Watershed Assessment  

1.  Reference to a documented p lan cal l ing for  the assessment 

and evaluat ion work,  and inc lude addit ional  project 

proposa l  e lements  that w i l l  resu l t  in a  complete watershed 

res torat ion p lan.  

2 .  Types of  surveys to be completed and a reference to the 

survey methodology used.  

D.  Ins t ream F low Study  

1.  Hydro logy and geology:  A descr ipt ion of  h i s tor ica l  ( i .e . ,  

unal tered)  hydro logical  condi t ions .  

2 .  Descr ipt ion of  sur face f low v ia  a water  budget ,  inc luding 

reach-by- reach gains  and losses .  

3 .  F luv ia l  geomorphologic descr ipt ion of  s t ream sys tem . 

4 .  B io logy:  Reasonably  comprehens ive spec ies  inventory  and 

d is t r ibut ion informat ion (a l l  taxonomic leve ls) .  

5 .  L i fe -h i s tory understanding for  a l l  spec ies  ident i f ied as  

present .  

6 .  Macro and micro-habitat character izat ion for  aquat ic  

spec ies .  

7 .  Assessment (and monitor ing) of  f i sh condi t ion .  

8 .  Study goals ,  the method(s)  to be employed ,  

s tudy/model ing,  uses,  and l imi tat ions .  

9 .  Water  qual i ty protect ion and per t inent s tandards  (e.g. ,  

Bas in P lan s tandards,  Tota l  Max imum Dai ly Loads) .  

10.  Documentat ion of  cur rent/p lanned out reach effor ts  to  the 

S tate Water  Resources  Cont ro l  Board re lat ive to water  r ights  

cons iderat ions ,  and to CDFW Water  B ranch inst ream f low 

s tudy s taf f  i f  the pro ject s t ream i s  sub ject to PRC § 10000 

cons iderat ions .  

E .  Database Support  
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1.  Descr ibe the data s tandards  used in develop ing the 

database,  and how data w i l l  be managed and s tored once 

the grant  ends.  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  PL  P rojects  

Al l  PL  proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementa ry 

documents :  

A.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

B .  Alternat ive ly,  a  Watershed (or  County)  Map .  The project must  be 

shown on a scaled map that shows the watershed,  county,  or  

other  appropr iate boundary.  Aer ia l  photos  do not  sa t i s f y  th i s  

requ i rement  ( see def in i t ion  Par t  V ) .  

C.  S igned Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  Agreement  ( see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

D.  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

E .  Reference Documents .  Prov ide the documents  or  a web l ink to 

p lanning documents ,  re ference document  for  survey 

methodology,  or  pr ior  document that  addressed soc ia l  i s sues as  

required and appl icable.  

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

Performance Measures for  PL  P ro jects  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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Category B:  P lanning  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.0 .b.1  Area af fected by p lanning and assessment act iv i t ies  (acres)  

Sub-Category:  Restorat ion P lanning & Coordinat ion –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.1 .a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on p lanning & coord inat ion  

Sub-Category:  Restorat ion P lanning & Coordinat ion –  Addit ional  by 

Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

B.1.b.10  Des igning or Mainta in ing Res torat ion Data Systems  

B.1 .b.10.a 

Name of  p lan that was implemented (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  

source,  source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  no P lan 

implemented,  enter  "None"  

B .1 .b.10 .b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan implemented inc luding extent,  

purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan.  I f  no P lan implemented,  enter  

"None" 

B.1.b.12  Developing Restorat ion/Act ion P lan  

B.1 .b.12.a 

Name of  p lan that was developed (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name, 

source,  source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format)  

B .1 .b.12 .b  

Descr ipt ion and scope of  the p lan developed inc luding extent,  

purpose,  and appl icat ion of  the p lan  

Sub-Category:  Sa lmonid Habitat  Assessment/Inventory –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

B.2 .a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on assessments  and surveys  

Sub-Category:  Sa lmonid Habitat  Assessment/Inventory –  Addit ional  by 

Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

B.2.b  Watershed Assessment  

B .2 .b.2  

Name of  document(s )  produced (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  name,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format)  

(None) Number of  watershed p lans/assessments  completed  

B.2.c Ins t ream Survey 

B.2 .c.1  Type of  Ins t ream survey/assessment  data col lected (choose f rom l i s t )  

B .2 .c.2  

S t ream length assessed to determine habitat condi t ion and/or  

presence/absence of  sa lmonids (mi les )  
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Data ID Met r ic  

B.2 .c.3  S t ream mi les  conta in ing sa lmonids (mi les )  

B .2 .c.4  S t ream mi les  needing res torat ion (mi les )  

B .2 .c.5  

S t ream mi les  assessed to es tabl i sh regulat ions or  protect ive 

measures (mi les )  

B .2 .c.6  Number of  passage impediments/bar r ie rs  ident i f ied  

(None) Potent ia l  bar r ie rs  assessed for  passage status  (number)  

B.2.d Habitat  Survey 

B.2 .d.1  Type of  habi tat survey/assessment data col lected (choose f rom l i s t )  

B .2 .d.2  Amount of  habi tat assessed (acres)  

B .2 .d.3  Amount of  habi tat needing t reatment  (acres)  
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Cooperat ive F i sh  Rear ing (RE)  

E l ig ib le cooperat ive f i sh rear ing projects  are ar t i f ic ia l  p ropagat ion 

projects  des igned to supplement and res tore depleted populat ions of  

ESA- l i s ted sa lmonids.  A l l  p ro jects  must  comply w i th the d i rect ives of  

the jo int  CDFW and NMFS Hatchery Operat ions Rev i ew Commit tee.  

CDFW only  prov ides grants  to pro jects  suppor t ing federa l  and State 

conservat ion hatchery programs and CDFW ’ s  Chinook Sa lmon f i sher ies  

enhancement program.  These pro jects  must  meet a l l  of  the legal and 

pol icy requirements  of  FGC § 1200-1206.  P roposa ls  for  new rear ing 

projects  must  inc lude deta i led jus t i f icat ion for  es t imated product ion 

costs .  New and exi s t ing programs mus t  fo l low the gu ide l ines  out l ined  

in  Appendix  H of  the Recovery S t rategy for  Cal i forn ia Coho Sa lmon .  

These proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude a proposed F ive-Year  Management 

P lan that fo l lows gu ide l ines in “Cooperat ive F i sh Product ion in 

Cal i forn ia” in the CA Restorat ion Manual  Volume 1,  Appendix B .  

P roposa ls  for  es tabl i shed programs must  have an approved F ive-Year  

Management P lan.  Proposa ls  for  cont inued operat ion of  establ i shed 

programs must  conta in summar ies  of  product ion costs  for  the past  f ive 

years  or  for  the l i fe  of  the pro ject i f  i t  has operated for  less  than f ive 

years .  The FRGP wi l l  on ly  fund the management and operat i on of  f i sh 

rear ing projects  and wi l l  not fund des ign or  construct ion of  rear ing 

fac i l i t ies ,  or  purchase of  equipment.  Proposed f i sh  mark ing must  be in  

accordance with  CDFW and Pac i f ic  F i shery  Management Counci l  

(PFMC) s tandards .  Proposa ls  that do not conform to CDFW and PFMC 

s tandards are ine l ig ib le for  funding.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  RE  P ro jects  

Al l  RE proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Fishes/Coho-Salmon
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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A.  Genera l  gu ide l ines  of  es tabl i shment  and operat ion  inc luding,  but 

not  l imi ted to,  methods of  rear ing,  mark ing and re lease of  f i sh ,  

and f i sh re lease locat ions .  

B .  Essent ia l  p rogram e lements .  

C.  Number of  f i sh re leased,  by spec ies  and l i fe  s tage.  

D.  Number of  f i sh marked,  and the purpose of  mark ing,  by spec ies .  

E .  Name of  the habi tat  res torat ion project(s)  complemented by th i s  

p roject,  i f  appl icable.  

F .  Cur rent s tatus  of  a l l  appl icable permits  (e.g. ,  CEQA, NEPA) .  

Requi red Supplementa ry Documents  for  RE P ro jects  

Al l  RE proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementary 

Documents :  

A.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  

B .  Watershed map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

C.  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

D.  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

E .  F ive-Year Management P lan ,  fo l lowing the gu ide l ines s tated 

above.  

F .  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

G.  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.  

H .  A long- term p lan in  Addit ional  At tachments/ Documentat ion,  i f  

f i sh rear ing has cont inued,  or  w i l l  cont inue,  for  more than f ive 

years .  
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I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  Data on f i sh surv iva l  at  rear ing fac i l i ty .  

C.  Data on adul t  f i sh returns .  

Performance Measures for  RE  P rojects  

Category D:  Sa lmonid Hatcher ies  

Data ID Met r ic  

D.0.b 

Name of  the habi tat  pro ject complemented,  project ID number,  and 

project sponsor .  I f  project does  not complement a habi tat project,  

enter  'None'  

D.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  pro ject was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

Sub-Category:  Hatchery P roduct ion –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

D.1.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  product ion of  sa lmonids  

Sub-Category:  Hatchery P roduct ion –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

D.1.b  Salmonids  Reared/Released  

D.1.b .2  Sa lmonid spec ies  reared/re leased (choose f rom l i s t )  

D.1.b.2  Number of  hatchery f ry/smolt  reared/re leased  (per  spec ies)  

D.1.b.3  Purpose of  product ion (choose f rom l i s t )  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  IV  -  173  ( rev .  2/2025)  

Data ID Met r ic  

D.1.d Sa lmonids  Outp lanted 

D.1.d.2  Sa lmonid spec ies  outp lanted (choose f rom l i s t )  

D.1.d.2  Number of  sa lmonids outp lanted (per  spec ies)  

D.1.e Nat ive/Wi ld  Broodstock Col lect ion/Relocat ion  

D.1.e.2  Sa lmonid spec ies  col lected (choose f rom l i s t )  

D.1.e.2  Number of  sa lmonids col lected (per  spec ies)  

Sub-Category:  F ish  Marking –  A l l  

Data ID Met r ic  

D.2.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  hatchery sa lmonid mark ing or  tagging  

Sub-Category:  F ish  Marking –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

D.2.b  Salmonids  marked  

D.2.b .2  Sa lmonid spec ies  marked or  tagged (choose f rom l i s t )  

D.2.b.2  Number of  sa lmonids marked or  tagged  

D.2.b.3  Purpose of  mark ing or  tagging (choose f rom l i s t )  

D.2.c F i sh Marking -  Equipment or Technology Improvement  

D.2.c.2  Descr ibe the equipment or  technology  

D.2.c.3  Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  mark ing equipment or  technology  
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F ish Screening of  D ivers ions  (SC)  

E l ig ib le projects  for  f i sh sc reens must  meet CDFW and NMFS sc reening 

cr i ter ia found in the CA Restorat ion Manual ,  Appendix S .  A f i sh screen 

i s  a f i sh  protect ion dev ice ins ta l led at  or  near  a water  d ivers ion that 

phys ica l ly  prevents  entra inment ,  in jury ,  or  death of  targeted aquat ic 

spec ies .  A f i sh sc reen is  des igned to prevent f i sh f rom swimming or  

be ing drawn into an aqueduct ,  co ol ing water  intake,  dam, or  other  

d ivers ion on a r iver ,  lake,  or  waterway where water  i s  taken for  human 

use.  Bes ides s imply  prevent ing f i sh f rom pass ing,  f i sh  screens  are 

des igned to min imize s t ress  and in jury  that occur  when f i sh impact the 

screen or  are sub jected to changes in  water  ve loc i ty and d i rect ion 

caused by the d ivers ion.  F ish screens  phys ica l ly  prec lude f i sh f rom 

enter ing the d ivers ion and do not re ly  on avoidance behavior  l i ke 

e lectr ica l  or  son ic f i sh barr ier  technology.  F i sh  sc reens are catego r i zed 

by 1)  d ivers ion type (grav i ty  vs .  pump),  and 2)  debr is  c leaning 

funct ion ( "act ive" or  automat ic vs .  "pass ive" or  manual  c leaning) .  Th is  

p roject type does not  inc lude pre -pro ject p lanning;  p lanning should 

a l ready be complete.  Th is  pro ject type wi l l  not  fund des ign 

complet ion.  Proposa ls  for  pre -project  p lanning and des ign should be 

submit ted under Pro ject Des ign (PD) Project  Type.  

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  SC P rojects  

Al l  SC proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Mi les  of  s t ream treated,  count one s ide of  the s t ream only  

( inc lude only  the actual  length of  s t ream t reated by the project,  

not  the length of  s t ream af fected  by the pro ject) .  

B .  Feet of  aquat ic habi tat d i s tu rbed (sum of  the ind iv idual  feature 

lengths) .  

C.  Square feet of  inst ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel  

( footpr int  of  features) .  

D.  Number of  new f i sh  screens ins ta l led .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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E.  F low rate in cubic feet  per  second (cfs )  of  d ivers ions w i th new 

screens insta l led .  

F .  Number of  f i sh screens modif ied or  rep laced.  

G.  F low rate in cubic feet  per  second (cfs )  of  d ivers ions w i th f i sh 

screens modif ied/rep laced.  

H .  Acre- feet per  year  of  water  protected by screens .  

I .  Ind icate the type of  requi red l i s ted spec ies  surveys that  w i l l  be 

per formed and type of  protocols  to be used and the spec ies  and 

l i fe  s tages that w i l l  benef i t  f rom the project.  

J .  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

 

Requi red Supplementary  Documents  for  SC P ro jects  

Al l  SC proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementary 

Documents :  

A.  In termediate P lans  I f  a des ign e lement  w i th in the Intermediate 

P lans i s  thought to be unnecessary,  p lease prov ide the rat ionale 

for  not inc luding i t  (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  

B .  Pro ject Locat ion Topographic Map  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

C.  S igned Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  Agreement  ( see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

D. Water  Law Compl iance Documents :  Wr i t ten ver i f icat ion of  the 

r ight to d iver t ,  use,  s tore ,  se l l  o r  t rans fer  the water ,  for  a  pro ject 

that addresses  i s sues  re lated to the d ivers ion,  use,  s torage,  or  

purchase of  water .  Copies  of  S tatement of  Water  D ivers ion an d 

Use that has been f i led w i th  the SWRCB (min imum las t  3  years  or  

up to the las t  10 years) .  For  appl icants  who have not f i led a 

S tatement of  Water  D ivers ion and Use,  a copy of  that form may 

be obta ined at  the Cal i forn ia Water  Boards’  webs i te .  CDFW w i l l  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water%20issues/programs/diversion%20use%20/index.shtml.
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not  accept  a S tatement  o f  Wate r  D ive r s ion  and Use  un les s  i t  has  

been f i led  w i th  the  SWRCB .  

E.  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  Inc lude photographs of  

works i te  where f i sh  screen wi l l  be ins ta l led,  as  wel l  as  

representat ive photographs of  habi tat  immediate ly  upst ream 

and downstream of  the proposed f i sh  screen works i te .  

F .  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

G.  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.  

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  F ina l  P lans (100% p lans)  accepted by CDFW/NOAA F isher ies  

technical/engineer ing s taf f ,  w i l l  be requi red before 

implementat ion of  the pro ject.  

C.  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  resu l t ,  or  may resu lt ,  in  d i scharge to sur face 

waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  resu l t  in the creat ion of  a v i s ib le turb id i ty 

in  su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

D.  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

E .  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions  Summary  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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F.  A 10-year Lake and St reambed Al terat ion Agreement def in ing 

the implementat ion,  operat ion ,  and maintenance of  the f i sh 

screen accord ing to des ign standards.  

a .  For  f i sh screen projects ,  a wr i t ten agreement must  be 

prov ided by the appl icant  f rom the landowner or  respons ib le 

par ty.  

b .  Notwiths tanding FGC § 6027,  the agreement must  s tate that  

the landowner or  respons ib le  par ty wi l l  operate the f i sh 

screen whenever  water  i s  be ing d iver ted and the poss ib i l i ty  

of  entra inment  of  sa lmonids ex i s ts .  

c .  I t  sha l l  ident i fy the par ty  respons ib le  for  mainta in ing the 

screen to ensure that i t  i s  funct ion ing as des igned.  

d.  The landowner or  respons ib le  par ty must  operate and 

mainta in  the f i sh sc reen project for  a  per iod not less  than 10 

years .  

e .  The landowner or  respons ib le  par ty wi l l  mainta in the f i sh  

screen and bypass  return so that  they are funct ion ing as 

des igned and are meet ing N at ional  Mar ine F isher ies  Serv ice 

cr i ter ia for  f i sh  sc reens (cr i ter ia at t ime of  const ruct ion) .  

f .  Maintenance sha l l  inc lude regular  inspect ion dur ing 

operat ing per iods  (at least  b i week ly) ,  lubr icat ion,  

rep lacement of  worn par ts ,  and removal of  debr is  that may 

af fect the operat ion of  the sc reen.  

g .  In  the event of  an act of  nature that resu l ts  in  par t ia l  or  

complete fa i lu re of  the project,  the landowner or  proponent 

w i l l  not  be he ld respons ib le for  costs  incur red af ter  the act of  

nature.  Acts  of  nature inc lude,  but are not l imi ted to,  f loods,  

ear thquakes,  vo lcanic erupt ions,  and windstorms .  

h .  I f  proposa l  i s  funded the pro ject w i l l  be requi red to be tes ted 

at  two l i fe s tage des ign f lows (e.g. ,  fa l l /w inter  f lows for  adul t  

sa lmonids and summer  f lows for  juveni les ) .   

I f  project inc ludes dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a 

CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted to the CDFW 

grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  
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Performance Measures for  SC P ro jects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  pro ject was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.1.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on f i sh screening  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Area/footpr int  of  ins t ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel 

( square feet)  

Sub-Category:  F ish  Screening –  Addi t ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.1.c  F ish Screens  Ins ta l led  

C.1.c.2  Number of  new screens insta l led 

C.1.c.3  Amount of  f low inf luenced by sc reen(s )  ins ta l led (cfs )  

C.1.d F i sh Screens  Replaced or  Modi f ied  

C.1.d.2  Number of  screens rep laced,  repai red,  or  modi f ied  
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Pr ivate Sector  Technical  T ra in ing and Educat ion P ro ject  

(TE)  

E l ig ib le technical  t ra in ing and educat ion projects  prov ide suppor t  for  

pr ivate sector  t ra in ing and educat ion in the f ie ld  of  anadromous 

sa lmonid habi tat analys i s  and res torat ion.  Proposa ls  may inc lude those 

for :  

A.  Teaching pr ivate landowners  about pract ica l  means  of  improv ing 

land and water  management pract ices that,  i f  implemented,  w i l l  

contr ibute to protect ion and res torat ion of  sa lmon and 

anadromous t rout s t ream habitat.  

B .  Scholar sh ip funding for  at tending workshops and conferences 

that teach res torat ion techniques.  

C.  Operat ion of  nonprof i t  res torat ion technical  schools .  

D.  Product ion of  restorat ion t ra in ing and educat ion workshops  and 

conferences .  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  TE  P rojects  

Al l  TE proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in  the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  In format ion on how the pro ject addresses  needs  of  the local  

watershed.  

B .  Target audience(s) .  

C.  Overv iew of  t ra in ing focus,  goals ,  and object ives .  

D.  Descr ipt ion of  partners  and/or  local s takeholder  suppor t .  

E .  Number of  workshop/tra in ing events .  
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F.  Number of  par t ic ipants  in workshop/t ra in ing events .  

G.  Name and number of  educat ional  documents  

completed/dis t r ibuted.  

H .  Number of  exh ib i ts/poster s  prepared.  

I .  Number of  media mater ia ls  prepared.  

J .  Descr ipt ion of  media mater ia l  and where/when i t  was  used .   

K .  Number of  landowners  reached by pro ject.  

L .  Descr ipt ion of  how the proposed project  promotes watershed 

s tewardsh ip,  land and water  management pract ices,  t ra in ing,  

and educat ion w i th  the goal of  hav ing landowners ,  resource 

profess ionals ,  res torat ion is ts ,  and communit ies  increase the ir  

technical  knowledge to better  preserve and res tore focus 

spec ies  habi tat.  

 

Requi red Supplementary  Documents  for  TE P ro jects  

Al l  TE proposa ls  must  a lso inc lude the fo l lowing Supplementary 

Documents :  

A.  Watershed map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

B .  Status  Repor t  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

C.  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V) .  

D. Evaluat ion (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V)  

E.  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  i f  f ie ld t r ips  or  f ie ld  work 

are par t  of  pro ject (see def in i t ion  in Par t  V).  

F .  An Evaluat ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

 

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be re qui red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  
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prov ided here so the appl icant i s  able  to budget for  these 

de l iverables  in the proposa l  i f  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  

must  submit  a l l  documentat ion required as par t  of  th i s  agreement to 

the CDFW Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content 

access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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Performance Measures for  TE P ro jects  

Category F :  Outreach & Educat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

F.0.b.1  

Amount of  sa lmonid habi tat protected/res tored/proposed for  

res torat ion as resul t  of  project (acres)  

F .0.b.2  

Number of  watersheds protected/res tored/proposed for  res torat ion 

as resu l t  of  project  (5th f ie ld  HUC)  

F .0.c  

Type of  t reatments  appl ied or  expected to be appl ied (proposed) 

(choose f rom l i s t )  

F .0.d 

Es t imated va lue of  t reatments  appl ied or  expected to be appl ied 

(proposed) (dol lars )  

F .0.e Number of  res torat ion projects  proposed as  resu l t  of  pro ject  

F .1.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent for  out reach/educat ion  

F .1.b Number of  vo lunteers  commit ted to res torat ion act iv i t ies  

F .1.c  Amount of  donat ions made for  habi tat res torat ion act iv i t ies  (dol la rs )  

Sub-Category:  Outreach/Educat ion –  Addit ional  by Work Type  

Data ID Met r ic  

F .1 .d Out reach Documents/Reports  P repared  

F.1.d.1  Number of  documents  prepared  

F .1.d.2  

Name of  document(s )  prepared (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  source 

address .  Endnote c i tat ion format)  

F .1 .e Exhib i ts/Posters  P repared  

F.1.e.1  Number of  exh ib i ts/poster s  prepared  

F .1 . f  Media Mater ia l  P repared 

F.1. f .1  Number of  media mater ia ls  prepared  

F .1. f .2  Descr ibe media mater ia l  and where/when used  

F .1 . i  Workshops/T ra ining Events  

F.1. i .1  Number of  workshop/tra in ing sess ions  

F .1. i .2  Number of  workshop/tra in ing par t ic ipants  

F .1 . j  P resentat ion at  Educat ional  Ins t i tut ions  

F.1. j .1  Number of  schools  & other  inst i tut ions  reached  

F.1. j .2  Number of  s tudents  educated  
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Water  Conservat ion Measures  (WC)  

E l ig ib le water  conservat ion projects  are those that prov ide more 

ef f ic ient use of  water  extracted f rom s t ream sys tems and resu l t  in an 

increase of  ins t ream f low and/or  improvement of  ins t ream water  

qual i ty  that benef i t  aquat ic spec ies .  The project shou ld b e cons i s tent 

w i th and contr ibute to the implementat ion of  the Cal i forn ia Water  

Act ion P lan,  Cal i forn ia Water  Res i l ience Por t fo l io ,  Cal i forn ia C l imate 

S t rategy,  etc .  Off -channel  water  s torage,  changes in the t iming or  rate 

of  d ivers ion or  source of  water  supply ,  moving points  of  d ivers ion,  

i r r igat ion d i tch l in ing,  p ip ing,  s tock -water  sys tems,  and agr icu l tura l  

ta i lwater  recovery/management sys tems are inc luded in  th is  category 

when the water  sav ings are quant i f ied and dedicated for  ins t ream 

benef ic ia l  f lows.  CDFW wi l l  on ly fund water  conservat ion pro jects  that 

inc lude an ins t ream dedicat ion of  100% of  the water  saved due to 

project implementat ion and in  a manner  to suppor t  f i sh  dur ing water -

l imi ted seasons .  Water  conserved by projects  cons idered for  fu nding 

sha l l  be dedicated to the st ream for  anadromous sa lmonid benef i t s  

th rough a mechanism such as a forbearance agreement ,  an ins t ream 

f low lease,  and/or  a formal dedicat ion or  t rans fer  of  water  r ights  

pursuant  to Water  Code –  WAT § 1707  (1707 pet i t ion).  P lease note that  

one of  the par t ies  in  the lease or  forbearance agreement must  be an 

organizat ion w i th the capacity to coord inate and develop agreements  

and leases ,  and exper ience per forming habitat moni tor ing and 

measur ing water  use.  I f  any of  the i tems be low have not  been 

developed,  then the appl icant shou ld cons ider  apply ing under  the PL 

project type in order  to develop the informat ion necessary for  a WC 

proposa l .  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   
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Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  WC Projects  

Al l  WC proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Tota l  mi les  of  s t ream t reated,  count one s ide of  s t ream only 

( inc lude only  the actual  length of  s t ream t reated  by the 

project,  not  the length of  s t ream affected  by the pro ject) .  

B .  Feet of  aquat ic habi tat d i s tu rbed (sum of  ind iv idual feature 

lengths) .  

C.  Square feet of  inst ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  

channel  ( footpr int  of  the features) .  

D.  Exp la in how the proposed pro ject  i s  cons i s tent w i th and 

contr ibutes to the implementat ion of  the Cal i forn ia Water  

Act ion P lan  o r  Cal i forn ia  C l imate S t rategy .  

E .  State the goals  and object ives of  the pro ject and ident i fy  the 

sa lmonid spec ies  and l i fe  s tages that  w i l l  benef i t  f rom the 

project.  

F .  Pro ject map with points  of  d ivers ion,  water  d i s t r ibut ion sys tem, 

p laces of  use,  and locat ions of  ta i lwater  return.  

G.  Quant i ty  and season of  use a l lowed for  by the water  r ight.  

Inc lude any informat ion about carr iage water ,  

evapotransp i rat ion rates,  s tat ic d i tch loss  resu l ts ,  rotat ion 

schedule,  and any l imi tat ions on d ivers ion rates.    

H .  Ident i fy any inf ras t ructure changes/construct ion act iv i t ies  

necessary  to complete the pro ject .  

I .  Ident i fy permits  and/or  water  r ights  changes  requi red to 

complete the pro ject  (e.g. ,  water  r ights  permit ,  water  r ights  

change,  LSAA);  prov ide a draf t ,  ready for  submit ta l ,  of  each 

and a fee es t imate.  

J .  Status  of  LSAA agreement for  ex i s t ing d ivers ion.  

K .  L i s t  of  legal  tools  to  ensure object ives  of  project w i l l  be met  

(e.g. ,  forbearance agreements ,  lease agreements ) ;  draf t ,  ready 

for  s ignature,  of  each.  
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L .  Prov ide a moni tor ing p lan that  descr ibes  data to be col lected,  

how i t  re lates  to pro ject object ives,  and how i t  w i l l  be 

d is seminated.  

M.  Descr ibe any ex i s t ing ins t ream f low studies  that  have been 

conducted on the proposed s t ream. Inc lude a copy of  the 

s tudy as supplementa l  documents .  

N.  Ind icate the type of  requi red l i s ted spec ies  surveys that  w i l l  be 

per formed and type of  protocols  to be used and the spec ies  

and l i fe  s tages that  w i l l  benef i t  f rom the project.  

O.  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus ) .  

 

Requi red Supplementary  Documents  for  WC Pro jects  

Al l  WC appl icat ions for  th i s  p roject  type must  inc lude the fo l lowing 

supplementa l  documents .  Th i s  informat ion w i l l  a l low CDFW to evaluate 

the water  conservat ion cost - to- f i sher ies  benef i t  and wi l l  be necessary 

to develop the mater ia l s  for  the ins t ream f low dedicat ion regard less  of  

the mechanism chosen to formal i ze  the commitment:  

A.  In termediate P lans  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

B .  Conceptual P lans ,  i f  Intermediate P lans are determined to be 

unnecessary (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

C.  Pro ject locat ion topographic map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

D.  S igned prov is ional  landowner access  agreement (see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

E .  Water  law compl iance documents :  

a .  Descr ibe the k inds of  water  r ights  involved,  i .e. ,  r ipar ian 

r ights ,  pre-  or  post -1914 appropr iat ive r ights ,  and/or  

adjudicated r ights .  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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b.  Quant i ty  and season of  use a l lowed for  by the water  r ight.  

Inc lude any informat ion about carr iage water ,  rotat ion 

schedule,  and any l imi tat ions on d ivers ion rates.  

c.  Proof of  va l id i ty of  the water  r ight.  Prov ide an In i t ia l  

S tatement of  Water  D ivers ion and Use,  p lus  Supplementa l  

S tatements  of  use for  the most  recent  f ive years  ( i f  

avai lab le).  

d .  Addit ional  data on water  d ivers ion.  I f  avai lab le,  prov ide 

month ly averages for  the las t  5 years ;  more f requent t ime 

s teps and longer durat ion data should be prov ided i f  

avai lab le .  

e .  Pr ior i ty of  water  r ight.  Inc lude schemat ic of  s t ream with  

locat ions of  a l l  water  r ights ,  the i r  type,  the i r  pr ior i ty,  and 

the i r  quant i ty.  

f .  I f  appl icable,  descr ipt ion of  a l ternate source of  water  that 

w i l l  be used to of fset  the f low lef t  ins t ream. Prov ide evidence 

that the a l te rnate water  source wi l l  not  impact ins t ream f low.  

g .  Prov ide suf f ic ient in format ion to conf i rm that pre -  or  post-

1914 water  r ights  remain va l id and have not been subject  to 

more than f ive years  of  consecut ive non -use (Water  Code §  

1241).  

F .  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  Photos shou ld inc lude 

any p lanned off -channel  water  s torage works i tes ,  cur rent  and 

future  points  of  d ivers ion,  i r r igat ion d i tches  to be l ined,  p ip ing,  

s tock-water  sys tems,  and agr icu l tura l  ta i lwater  

recovery/management sys tems.  

G.  An Invas ive Species  Prevent ion P lan  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

H .  A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le.  Ins t ruct ions 

and a template are located in  Appendix  D.  

I .  Ins t ream Benef i ts  and Impacts  Analys i s  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

J .  Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  ( a 

consumpt ive use analys is  may not be appl icable to a l l  p rojects )  

( see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  IV  -  187  ( rev .  2/2025)  

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded,  the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red 

w i th the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant agreement.  Th is  informat ion i s  

p rov ided so the appl icant  i s  ab le to budget for  these de l iverables  in 

the proposa l  as  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  must  submit  

a l l  documentat ion requi red as par t  of  th i s  agreement  to the CDFW 

Grant  Manager in a format that meets  web content access ib i l i ty  

s tandards .  NOTE:  In  order  to prov ide the requested in format ion,  the 

grant agreement  must  extend one year beyond the end of  

construct ion.   

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  The f i r s t  year  of  moni tor ing resu l t s  that  are cal led for  in  the 

project moni tor ing p lan prov ided in  the proposa l .  

Performance Measures for  WC Projects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  pro ject was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.3.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on ins t ream f low improvements  

C.3.b Tota l  length of  s t ream protected for  adequate f low (mi les )  

C.3.c  Change ( increase)  in f low of  water  (c fs )  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Area/footpr int  of  ins t ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel 

( square feet)  

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream F low –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
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Data ID Met r ic  

C.3.e  I r r igat ion P ract ice Improvement  

C.3.e.2  Volume of  water  conserved per  year  (acre - feet)  

C.3.e.4  S tar t  date of  act ion or  agreement  

C.3.e.5  End date of  act ion or  agreement ( i f  permanent ,  enter  12/31/9999)  

C.3.g Mainta ining Adequate F low or Reducing Withdrawals  

C.3.g.2  Amount of  water  conserved per  year  (c fs )  
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Water  Measur ing Devices  ( Ins t ream and Water  

D ivers ions)  (WD)  

E l ig ib le water  measur ing dev ice pro jects  are  those that  w i l l  ins ta l l ,  

tes t ,  and mainta in inst ream and water  d ivers ion measur ing dev ices.  

The project shou ld be cons i s tent w i th  and contr ibute to the 

implementat ion of  the Cal i forn ia Water  Act ion P lan  o r  Cal i forn ia  

C l imate S t rategy .  P ro ject des igns must  fo l low gu ide l ines descr ibed in 

the Water  Measurement  Manua l ,  th i rd  ed i t ion  (Un i ted S tates  Bureau 

of  Rec lamat ion) .  

The inst ream gauges must  be ins ta l led so they do not impede f i sh 

passage in anadromous s t reams.  The WD project type does  not 

prov ide funding for  moni tor ing or  water  management purposes ,  

a l though tes t ing/rat ing of  the measur ing sys tem may be a l lowed or  

required as  a par t  of  a  funded agreement .  A separate moni tor ing 

(MO) or  p lanning (PL)  proposa l  shou ld be prepared for  extens ive or  

long-term monitor ing purposes .  Cons iderat ion of  the intended use of  

the water  measur ing dev ices  w i l l  be inc luded in the technical  mer i t  

and b io log ical  soundness  evaluat ion of  proposa ls  in  the WD category.  

Appl icants  intending to be covered by FRGP’s  programmat ic  permits  

are requi red to rev iew Env i ronmenta l  Compl iance and Permit t ing 

sect ion (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).   

Requi red P ro ject  Type Informat ion for  WD Pro jects  

Al l  WD proposa ls  must  inc lude the fo l lowing spec i f ic  in format ion in the 

Required Project Type Informat ion :  

A.  Exp la in how the proposed pro ject  i s  cons i s tent w i th and 

contr ibutes to the implementat ion of  the Cal i forn ia Water  

Act ion P lan  o r  Cal i forn ia  C l imate S t rategy .  

B .  Number of  water  f low gauges insta l led .  

https://www.usbr.gov/tsc/techreferences/mands/wmm.html
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C.  Ind icate the type of  requi red l i s ted spec ies  surveys that  w i l l  be 

per formed and type of  protocols  to be used and the spec ies  

and l i fe  s tages that  w i l l  benef i t  f rom the project.  

D.  Address  how the pro ject w i l l  a id in the protect ion and 

conservat ion of  Pac if ic  Lamprey through the Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

Entosphenus t r identatus  Assessment  and Best  Management 

Pract ices To Min imize Adverse Ef fects  To Pac i f ic  Lamprey 

(Entosphenus t r identatus )  

Requi red Supplementary  Documents  for  WD Projects  

Al l  WD appl icat ions  for  th i s  project type must  inc lude the fo l lowing 

Supplementary Documents .  Th i s  informat ion w i l l  a l low CDFW to 

evaluate the water  conservat ion cost - to- f i sher ies  benef i t  and wi l l  be 

necessary  to develop the mater ia ls  for  the ins t ream f low dedicat ion 

regard less  of  the mechanism chosen to formal i ze the commitment:  

A.  In termediate P lans  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

B .  Conceptual P lans ,  i f  Intermediate P lans are determined to be 

unnecessary (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

C.  Pro ject Locat ion Topographic Map  (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

D.  Watershed Map (see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

E .  S igned Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  A greement  ( see def in i t ion 

in  Par t  V).  

F .  Water  Law Compl iance Documents :  Wr i t ten ver i f icat ion of  the 

r ight to d iver t ,  use,  s tore ,  se l l  o r  t rans fer  the water ,  for  a  pro ject 

that addresses  i s sues  re lated to the d ivers ion,  use,  s torage,  or  

purchase of  water .  

G.  Photographs  ( see def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  Inc lude photographs of  

works i te  where water  measur ing dev ice w i l l  be ins ta l led,  as  wel l  

as  representat ive photographs of  habi tat immediate ly upst ream 

and downstream of  the proposed works i te .  

H .  An Invas ive Species  P revent ion P lan (see def in i t ion in Par t  V).  

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216384
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=216383
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A completed pro ject  permit t ing in format ion tab le  in Program 

Permit  Requirements  –  Appendix  D .  Ins t ruct ions and a template 

are located in Appendix D .  

 

I f  Funded 

I f  the proposa l  i s  funded the fo l lowing in format ion w i l l  be requi red w i th 

the f ina l  repor t  of  the grant  agreement.  Th i s  informat ion is  prov ided so 

the appl icant i s  ab le to budget for  these de l iverables  in  the proposa l  

as  necessary.  Addit ional ly ,  funded pro jects  must  submit  a l l  

documentat ion requi red as par t  of  th i s  agreement to the CDFW Grant  

Manager in a format that meets  web content access ib i l i ty  s tandards .  

A.  Actual per formance measures per  works i te ,  as  shown below.  

B .  St ream/divers ion gauge evaluat ion repor t ,  inc luding as -bu i l t  

p lans of  the measur ing dev ice,  i t s  locat ion ( lat/ long ,  dec imal 

degrees,  and NAD 83),  and intended use (s t ream f low or  

d ivers ion measurement) .  

C.  An operat ion/maintenance agreement def in ing who keeps a 

wei r  or  gauge operat ing.  

D.  A water  qual i ty moni tor ing repor t  for  pro jects :   

a .  Per forming any in -water  work;   

b .  Pro ject act iv i t ies  resu l t ,  or  may resu lt ,  in  d i scharge to sur face 

waters ;   

c .  or Project act iv i t ies  resu l t  in the creat ion of  a v i s ib le turb id i ty 

in  su r face waters .   

Here i s  an example moni tor ing report .  

E .  F i r s t  Winter  Observat ions Summary (See def in i t ion in Par t  V) .  

F .  Al l  b io log ical  and cu l tu ra l  resources surveys  

I f  project inc ludes dewater ing and /or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a 

CDFW Inc identa l  Take Permit  i s  required to be submit ted to the CDFW 

grant manager before  each spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Accessibility
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
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Performance Measures for  WD Pro jects  

Category C:  Habi tat  Restorat ion  

Data ID Met r ic  

C.0.b Tota l  s t ream length t reated/protected (mi les )  

C.0.c  

Name of  the P lan,  Watershed Assessment,  or  Recovery P lan that 

ident i f ies  the need for  th is  pro ject (Author ,  date,  t i t le ,  source,  

source address .  Endnote c i tat ion format) .  I f  pro ject was not 

ident i f ied in a P lan,  enter  'None'  

C.0.d.1  

Type(s)  of  moni tor ing under taken dur ing the project  per iod (choose 

f rom l i s t )  

C.0.d.2  Descr iptor (s )  of  the locat ion of  project  moni tor ing (choose f rom l i s t )  

C.3.a Dol lar s  a l located/spent on ins t ream f low improvements  

C.3.b Tota l  length of  s t ream protected for  adequate f low (mi les )  

C.3.c  Change ( increase)  in f low of  water  (c fs )  

(None) Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed ( feet)  

(None) 

Area/footpr int  of  ins t ream features  ins ta l led w i th in bankfu l l  channel 

( square feet)  

Sub-Category:  Ins t ream F low –  Addit ional  by Work Type 

Data ID Met r ic  

C.3.d  Water F low Gauges  

C.3.d.2  Number of  water  f low gauges insta l led  
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Par t  V:  Def in i t ions  o f  Requi red In format ion   

(Supplemental and Other Terms)  

Fo l lowing are def in i t ions  for  requi red informat ion throughout th i s  

document.  The def in i t ions  are l i s ted in  a lphabet ica l  order  and inc lude 

required supplementa l  documents  ind icated in Par t  IV.  Not a l l  of  the 

fo l lowing are requi red for  each project  type.  See Par t  IV for  the 

requirements  for  each pro ject type.   

Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

Pro ject des ign cons i s ts  of  severa l  phases  that,  depending on the 

agency or  local i ty,  may have d i f ferent  names,  but genera l ly  the 

process  advances as fo l lows :  

A.  Conceptual P lans (or  ~30% p lans) :   

▪  Conceptual p lans ,  a long wi th the Conceptual  Report ,  

shou ld ind icate the genera l  locat ion of  any act iv i t ies  and 

project e lements ,  show overa l l  layout  of  the project 

locat ion,  and ident i fy  any const ra ints  (e.g. ,  in f ras t ructure 

e lements  or  geologic hazards ) .  

▪  Conceptual p lans  shou ld  show the st ream channel or  other  

area of  work,  feature  locat ions ,  equipment access  

locat ions,  revegetat ion areas,  d is tance to each pro ject 

s t ructure f rom a reference point ,  and other  s ign i f icant 

project and ex i s t ing features .  

▪  The Conceptual  Repor t  and P lans shou ld demonst rate that 

the project i s  feas ib le and ref lect  a prefer red a l te rnat ive.  

A l te rnat ives  analys i s  of ten compares  a number of  concept 

leve l  p lans.  

B .  In termediate P lans (or  ~65% p lans) :  
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▪  These p lans shou ld show deta i led p lan v iews and prof i les  of  

any improvements  and s tandard deta i l s .   

▪  Ind iv iduals  rev iewing Intermediate P lans shou ld be able to 

interpret exact ly where the pro ject w i l l  be bu i l t  and where 

project impacts  w i l l  occur .   

C.  Draft  P lans (or  ~90% p lans) :  

▪  These p lans shou ld incorporate rev is ions to the Intermediate 

P lans and add deta i l s  that  are requi red for  const ruct ion,  

such as survey notes,  ins t ruct ions for  eros ion and sediment 

contro l ,  s tag ing areas ,  access ,  and the l i ke.  

D.  F ina l  P lans (or  100% p lans) :   

▪  These p lans shou ld incorporate any rev i s ions to the Draf t  

P lans and should represent the f ina l  set  of  des ign 

documents .  These are the p lans used for  const ruct ion bids .  

Af ter  a grant i s  executed,  any project works i te (s ) that  may requi re 

modi f icat ion for  any reason must  be approved in wr i t ing by the 

ass igned CDFW grant manager.  

The fo l lowing des ign p lan cr i ter ia,  as  appl icable,  are  to be inc luded in 

the “ Intermediate P lan” submit ted wi th  the proposa l  for  spec if ic  

project types.  See Par t  IV for  spec i f ic  requi rements  for  each project 

type.  Descr ipt ions ( i .e . ,  a Bas i s  of  Des ign Repor t  inc luding a narrat ive 

that out l ines  the set  of  condi t ions ,  needs,  and requi rements  taken into 

account in des ign ing the pro ject)  and Intermediate P lans for  these 

project categor ies  shou ld be s uf f ic ient  for  the rev iew requi red by 

CDFW/NOAA F i sher ies  geotechnical/engineer ing  s taf f .   

At-Grade Divers ions Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans for  

at -grade d ivers ions  and submit ted wi th  proposa ls :  

http://www.businessdictionary.com/definition/condition.html
http://www.businessdictionary.com/definition/need.html
http://www.businessdictionary.com/definition/requirements.html
http://www.businessdictionary.com/definition/account.html
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A.  Ins t ream and d i tch/pump hydrau l ic  ca lcu lat ions showing that  

there i s  su f f ic ient head to d iver t  max imum divers ion f low and 

bypass  f low at  minimum s t ream f low cons ider ing head losses  at 

f low measurement dev ices,  f i sh  sc reens,  p ipes,  open di tches,  

head gates,  etc.  

B .  Des ign drawings showing s t ructura l  d imens ions  in p lan,  

e levat ion,  longi tudina l  prof i le ,  cross - sect ional  v iews ,  and 

important component deta i l s .  

Bank P rotect ion Design P lan Cr i ter ia  

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans for  

bank protect ion and submit ted wi th proposa ls :  

A.  Calcu lat ion of  des ign f low and 100 -year f low.  

B .  Water  sur face prof i les  and average channel  ve loc i t ies  for  

des ign and 100-year f lows .  

C.  Geotechnical  assessment may be necessary to ensure project 

des ign i s  s t ructura l ly  appropr iate.  

D.  Des ign calcu lat ions ,  i .e. ,  shear  s t ress ;  rock s i z ing;  root s t rength 

and su i tab i l i ty  of  se lected vegetat ion;  and determinat ion of  

spur ,  gro in,  bendway wei r  d imens ions ,  spac ing,  angle,  etc .  

E .  Alternat ives  analys i s  and jus t i f icat ion for  us ing rock s lope 

protect ion,  i f  appl icable.  

F .  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography,  contro l  points ,  

d imens ions  of  the bank protect ion in p lan,  e l evat ion,  

longi tudina l  prof i le ,  cross - sect ional  v iews,  important component 

deta i l s ,  and p lant ing p lans.  

Br idge and Bot tomless  Culverts  Des ign P lan Cr i ter i a 

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans for  

br idges and bottomless  cu lver ts  and submit ted wi th  proposa ls .  Note:  

rev iew per ta ins  to impacts  to s t ream and aquat ic env i ronment ,  but 

not  s t ructura l  in tegr i ty or  br idge loading.  
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A.  Ident i fy and apply appl icable f i sh passage technique:  s t ream 

s imulat ion,  hydraul ic  des ign,  not appl icable,  etc.  

B .  Calcu lat ion of  100 -year  f low and any other  des ign f low  

C.  Water  sur face prof i les  and average channel  ve loc i t ies  for  the 

des ign f lows and the 100 -year f low.  

D.  Descr ipt ion of  geomorphic set t ing of  br idge and why br idge 

des ign i s  appropr iate for  the set t ing  

E .  Potent ia l  for  debr is  loads or  jams at br idge works i te  

F .  Scour  analys i s  

G.  Jus t i f icat ion for  increases in water  su r face e levat ion or  

ve loc i t ies  near  the br idge ( i f  any) and the use of  any scour  

protect ion.  

H .  Geotechnical  assessment may be necessary to ensure project 

des ign i s  s t ructura l ly  appropr iate.  

I .  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography,  contro l  points ,  

d imens ions  of  br idge/culver t  s t ructure in p lan,  e levat ion,  

longi tudina l  prof i le ,  cross - sect ional  v iews,  and important 

component deta i l s .  

J .  HEC-RAS model f i les  inc luding boundary condi t ions  and other  

model parameters .  

Boulder  Wei rs  Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans for  

boulder  wei rs  and submit ted wi th proposa ls  ( see Par ts  IX  and XI I ,  CA 

Restorat ion Manual  or  other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  for  

sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat res torat ion ).  

A.  Target spec ies ,  l i fe  s tages,  and migrat ion t iming at  pro ject 

works i te .  

B .  Calcu lat ion of  lower and upper f i sh  passage s t ream f lows  for  

each spec ies  l i fe s tage and pro ject des ign f low .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
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C.  Water  sur face prof i les  at  ex i s t ing condit ions for  upper  and lower  

f i sh passage s t ream f lows and pro ject des ign f low .  

D.  Water  sur face prof i les  w i th proposed boulder  wei rs  for  upper 

and lower f i sh passage s t ream f lows  and project des ign f low.  

E .  Spacing of  drops over ,  cross - sect ional  shape of ,  and pool  

depths  above and below boulder  wei r s .  

F .  Rock s i z ing calcu lat ions.  

G.  Geotechnical  in format ion as  necessary to ensure projec t  des ign 

i s  s t ructura l ly  appropr iate.  

H .  I f  spec i f ic  low f low notches  are p lanned,  ca lcu lat ions  of  depths 

and ve loc i t ies  w i th in  notches.  

I .  When a boulder  wei r  project inc ludes  a water  d ivers ion 

component,  inc lude d i tch/pump hydrau l ic  ca lcu lat ions showing 

that boulder  wei rs  prov ide suf f ic ient head to d iver t  max imum 

divers ion f low and bypass  f low at min imum s t ream f low 

cons ider ing head losses  at f low measurement dev ices ,  f i sh  

screens,  p ipes,  open d i tches,  head gates,  etc.  

J .  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography,  contro l  points ,  

s t ructura l  d imens ions in p lan,  e levat ion,  longi tudina l  prof i le ,  

and cross -sect ional  v iews a long wi th  important component 

deta i l s ,  inc luding construct ion notes on the p lacement of  bed 

mater ia l  and boulders .   

K .  Post -construct ion evaluat ion and monitor ing p lan.  

F ish Screen Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans and 

submit ted wi th proposa ls  that inc lude a f i sh screen.   

A.  Target spec ies  and l i fe s tages to be protected at proposed 

screening works i te  (e .g. ,  w i l l  s tee lhead f ry  be present?) .  

B .  F i sh sc reen s t ructure p lacement  (e.g. ,  on-s t ream, in -canal ,  in -

reservo ir ,  or  pumped).   
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C.  Ev idence of  in feas ib i l i ty  for  an on -s t ream screen i f  an in -canal 

or  in - reservo i r  p roject  i s  proposed.  

D.  Appl icable approach ve loc i ty and sweeping ve loc i ty c r i ter ia.  

E .  Records  of  d ivers ion f lows and  s t ream f lows,  inc luding 

maximums and min imums,  dur ing i r r igat ion season.  

F .  St ream f low vs .  depth rat ing curve at  d ivers ion intake.  

G.  Water  depth and approach ve loc i ty ca lcu lat ions  in f ront  of  the 

f i sh screen throughout range of  d ivers ion f lows.  

H .  Sweeping ve loc i ty ca lcu lat ions  at severa l  locat ions a long the 

length of  the sc reen throughout  range of  d ivers ion and bypass  

f lows.  

I .  Ev idence that  f low un iformity  cr i ter ion w i l l  be met.  

J .  Screen exposure t ime calcu lat ion.  

K .  Veloc i ty ca lcu lat ions between end of  sc reen and bypass  

entrance.  

L .  F low depth calcu lat ions w i th in bypass  condui t  and  in  s t ream at 

bypass  out let  at  min imum bypass  f low.  

M.  Veloc i ty ca lcu lat ions in s t ream at  bypass  out let .  

N.  Drop he ight  and impact ve loc i ty calcu lat ion at bypass  out let ,  i f  

appl icable.  

O.  Es t imated bypass  f low needed to meet  f i sh  sc reen cr i ter ia 

(cuf fs ) .  

P .  F i sh sc reen area calcu lat ion per formed in accordance with 

CDFW F i sh  Screening Cr i ter ia  (6/19/00)  found in the CA 

Restorat ion Manual .  

Q.  For  paddle wheel  dr iven c leaning sys tems,  f i sh  sc reen area 

calcu lat ions showing pass ive sc reening cr i ter ia are met  when 

paddle wheel dr iven w ipers  no longer operate.  

R .  Descr ipt ion of  f i sh screen c leaning mechanism,  inc luding 

proposed f requency of  c leaning.  

S .  Descr ipt ion of  f i sh screen openings,  inc luding poros i ty and 

d imens ions  of  round,  square,  or  s lot ted openings.  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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T .  Assessment of  sediment t ranspor t/scour  c ondi t ions at  f i sh  

screen for  on-channel ins ta l lat ions.  

U .  Speci f ic  informat ion descr ib ing the type of  corros ion - res is tant  

screening mater ia l ,  bypass  cont ro l/p ipe ,  and other  mater ia l s  

that w i l l  d i rect ly af fect f i sh.  

V.  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography and d imens ions 

of  f i sh sc reen s t ructure in p lan,  e levat ion,  longi tudina l  prof i le ,  

and cross -sect ional  v iews a long wi th  important component 

deta i l s .  Drawings  shou ld show smooth jo ints  at  bypass  p ipe 

bends and screen faces f lush w i th adjacent wal l s  and/or  p ie rs .  

W.  Any addit ional  in format ion that  may be requi red to show that 

screen wi l l  meet cur rent  CDFW/NMFS screening cr i te r ia.  

X .  Operat ion and maintenance p lan that  inc ludes prevent ive and 

cor rect ive maintenance procedures,  inspect ion and repor t ing 

requirements ,  maintenance logs,  etc.  

Y .  Post  construct ion evaluat i on and monitor ing p lan.  

Addit ional  informat ion can be found at:   

•  Cal i forn ia  Sa lmonid S t ream Habitat  Restorat ion Manual  

•  Juveni le F ish Screen Cr i ter ia for  Pump Intakes  

•  Anadromous  Sa lmonid Passage Fac i l i ty  Des ign  

•  F i sh Screening Cr i te r ia  for  Anadromous Sa lmonids  

Large Wood Pro jects  Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

Natura l  unal tered r ipar ian zones supply  la rge wood to a s t ream 

through var ious  processes.  Large wood prov ides an inst ream s t ructura l  

e lement important to sa lmonid habi tat .  Unfor tunate ly ,  there are few 

examples of  r ipar ian zones or  s t reams that  are unal tered by human 

land use act iv i t ies  in  Cal i forn ia .  Th i s  has le f t  a legacy of  many s t reams 

def ic ient in  the large wood that i s  necessary to create and mainta in 

sa lmonid habi tat.  To fac i l i tate the reestabl ishment of  s t ream 

processes,  the addit ion of  large wood to s t reams is  a res torat ion 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=22610&inline
http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/hydropower/fish_screen_criteria_for_pumped_water_intakes.pdf
http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/hydropower/fish_passage_design_criteria.pdf
https://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/hydropower/southwest_region_1997_fish_screen_design_criteria.pdf
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technique that benef i ts  s t reams on a range of  sca les  in  a  var iety of  

set t ings.  Large wood pro jects  a im to res tore channel funct ion,  prov ide 

habitat to sa lmonids,  and add nutr ients  to the s t ream.  

The fo l lowing des ign p lan cr i ter ia lays  out gu idance for  a range of  

techniques for  adding large wood back into s t reams.  The fo l lowing 

terms are def ined for  use of  th i s  gu idance.   

Large wood  i s  def ined as a l l  wood p ieces  greater  than 12 inches in  

d iameter  and a min imum of 20  feet (CDFW 2002)    

Key P iece Logs  for  des ign cr i te r ia  are p ieces of  la rge wood that are 

independent ly  s tab le w i th in the bankfu l l  channel and are able to 

t rap other  p ieces of  wood and debr is .   

•  Length:  for  logs w ith  root wads at tached,  length of  a key p iece 

must  be 1.5  t imes  the  bankfu l l  w idth of  the s t ream. I f  no root wad 

i s  at tached,  the length of  the log must  be  2 t imes the bankfu l l  

w idth (ODFW 2010) .  

•  Diameter :  shou ld be equal to or  greater  than ½ the bankfu l l  

depth (ODFW 2010)  or  12 inches ,  whichever  i s  g reater .  

•  Species :  In coastal  Nor thern Cal i forn ia ,  the prefer red wood 

spec ies  are o ld growth redwood or  Douglas f i r .   

Low-r isk  projects  inc lude projects  where there i s  low - r i sk  to publ ic 

safety,  in f ras t ructure,  or  pr ivate proper ty.    

High- r isk pro jects  inc lude a l l  large wood pro jects ,  regard less  of  the 

s i ze of  s t ream or  length of  wood,  in areas where publ ic safety,  

in f ras t ructure,  or  pr ivate proper ty are at r i sk .   L icensed engineers  

must  des ign,  approve and s tamp pro jects  that  fa l l  in to the h igh - r i sk  

category.    

S imple s t ructures  inc lude s t ructures  w i th key p iece logs  w i th  no added 

s tabi l i ty ,  key p iece logs wedged between l ive t rees,  and s t ructures  

w i th key p iece logs  or  large wood p inned to l ive t rees or  anchored 

to bedrock in the bed or  s t reambanks.   

Complex s t ructures  are s t ructures  that  are s tab i l i zed by so i l ,  rocks ,  

bou lders ,  posts ,  or  p i les .  
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Data Requirements  (a l l  large wood pro jects )  

A.  Purpose and Works i te  Se lect ion S tatement .  What i s  the purpose 

of  the project and where w i l l  i t  be constructed.  An important 

e lement in th i s  s tatement i s  how the s t ructures  w i l l  f i t ,  a f fect,  

and be af fected by the ex is t ing channel conf igurat ion.  C lear ly  

def ine the pro ject goals .  

B .  Risk and Uncer ta inty  Analys is .  Both the R iverRAT approach 

(Sk idmore,  et  a l ,  2011) and Wash ington manual (Cramer,  2012)  

inc lude good d iscuss ions regard ing r i sk  and uncer ta inty .  I t  i s  

expected that  des igners  w i l l  fu l ly  embrace those d iscuss ions 

and recommendations.   

a .  Property  ownersh ip  a long channel reach.  

b .  Recreat ional  act iv i t ies  (boat ing,  sw imming,  and f i sh ing).  

c.  F loodpla in par t i t ion ing (proper ty boundar ies ,  levees,  roads ,  

etc .) .  

d .  Ex i s t ing ons i te and ex i s t ing inf ras t ructure ( s t ructures ,  p ipe l ines,  

over -head ut i l i t ies) .  

e .  Ex i s t ing r ipar ian,  wet land,  and f loodpla in habi tat areas  that 

could be impacted.  

C.  As-bu i l t  map and deta i l s  to suppor t  future  inspect ion 

moni tor ing.  

D.  Inspect ion moni tor ing program out l in ing post -pro ject 

moni tor ing.  Post -pro ject moni tor ing is  requi red for  h igh r i sk  

projects  and for  pro jects  bu i ld ing complex s t ructures .  I t  i s  

opt ional  for  low- r i sk  projects  ut i l i z ing s imple s t ructures .  Pos t -

project moni tor ing i s  l imi ted to inspect ing t he s t ructures  af ter  

the f i r s t  w inter  for  changes  such as s torm damage, miss ing key 

p ieces,  and counts  of  both large and smal l  wood p ieces 

accumulated on the s t ructure.  B io log ical ,  habi tat,  or  

geomorphic  post -project moni tor ing  can be submit ted under 

the MO project type.  

 

B io log ical  Assessment  (a l l  p ro jects )  
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A.  Document the b io log ical  imperat ive to modi fy the channel form 

and funct ion.  (watershed assessment or  habi tat inventory)  

B .  Target spec ies  and l i fe s tages intended to benef i t  f rom the 

project and the ir  cur rent ut i l i zat ion of  the project reach.  

C.  Habitat ob ject ive re lat ive to the target spec ies  and l i fe  s tages 

(e.g. ,  spawning habitat vs .  w inter  re fug ia vs .  summer rear ing).  

D.  Potent ia l  impacts  to ex i s t ing habi tat areas .   

E .  Predatory spec ies  that may benef i t  f rom the pro ject.  

 

Works i te  Character i zat ion  

A.  S imple s t ructures  in  low - r i sk  set t ings  

a .  Overa l l  s lope of  the s t ream channel for  the project reach.  A 

genera l  range of  <1%,  1 -3%,  3-6%,  or  >6% is  acceptable.  

b .  Descr ipt ion of  ev idence that recent s torms have engaged the 

f loodpla in.  Ev idence might inc lude f ine sediment depos i t s  on 

f loodpla in,  racked leaves and debr is  in branches,  and l ines of  

p ine needles  and leaves  on the ground.  

c.  Qual i tat ive assessment of  s t ream s tabi l i ty  to determine i f  the 

s t ream is  s tab le,  aggrading or  degrading.   I f  the s t ream i s  

aggrading or  degrading,  determine the cause of  the ins tabi l i ty .  

Look for  f resh sediment depos i ts  or  f lat  channel bottoms to 

show aggradat ion.  Look for  bare bank toes  w i th  exposed roots  

or  bank s lope fa i lures  to show degradat ion.  

d .  A descr ipt ion of  substrate compos i t ion i .e. ,  sand,  gravel ,  

cobble,  bedrock etc.  and a qual i tat ive assessment of  scour  

potent ia l ,  as  ind icated by res idual  pool  depths and depth of  

a l luv ia l  cover .  

e .  A descr ipt ion of  the s t reambank compos i t ion,  layer ing,  

bedding,  geometry  and potent ia l  for  eros ion .  

f .  A descr ipt ion of  the t ype and extent of  r ipar ian vegetat ion  w i th 

at tent ion paid to potent ia l  anchor points ,  potent ia l  future 

natura l  recru i tment  of  la rge wood,  and long - term bank s tab i l i ty .  
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g.  I f  us ing on-works i te  wood,  locate and cata log the avai lab le 

wood.  

h .  A descr ipt ion and sketch of  const ruct ion access  i f  us ing heavy 

equipment  

B .  Complex s t ructures  or  h igh - r i sk  set t ings (addit ional  analyses)  

a .  Scaled map and descr ipt ion of  f luv ia l  geomorphologic features  

(channel p lan form,  ex is t ing bars ,  pools ,  r i f f les)  and r ipar ian 

vegetat ion.  

b .  Quant i tat ive assessment  of  the bed mater ia l  gradat ion and 

th ickness  of  a l luv ium in the project reach.  Note:  A geotechnical  

invest igat ion,  w i th logged bor ings or  t renches ,  analyzed by a 

l icensed Geotechnical  Engineer  or  Profess ional  Geologis t ,  i s  

requ ired for  h igh- r i sk  pro jects  that w i l l  re ly  on p i les  or  posts  to 

anchor  wood st ructures .  

c.  Qual i tat ive assessment of  s t reambank and f loodpla in s tab i l i ty  

( i .e . ,  how erodib le are these features  and what i s  the avu ls ion 

potent ia l?) .  

d .  Qual i tat ive descr ipt ion of  sediment supply,  compos i t ion,  and 

t ransport  ( i .e. ,  l i ke l ihood and re lat ive s ign i f icance of  

aggradat ion or  degradat ion).  

e .  Gradat ion of  bed mater ia l  at  several  locat ions in  the pro ject 

reach.  

f .  Scaled topographic map showing survey points ,  c ross -sect ions,  

and longi tudina l  prof i les  f rom the survey data.   I t  i s  he lpfu l  to 

put the maps  onto an aer ia l  photograph.   

g .  Extend the longi tudina l  prof i le  at least  f ive  bankfu l l  w idths  

upst ream of the most upstream large wood s t ructure and at 

least  f ive  bankfu l l  w idths  downstream of the fu r thest  

downstream large wood s t ructure.  

h .  At a min imum, inc lude scaled cross -sect ions near each 

intended s t ructure locat ion.  Extend the cross -sect ions beyond 

the act ive channel  to inc lude the f loodpla in .   Inc lude an 

es t imate of  the bankfu l l  depth on the cross - sect ion p lot .   

Es t imate channel roughness  at each sect ion and take a 

photograph of  the cross -sect ion locat ion.  
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Hydro logy & Hydrau l ics  (complex s t ructures  and h igh - r i sk  set t ings)  

A.  Water  supply,  qual i ty ,  and sources through the seasons.  

B .  Calcu lat ion of  des ign f low based on the r i sk  and uncerta inty 

analys i s :  For  complex la rge wood s t ructures  in a low -r i sk  

env i ronment,  des ign for  the 25 -year  recurrence interval  (USBR 

and ACOE 2016).  Des ign h igh - r i sk  pro jects  to w i ths tand the 100 -

year recur rence interva l  f low (USBR and ERDC 2016) .   

C.  Water  sur face prof i les  and average channel  ve loc i t ies  for  

des ign f low.  

D.  I f  the goal  of  the project i s  to  sp l i t  s t reamf low for  a  par t icu lar  

purpose (e.g. ,  a s ide channel) ,  inc lude hydrau l ic  ca lcu lat ions  

demonstrat ing that  the obstruct ion prov ides suf f ic ient head to 

d iver t  max imum divers ion f low and bypass  f lows at min imum 

s t ream f lows i s  requi red.  

E .  Hydrau l ic  model (open source models  s t rongly prefer red) f i les  

inc luding boundary condi t ions and other  model  parameters .  

 

Engineer ing Des ign and St ructura l  S tab i l i ty  Analyses ( for  complex 

s t ructures  and h igh - r i sk  set t ings)  

A.  Reasons for  se lect ing the s t ructure types (e.g. ,  bar  apex vs .  f low 

def lector) .  

B .  Local scour  analys i s  at  each s t ructure.  The importance of  bed 

scour  assoc iated wi th these st ructures  cannot be overs tated 

because such scour  has the potent ia l  to undermine the 

s t ructure and cause i t  to col lapse.  Use the repor t  ‘HEC 18 –  

Eva luat ing Scour  at  Br idges’ (Federa l  H ighway Admin is t rat ion 

2012) to unders tand the types of  scour  and the i r  re lated 

analyses.  

C.  Factor  of  safety s tab i l i ty  analys is  ( force balance):  dr iv ing forces  

of  buoyancy,  drag,  l i f t ,  and inc ip ient mot ion vs .  res is t ing forces 

of  pass ive ear th pressure,  surcharge weight,  and sk in  f r ic t ion.  
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a.  Low-R isk Set t ings us ing Complex S t ructures :  For  the vert ica l ,  

buoyant forces,  the FOS i s  1 .5 .   For  the hor i zonta l  s l id ing forces,  

the FOS is  1 .25.   F ina l ly ,  the FOS for  rotat ion and overturn ing i s  

a l so 1.25.  

b .  High-R isk Set t ings:  For  ver t ica l ,  buoyant forces,  the FOS is  

2 .0 .   For  hor i zonta l ,  s l id ing forces ,  the FOS i s  1 .75.   F inal ly ,  

the FOS for  rotat ion and over turn ing i s  a l so 1.75.  

D.  Mater ia l  des ign l i fe .  

E .  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography,  contro l  points ,  

s t ructura l  d imens ions in p lan,  e levat ion,  c ross -sect ional  v iews,  

and important component deta i l s .  P lan v iew must be of  

suf f ic ient channel  length to show s t ructure a l ignment w i th 

respect to the ex is t ing channel.  

 

Sketch Requirements  ( for  s imple s t ructures  in low -r i sk  set t ings)  

Sketch drawings  shou ld inc lude feature locat ions ,  mater ia l  types and 

quant i t ies ,  and channel  d imens ions.  A cover  page with feature tota ls  

for  the project,  per  s t ream, average bankfu l l  channel  w idth and 

gradient for  the s t ream reach,  and a key to the symbols  found in 

sketches  shou ld be inc luded.  Sketches shou ld inc lude the fo l lowing:  

A.  A feature number and locat ion code fo l lowing Pro ject  Locat ion 

Topographic Map protocol  (Par t  V) .  Each feature sha l l  be 

ass igned a un ique s tat ion number that  re f lects  i t s  measured 

d is tance f rom an ident i f ied landmark.  

a .  A p lan v iew of  the feature inc luding the fo l lowing:  

b .  An ar row showing s t reamf low d i rect ion  

c.  Bankfu l l  w idth  

d .  Log or ientat ion,  lengths ,  and d iameters  

e .  Anchor ing locat ions  

f .  Ex i s t ing habi tat condi t ions (e.g. ,  habi tat  type,  res idual  pool 

depth,  pr imary cover  type,  ex i s t ing la rge wood,  dominant 

substrate)  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  V  -  206  ( rev .  2/2025)  

g.  Feature logs ind iv idual ly numbered ( i .e. ,  1 ,  2 ,  3 ,  etc. )  

h .  Ex i s t ing features  such as logs or  boulders  label led w i th an 

“E”  

B .  Clear,  hand-drawn sketches are acceptable.  

C.  Goal  of  the feature  (e.g. ,  increase she l ter  complex i ty,  increase 

pool depth,  sor t  subst rate ,  aggrade the channel,  increase 

s inuos i ty,  increase f requency of  f loodpla in or  s ide -channel 

inundat ion).  

D.  L inear  length of  channel  to be t reated  by feature ( feet) .  

E .  Length of  aquat ic  habi tat d is turbed at  feature locat ion ( feet) .  

F .  Area of  the feature bu i l t  w i th in bankfu l l  w idth and he ight  

( square-feet) .  

G.  Ident i fy the source locat ion for  wood and boulders  and prov ide 

the quant i ty ,  s i ze,  and type of  mater ia l s  that  make up each 

feature inc luding wood spec ies  and hardware .  

H .  Labor requi red to complete each feature (hours) .  

I .  Plan v iew sketches .   

 

Off-Channel/S ide Channel  Habita t  Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

Off-channel  or  s ide channel habi tat  projects  must  be mainta ined 

through natura l  p rocesses to be cons idered for  funding.  These types of  

projects  inc lude the fo l lowing:  

A.  Re-connect ion of  ex i s t ing and natura l ly  formed but abandoned 

s ide channel  or  a lcove habitats  to res tore f i sh  access  los t  as  

the resu l t  of  anthropogenic act iv i t ies .  Re-connect ion of  s ide 

channels  re fer s  to res torat ion of  hydrau l ic  and hy dro logic 

connect ion to the main channel b y res tor ing the re lat ive 

e levat ion of  the channel  to the mains tem or  removing f low 

b lockages such as levees and sediment p lugs .  

B .  Improvement of  hydro logic connect ion between f loodpla ins  

and main channels .  
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C.  Creat ion of  new,  of ten,  se l f -mainta in ing s ide channel or  of f -

channel  habi ta t that mimics or  rep l icates  natura l ly  formed and 

mainta ined f luv ia l  features ,  which does not rep lace or  d i sp lace 

other  funct ion ing f loodpla in  or  r iver ine env i ronments .   

D.  Re-connect ion of  s t i l l  water  f loodplain  features  that have been 

i so lated f rom the meander ing channel  by anthropogenic 

act iv i t ies .  Oxbow lakes,  features  of  meander ing channels  that 

natura l ly  evolve f rom fu l ly  aquat ic to increas ing ly  ter res t r ia l  

habi tat,  of ten represent d is t inct,  b io log ical ly  r ich ecosys tems 

wor thy of  conservat ion regard less  of  the i r  ut i l i ty  to anadromous 

f i shes.  Projects  that  propose a l ter ing such habitat w i l l  be 

required to demonstrate the ecolo gical  imperat ive for  doing so.  

Th i s  pro ject type i s  not intended to prov ide for  regular  maintenance of  

a  constructed channel feature that  would not otherwise be formed 

and mainta ined by the s t ream i t se l f .  However ,  i t  i s  recognized that  the 

success  of  some pro jects  may depend on the reconnect ion to or  

recovery of  natura l  s t ream -wide processes.  Projects  developed as par t  

of  such larger - scale  s t ream recovery are l i ke ly  to evolve over  t ime and 

may requi re per iodic intervent ion to mainta in or  enhance the 

funct ional  use of  the off -channel habi tat feature.  Ant ic ipated project 

maintenance assoc iated wi th overarch ing s t ream recovery effort s  

shou ld be descr ibed,  p lanned for  accord ing ly,  and may be cons idered 

for  funding.  

The use of  appropr iate ly  des igned large wood st ructures  and /or  

boulder  wei rs  as  water  leve l  cont ro l  s t ructures ,  or  that are intended to 

redi rect f low are acceptable project components .   

Projects  that  w i l l  not  be cons idered for  funding inc lude  those where 

the const ructed habitat would be u sed as a point  of  water  d ivers ion,  

or  that  involve the insta l lat ion of  a f lashboard dam, head gate ,  or  

other  mechanical  s t ructure to guarantee pro ject performance.   

Proposals  must  prov ide des ign p lans  at  the 65% leve l  that fu l ly  

descr ibe the pro ject e lements  and how those e lements  w i l l  operate to 

produce or  u l t imate ly  resu l t  in the es tabl i shment of  a natura l ly  
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sus ta inable habi tat  feature.  The out l ine of  Des ign P lan Cr i te r ia  that 

fo l lows inc ludes the informat ion genera l ly  required for  the adequate 

rev iew of  th is  pro ject  type and to ensure the project w i l l  resu l t  in the 

construct ion of  susta inable habi tat,  w i th no harm to the aquat ic 

community or  otherwise detr imenta l  ef fect  to ex is t ing ecosys tem 

values.  The project  appl icant shou ld submit  th i s  in format ion w i th t he 

des ign p lans .  I f  a l i s ted i tem is  cons idered unnecessary,  the rat ionale 

for  excluding i t  should be provided.  Converse ly ,  w hi le  th i s  l i s t  at tempts  

to cover  the key parameters  for  most  projects ,  there may be works i te-

spec i f ic  condi t ions  and opportun i t ies  to prov ide better  and 

sus ta inable habi tat  that cannot be eas i ly  t rans lated into a s imple 

check l i s t ,  and the project appl icant shou ld expand on th i s  l i s t  as  they 

fee l  appropr iate.   

Concept Descr ipt ion  

A.  Descr ipt ion of  the type of  of f -channel  or  s ide channel  feature 

to be constructed,  i t s  d imens ions ,  bathymetry,  and over  what 

range of  s t ream f lows  the habi tat w i l l  be connected to the 

s t ream. 

B .  Works i te  const ra ints  and pro ject l imi t s  (e.g. ,  ex i s t ing 

in f ras t ructure,  preservat ion of  f loodpla in condi t ions,  proper ty  

l imi t s ) ,  inc luding r i sk  to in f ras t ructure or  other  proper t ies  due to 

increased f low through a pro ject s ide channel or  reconnected 

f loodpla in .  

C.  Descr ipt ion of  how geomorphic and hydrau l ic  processes w i l l  

mainta in  habi tat.  Inc lude a descr ipt ion of  how f low wi l l  enter  

and ex i t  the of f -channel  feature (e.g. ,  hydrau l ic  connect ions to 

main channel,  groundwater  in f low).  Descr ibe how the proposed 

of f -channel feature is  ant ic ipated to change and adjus t  over  

t ime.  

B io log ical  Assessment  
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A.  A nar rat ive descr ipt ion of  the ev idence that th i s  type of  habi tat 

i s  l imi ted (e .g. ,  works i te- spec i f ic  habi tat  typ ing ,  invest igat ions 

of  changes in land use and s t ream form) .   

B .  The b io log ical  imperat ive for  a pro ject that intervenes on 

behal f  of  the s t ream to cor rect  anthropogenic changes  to 

channel  form and funct ion .  

C.  The habi tat object ive re lat ive to the target spec ies  and l i fe 

s tages (e .g. ,  spawning habitat ,  h igh f low winter  refug ia,  

summer  rear ing habi tat) .  

D.  The target spec ies  and l i fe s tages intended to benef i t  f rom the 

project and the ir  cur rent ut i l i zat ion of  the project reach,  

inc luding predatory  spec ies  (e.g. ,  cent rarch ids) .  

E .  I f  the of f -channel  feature i s  des igned to receive water  

intermit tent ly (e.g. ,  funct ional  on ly for  a spec if ic  t ime per iod for  

the purpose of  prov id ing h igh f low winter  refug ia),  p rovide a 

descr ipt ion of  what ,  i f  any,  features  or  behaviors  w i l l  reduce or  

prevent s t randing of  the target or  any other  aquat ic or  semi -

aquat ic spec ies .  

Works i te  Hydro logy and Hydrau l ics  

A.  Avai lab i l i ty ,  sources,  and qual i ty of  water  across  seasons and 

especia l ly  dur ing per iods  of  low f low .  

B .  Descr ipt ion of  sha l low groundwater - sur face water  re lat ionsh ips  

i f  p roject per formance i s  l inked wi th or  depends  on 

groundwater  contr ibut ions.  The descr ipt ion should inc lude 

ev idence of  a) the connect ion between s t ream f low and 

groundwater ,  and b) the annual  change in sha l low 

groundwater  or  water  tab le e levat ions .   

C.  Cal ibrated water  leve l  rat ing curves developed through 

model ing,  d i rect  measurements ,  and/or  gage records of  the 

main channel near  upstream and downstream ends of  project 

channel  across  the range of  des ign f lows .  
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D.  Calcu lat ion of  the t ida l  pr ism for  the purpose of  determin ing an 

appropr iate channel  geometry for  pro jects  in t ida l ly  inf luenced 

areas.  

Works i te  Phys iography 

A.  An assessment of  ex i s t ing habi tat  e lements  ( i .e . ,  water  

temperature ;  d i ssolved oxygen ;  sa l in i ty ;  habi tat  type:  pool ,  

r i f f le ,  f latwater ;  est imate of  ins t ream she l ter  and she l ter  

components ;  water  depth;  dominant substrate  type,  etc . ) .   

B .  Descr ipt ion of  ex is t ing s t ream geomorphology,  hydro logy,  

sha l low ear th ,  and geologic re lat ions  in and beneath areas of  

proposed excavat ion .  

C.  A qual i tat ive assessment of  the v er t ica l  and latera l  s tab i l i ty  of  

the main  channel re lat ive to the pre -  and post -project potent ia l  

for  an abrupt change in the course of  the project s t ream 

(avu ls ion) .  

D.  Qual i tat ive descr ipt ion of  sediment supply,  compos i t ion,  and 

mode of  t ranspor t  th rough the project reach,  and areas that 

may be impacted by the pro ject  w i th in ,  upst ream , and 

downstream of  the pro ject area.  Assess  i f  p roject  i s  l i ke ly  to be 

impacted by aggradat ion or  degradat ion (e .g. ,  accumulat ion 

of  f ine sediments ,  b lockage of  entrance or  ex i t s ) .  Assess  l i ke ly 

des ign l i fe of  improvements  i f  s ediment i s sues are s ign if icant .   

E .  Pro jects  that propose to reestabl i sh s t ream f low through 

d isconnected water  bodies ,  such as oxbow lakes,  must  inc lude 

an assessment of  the s t i l l  water  habi tat  va lues that  may be 

detr imenta l ly  impacted or  los t  a l together  by the 

reestabl i shment of  su r face f l ow.   

Engineer ing and Implementat ion  

A.  Topography and cross - sect ions  of  pro ject area should inc lude 

the r iver  and f loodpla in ,  ident i f icat ion of  cr i t ica l  hydrau l ic  

features ,  and be an integra l  par t  of  the project moni tor ing p lan 

(See Moni tor ing Requi rements  be low) .  
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B.  Descr ipt ion of  the vo lume of  mater ia l  to be excavated,  how i t  

w i l l  be ut i l i zed,  or  how and where i t  w i l l  be d isposed of .  

C.  Descr ipt ion of  and p lan for  any woody debr is /boulder  wei r  

contro l  features  proposed.  

D.  Descr ipt ion of  how s t ream f low and/or  groundwater  w i l l  be 

managed dur ing pro ject const ruct ion.  

Monitor ing Requirements  for  Of f -Channel  Habi tat  Features  

Pro jects  to increase of f -channel  and s ide channel  habitat are 

re lat ive ly new to Cal i forn ia ,  and the b io log ical  and geomorphic mer i ts  

of  these pro jects  have not yet been demonstrated by b road scale 

moni tor ing.  As appropr iate to such exper imenta l  projects ,  a l l  o f f -

channel  habi tat pro posa ls  must  inc lude phys ica l  and b io log ical  

moni tor ing appropr iate to the targeted spec ies  and targeted t ime 

per iod of  pro ject  use.  The moni tor ing p lan must  be developed in 

coord inat ion w i th local CDFW-FRGP b io log is t s ,  cover  the f i r s t  and 

second post -construct ion seasons,  and should inc lude but are not 

l imi ted to the fo l lowing:  

A.  Pre-  and post-project  photo moni tor ing .  

B .  Pre-  and post -const ruct ion and des ign f low surveys of  

constructed in let  and out let  s t ructure s ,  inc luding any other  

c r i t ica l  hydrau l ic  features .  

C.  A descr ipt ion of ,  i f  and/or  when the of f -channel feature s  

became act ive and/or  d isconnected f rom the main channel .  

D.  B io log ical  su rveys of  the funct ional  use of  the constructed 

habitat by the target spec ies  dur ing the targeted l i fe s tage and 

the ant ic ipated t ime per iod of  use .  

E .  Water  qual i ty moni tor ing (e.g. ,  d i sso lved oxygen,  temperature,  

sa l in i ty,  turb id i ty ,  or  other  water  qual i ty  at t r ibutes  that  might  be 

ind icated as  an area of  concern in  the project reach).   

The moni tor ing repor ts  w i l l  necessar i ly  be submit ted af ter  c losure of  

the grant  and at a date af ter  each moni tor ing season agreed upon by 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  V  -  212  ( rev .  2/2025)  

the project appl icant and the CDFW -FRGP Env i ronmenta l  Sc ient is t .  

Fa i lure of  a good fa i th  effor t  by the project manager to conduct 

project moni tor ing and to prov ide the moni tor ing reports  spec i f ied w i l l  

detr imenta l ly  affect the award of  future  grants  across  a l l  p roject 

types.  

Removal  o f  Smal l  Dams (permanent  and f lashboard)  Design P lan 

Cr i ter ia  

The CA Restorat ion Manual  does not cover  the removal  of  smal l  dams,  

however gu ide l ines  and min imizat ion measures have been developed 

in  th is  proposed act ion.  Types  of  smal l  dams inc luded by FRGP’s  

programmat ic  permits  are permanent ,  f lash board,  and seasonal dams 

that are NOT cons idered h igh r i sk .  Implement ing these types of  

projects  may requi re the use of  heavy equipment (e.g. ,  se l f -propel led 

logging yarders ,  mechanical  excavators ,  backhoes,  and exp los ives) .  

Smal l  dam removals  that are cons idered h igh r i sk  are  those that:  

1.  Mobi l i ze contaminated sediment  

2.  Potent ia l ly  impact in f ras t ruct ure dur ing or  fo l lowing removal  

3.  Negat ive ly  affect va luable l imi ted habitat  

4.  Expose problemat ic bedrock or  sedim ent layers  (e.g. ,  s lak ing 

c lays)  

5.  Require more than 5 vert ica l  feet tota l  of  grade control  to 

avoid the condit ions  descr ibed in I tems 2 through 4  

6.  Affect  s torage of  f lood f lows  

These h igh- r i sk  removals  may be cons idered for  funding under FRGP 

but w i l l  have to seek separate permit t ing.  Dam removals  covered by 

FRGP’s  programmat ic permits  must  not  conta in any of  the r i sks  l i s ted 

above.  

Data Requirements  and Analys i s  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance


 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  V  -  213  ( rev .  2/2025)  

A.  Soi l  bor ing in the impoundment upstream of the dam and larger  

grab samples of  any susp ic ious layers  for  contaminant analys i s .  

B .  Analys i s  of  bank s tab i l i ty  and bed eros ion w i th regards to 

impact ing in f ras t ructure on the overbanks,  inc luding bed 

mater ia l  samples and cross -sect ions surveys .  

C.  Analys i s  of  debr is  and sediment to be t ranspor ted downstream 

that may impact in f ras t ructure and habitat .  

D.  Analys i s  of  the potent ia l  to t r igger  a headcut that may impact 

upst ream inf ras t ructure and habitat,  inc luding a survey of  the 

longi tudina l  prof i le  w i th in  the expected zone of  adjus tment .  

E .  A map of  any exposure of  bedrock or  cohes ive layers  w i th in the 

expected zone of  adjustment  and tes t  of  those mater ia l s  for  

prob lemat ic character i s t ics .  

F .  Analys i s  of  the impact on peak f lood f lows and f looding 

extents/channel capacity  by removing the dam . 

G.  A habitat inventory  survey (CA Restorat ion Manual ,  Part  I I I ,  

Habi tat Inventory Methods )  that maps and quant i f ies  a l l  

upst ream and downstream spawning areas that may be 

af fected by sediment re leased by removal of  the smal l  dam,   

H .  Analys i s  of  f i sh passage for  appropr iate spec ies  and l i fe  s tages.  

Rock Chutes Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans for  

rock chutes and submit ted wi th proposa ls  (see Par ts  IX  and XI I ,  CA 

Restorat ion Manual ) .  

A.  Target spec ies ,  l i fe  s tages ,  and migrat ion t iming at  pro ject 

works i te .  

B .  Calcu lat ion of  lower and upper f i sh  passage s t ream f lows  for  

each spec ies  l i fe s tage and des ign f low.  

C.  Water  sur face prof i les  at  ex i s t ing condit ions for  upper  and lower  

f i sh passage s t ream f lows and des ign f low s.  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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D.  Water  sur face prof i les  w i th proposed boulder  wei rs  for  upper 

and lower f i sh passage s t ream f lows and des ign f low s .  

E .  Rock and engineered s t reambed mater ia l  s i z ing calcu lat ions for  

both bed and banks.  

F .  Geotechnical  in format ion as  necessary to ensure project  des ign 

i s  s t ructura l ly  appropr iate.  

G.  Calcu lat ions  of  depths  and ve loc i t ies  a long length of  ind iv idual 

rock chutes.  

H .  I f  at  a  water  d ivers ion,  inc lude d i tch/pump hydrau l ic  

ca lcu lat ions showing that  rock chutes prov ide suf f ic ient  head 

to d iver t  max imum divers ion f low and bypass  f low at  min imum 

s t ream f low cons ider ing head losses  at f low measurement 

dev ices,  f i sh screens,  p ipes ,  open d i tches,  headgates,  etc .  

I .  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography,  contro l  points ,  

s t ructura l  d imens ions in p lan,  e levat ion,  longi tudina l  prof i le ,  

c ross -sect ional  v iews ,  and important component deta i l s ,  

inc luding const ruct ion notes on p lacement  of  bed mater ia l  and 

boulders .  

J .  Post -construct ion evaluat ion and monitor ing p lan.  

Roughened Channels  Des ign P lan Cr i ter ia  

The fo l lowing informat ion should be inc luded in  the des ign p lans for  

roughened channels  and submit ted wi th proposa ls  ( see Parts  IX  and 

X I I ,  CA Restorat ion Manual ) .  

A.  Target spec ies ,  l i fe  s tages,  and migrat ion t iming at  pro ject 

works i te .  

B .  Calcu lat ion of  lower and upper f i sh  passage s t ream f lows  and 

des ign f lows.  

C.  Water  sur face prof i les  at  ex i s t ing condit ions for  upper  and lower  

f i sh passage s t ream f lows and des ign f lows.  

D.  Water  sur face prof i les  w i th proposed boulder  wei rs  for  upper 

and lower f i sh passage s t ream f lows and des ign f lows .  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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E.  Rock and engineered s t reambed mater ia l  s i z ing and th ickness  

ca lcu lat ions for  bed and banks.  

F .  Geotechnical  in format ion as  necessary to ensure project  des ign 

i s  s t ructura l ly  appropr iate.  

G.  Calcu lat ions  of  depths  and ve loc i t ies  a long length of  

roughened channel  at  the upper and lower f i sh passage and 

des ign f lows.  

H .  Calcu lat ions  of  the overa l l  drop and s lope a long the roughened 

channel .  

I .  I f  at  a  water  d ivers ion,  inc lude d i tch/pump hydrau l ic  

ca lcu lat ions showing that  roughened channel prov ides  

suf f ic ient head to d iver t  max imum divers ion f low and bypass  

f low at min imum s t ream f low cons ider ing head losses  at  f low 

measurement  dev ices,  f i sh  sc reens,  p ipes,  open d i tches,  

headgates,  etc.  

J .  Des ign drawings showing works i te  topography,  contro l  points ,  

s t ructura l  d imens ions in p lan,  e levat ion,  longi tudina l  prof i le ,  

c ross -sect ional  v iews ,  and important component deta i l s ,  

inc luding const ruct ion notes on the p lacement  of  bed mater ia l  

and boulders .  

K .  Post -construct ion evaluat ion and monitor ing p lan.  

Works i te  Terminology 

Works i te  i s  def ined as a point ,  l ine ( reach),  or  polygon that  spat ia l ly  

descr ibes  a work  area where spec if ic  res torat ion act iv i t ies  take p lace.  

I f  there are mul t ip le  works i tes  (spaced a ½ mi le  or  more apart )  for  the 

project,  then locat ion and metr ics  shou l d be entered for  each 

works i te.  For  projects  that apply to a large geographic scale (e.g. ,  

s tatewide or  watershed wide ),  a s ing le point  lat / long wi l l  need to be 

repor ted.  The point  cou ld be a 'centra l '  po int  locat ion for  the project;  

the lat/ long of  the c i ty  where the pro ject s taf f  conduct  the work;  or  a 

lat/ long that des ignates the geographic area where most of  the work 

i s  focused.  Many projects  employ mul t ip le t reatment types ( features)  

w i th in a g iven works i te.  With mul t ip le  t reatment types (point ,  l ine,  or  

polygon) a project  may need to be d iv ided into more than one 
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works i te .  Features  must  be at least  ½ mi le apar t  to be des ignated as  

separate works i tes .  For  example:  a pro ject that  inc ludes  ins t ream 

res torat ion and r ipar ian t reatments  in  a  cont iguo us  area (w i th in ½ mi le 

of  each other)  would be one works i te  w i th  one lat/ long,  however  the 

project map would show a l ine for  the ins t ream act iv i t ies  and a 

polygon for  the r ipar ian p lant ings.  Another  example:  a reach of  

s t ream may have  severa l  t reatments ,  such as  ins t ream habitat 

s t ructures ,  of f -channel habi tat  features ,  and f loodpla in  connect iv i ty 

grading,  but s t i l l  be cons idered as one l ine ar  area,  prov ided the 

d is tance between any two ind iv idual  features  i s  less  than ½ mi le.  The 

project map would show one l inear  works i te .  S imi lar ly ,  the area of  

r ipar ian habi tat  where H imalayan b lackberry are to be removed and 

coni fer  t rees p lanted would be cons idered one polygon works i te.  

Feature  i s  a d i s t inct phys ica l  implementat ion at a locat ion w i th in  a 

project works i te intended to interact w i th the env i ronment to improve 

anadromous sa lmonid habi tat.  Features  cons i s t  of  one or  more 

res torat ion t reatments .  Wi th in one pro ject works i te there can be 

numerous features .  For  implementat ion moni tor ing,  features  are 

d iv ided by t reatment type and locat ion.  However ,  funct ional  groups 

of  s t ructures  or  t reatments  w i th in one habitat un i t  can be grouped as 

one feature.  For  example,  a group of  t ight ly sp aced wi l low baf f les  

shou ld be cons idered one feature.  I t  i s  impract ica l  to separate each 

baf f le because they interact and work together  as  a group for  the 

same object ive at the same locat ion.  A s t r ing of  c losely  spaced 

(w i th in  ½ mi le of  each other)  grade contro l  weir s  i s  another  example 

of  a group of  s t ructures  of  the same type funct ion ing together .  

However,  w i l low baf f les  and r iprap bank s tab i l i zat ion at  the same 

locat ion would need to be separated into d i f fe rent features  because 

they have d i f fe rent  ob ject ives.   

Project  and Feature Number ing  

A unique s tat ion number i s  needed for  each pro ject e lement  

(per t inent natura l  features  and spec if ic  work  areas)  that  re f lects  i t s  

measured d is tance ( in feet)  f rom the pro ject s tart  locat ion.  For  

example,  a  la rge wood feature proposed for  ins ta l lat ion 50 feet and 
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150 feet  upstream of  a br idge des ignated as the project  s tar t ing point  

would have a s tat ion number  of  0+50 and 1+50,  respect ive ly .  A scaled 

map with a l l  per t inent feature s tat ions must  be inc luded as par t  of  the 

proposa l .  

Point  Works i tes  descr ibe work  that occurs  at  one or  more d isc rete 

locat ions that are more than ½ mi le f rom each other .  

L ine (Length)  Works i tes  are a cont inuous l ine a long which assoc iated 

t reatments  are  implemented.  L ines must  e i ther  fo l low the path of  a 

s t ream or  a road where work  i s  tak ing p lace.  

Area Works i tes  are descr ibed by the out l ine of  a polygon on the 

landscape.  These areas may be re lat ive ly  smal l ,  such as the p lant ing 

area for  a r ipar ian project,  or  re lat ive ly  la rge,  such as a watershed in 

which a p lanning project i s  tak ing p lace.  

Env i ronmental  Compl iance  and Permi t t ing  

Appl icants  that w ish  to be covered through FRGP permit t ing are 

encouraged to reach out to FRGP’s  Regulatory  Coord inator  ( see FRGP 

Contacts)  as  ear ly as  poss ib le to consu l t  on potent ia l  coverage and 

requirements .   

A l l  funded proposa ls  must  comply wi th  the Cal i forn ia Env i ronmenta l  

Qual i ty Act (CEQA),  Federa l  Endangered Species  Act  (ESA) of  1973,  

and Cal i forn ia Endangered Species  Act (CESA).  Projects  that have not 

been des igned to meet a l l  requ irements  of  the Cal i forn ia  Sa lmonid 

S t ream Habitat  Restorat ion Manual ,  4 th Ed i t ion  (CA Restorat ion 

Manual)  or  other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  for  sa lmon and 

s tee lhead habitat res torat ion  w i l l  have the respons ib i l i ty  of  develop ing 

the appropr iate documentat ion for  CEQA, ESA,  and CESA compl iance,  

inc luding f inanc ia l  assurances under CESA.  An approved or  cer t i f ied 

CEQA document w i l l  be required in  order  to execute the project,  and 

CDFW wi l l  act as  a respons ib le agency under CEQA.  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
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Pro jects  that are des igned to be cons i s tent w i th the CA Restorat ion 

Manual ,  and for  which no CEQA documentat ion has  yet  been 

prepared,  w i l l  be inc luded with in  the env i ronmenta l  document 

prepared by CDFW as a lead agency for  CEQA.  Projects  seek ing to use 

other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  for  sa lmon and s tee lhead 

habitat res torat ion  must  conf i rm permit  coverage with FRGP’s  Permit  

Coordinator  ( see FRGP Contacts ) .  Qual i fy ing pro jects  may a lso seek 

CEQA coverage through the S tatutory Exempt ion for  Restorat ion 

Pro jects  (SERP) .  CEQA Lead agencies  for  such projects  must  obta in 

concurrence f rom CDFW Director ,  that  the pro ject  meets  qual i fy ing 

cr i ter ia set  for th in Publ ic  Resources Code sect ion 21080.56,  

subdiv is ions (a) to (d).  The SERP provides CEQA s tatutory  exempt ion for  

f i sh and wi ld l i fe res torat ion projects  pursuant  to Sect ion 21080.56 of  

the Cal i forn ia Env i ronmenta l  Qual i ty  Act (CEQA) (Pub.  Resources 

Code,  § 21000 et seq. ) .  For  more informat ion on t he new SERP process ,  

please see CDFW’s  Cutt ing the Green Tape SERP webpage at 

https ://w i ld l i fe.ca.gov/Cutt ing -Green-Tape/SERP or  emai l  CDFW s taf f  

at  Restorat ionPermit t ing@wi ld l i fe.ca.gov  for  quest ions .  

P ro jects  may a lso obta in ESA coverage as needed through the U.S .  

Army Corps of  Engineers ’  programmat ic Sect ion 7 consu l tat ion for  i t s  

FRGP regional  genera l  permit .  I f  necessary,  CESA permit t ing w i l l  be 

handled on a pro ject -by-project bas i s .  

The project descr ipt ion should inc lude suff ic ient in format ion for  CDFW 

to complete the CEQA documents .  Pursuant to the gu ide l ines for  

CEQA in the Cal i forn ia Code of  Regulat ions  (CCR),  T i t le  14,  D iv i s ion 6 ,  

Chapter  3,  Ar t ic le 5 ,  Sect ion 15064.4,  CDFW must determine the 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emiss ion of  projects  i t  funds ,  permits ,  or  

implements  to assess  the impacts  on the env i ronment .  The major i ty  of  

the GHG emiss ions are presumed to come f rom fue l  consumpt ion;  

therefore,  CDFW wi l l  ca lcu late the GHG emiss ions  based on the 

amount  of  fue l  (d iese l  and gasol ine) consumpt ion per  project i t  funds,  

permit s ,  or  implements  and wi l l  prov ide the resu l t s  in the CEQA 

document.  Therefore,  the appl icant must  prov ide in the appl icat ion an 

es t imate of  the amount of  fue l  that w i l l  be consumed dur ing the 

implementat ion of  the ent i re pro ject.   

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Cutting-Green-Tape/SERP
mailto:RestorationPermitting@wildlife.ca.gov
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E l ig ib le proposed projects  must  avoid s ign i f icant env i ronmenta l  

impacts .  Appl icants  shou ld budget  suf f ic ient  t ime and/or  funds  in the 

proposa l  to complete required migratory b i rd ,  candidate,  threatened,  

and endangered spec ies  surveys,  b io log ical  moni tor ing,  and required 

reasonable measures that  are protect ive and avoid caus ing harm to 

cu l tu ra l ,  a rcheological ,  pa leonto logical ,  and b io log ical  resources,  

inc luding nat ive spec ies  and the i r  habi tat.  CDFW recommends 

resource surveys are completed dur ing pro ject d es ign to account for  

appropr iate avoidance and/or  protect ive measures .  For  more 

in format ion on surveys ,  moni tor ing,  and protect ive measures that a 

funded pro ject  may need to complete,  see past  Mi t igated Negat ive 

Declarat ions  (MND)  for  the  F isher ies  Habi tat Restorat ion Pro ject at the 

MND Publ ic Not ice webs i te .  A l l  appl icants  are s t rongly  u rged to work 

c lose ly w i th appropr iate CDFW s taf f  p r ior  to submiss ion to ensure a l l  

potent ia l  env i ronmenta l  concerns assoc iated wi th the proposed 

project are cons idered.   

No pro ject that  i s  required mit igat ion or  used for  mi t igat ion under the 

CEQA, CESA,  ESA,  Nat ional  Env i ronmenta l  Po l icy Act (NEPA),  Cal i forn ia 

Fores t  Pract ices Act (FPA) ,  or  Sect ion 404 of  the Clean Water  Act 

(CWA) w i l l  be cons idered for  funding.  No pro ject that  i s  under an 

enforcement  act ion by a regulatory agency w i l l  be cons idered for  

funding.  

Proposa ls  that  conduct f i shery habi tat  res torat ion act iv i t ies  us ing 

methods descr ibed in the CA Restorat ion Manual  or  other  approved 

gu ide l ines and manuals  for  sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat res torat ion  

may be covered by the FRGP’s  C lean Water  Act Sect ion 404 (RGP 

12(nor th coast) ,  RGP 16  (Centra l  Va l ley) ,  or  RGP 78 (south coast) )  and 

Sect ion 401 programmat ic permits .  The appl icant  is  respons ib le for  

rev iewing the permits  and incorporat ing thei r  requi red condit ions into 

thei r  p roposal .  Cer ta in  act iv i t ies  (such as  f ish  screens,  in f i l t rat ion 

gal ler ies ,  la rge dam removals ,  etc. )  are ine l ig ib le  for  FRGP 

programmatic permit  coverage.  P lease contact  the FRGP Regulatory  

Coord inator (see FRGP Contacts )  early  i f  you have any quest ions .   

Permits  can be found here:  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/MND
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
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•  404 

o  RGP-12 

o  RGP-16 

o  RGP-78 

•  2022 's  401 (Sample annual  permit  i s  p rov ided here  for  in format ion 

purposes on ly .  Funded appl icants  w i l l  fo l low the i r  award year’s  

401 Cer t i f icat ion which may conta in  d i f fe rent min imizat ion 

measures and condit ions)  

Pro jects  work ing in -water  or  dewater ing waterways are required to 

moni tor  and report  water  qual i ty dur ing dewater ing act iv i t ies .  

Parameters  such as ,  but not  l imi ted to ,  d i sso lved oxygen,  temperature,  

conduct iv i ty,  and turb id i ty  sha l l  be repor ted.  For  more in format ion and 

example moni tor ing repor t  p lease contact the Regulatory Coord inator  

in  FRGP Contacts .  Water  qual i ty moni tor ing can be conducted wi th  a 

handheld dev ice.  The cost  of  purchas ing such dev ice  can be inc luded 

in  the budget ,  where appl icable .  I f  the project i s  seeking coverage 

under any of  FRGP ’ s  programmat ic permits ,  Appendix D has addit ional  

in format ion and requi rements  that  sha l l  apply .  I f  projects  do not 

comply w i th  the implementat ion methods descr ibed in  the CA 

Restorat ion Manual  or  other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  for  

sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat res torat ion ,  then the appl icant i s  

respons ib le for  obta in ing i t s  own Sect ion 404 and 401 permit t ing 

coverage.  The appl icant i s  encouraged to work w i th CDFW Support  

S taf f  pr ior  to submiss ion  of  the i r  proposa l  appl icat ion  to determine i f  

the project i s  e l ig ib le for  the FRGP programmat ic permit  coverage.  

Pro jects  work ing in or  near  wet lands must  de l ineate the wet land ’s  

boundary us ing the 1987 U.S .  Army Corps of  Engineers  Wet lands 

Del ineat ion Manual  and Supplements  as  out l ined in S tate Wet land 

Def in i t ion and Procedures for  D i scharges of  Dredged of  F i l l  Mater ia l  to 

Waters  of  the S tate .  Pro ject Des ign (PD) appl icat ions ,  p ropos ing work 

https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=182669
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175441
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=175440
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=203065
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=177364
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/docs/procedures_conformed.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/docs/procedures_conformed.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/docs/procedures_conformed.pdf
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in  or  near  wet lands  shou ld inc lude a wet land del ineat ion task  in the 

proposa l  to be e l ig ib le for  inc lus ion to FRGP implementat ion 

permit t ing.  Completed wet land del ineat ion p lans must  be inc luded in 

the appl icat ion for  implementat ion projects  work ing in  or  near  

wet lands  to receive implementat ion permit t ing through FRGP .   

Moni tor ing or  research projects  that involve f i sh col lect ing/handl ing 

must  possess  a cur rent  CDFW Sc ient i f ic  Col lect ing Permit  (SCP)  before 

any f i sh  sampl ing may be in i t iated.  I f  the project may resu l t  in e i ther  a 

d i rect or  inc identa l  take of  f i sh  l i s ted under the CESA,  a Memorandum 

of  Unders tanding  (MOU) enacted between CDFW and the appl icant 

author i z ing a l imi ted leve l  of  take for  sc ient i f ic  purposes (pursuant to 

FGC § 2081(a))  must  a lso be in ef fect before any f i sh sampl ing may be 

in i t iated.  Contact  the local CDFW Env i ronmenta l  Sc ient i s t  w i th regards 

to es tabl ish ing an MOU  (see FRGP Contacts ) .  Appl icants  w i l l  be 

required to demonstrate cur rent ESA take coverage in  order  to obta in  

a CESA MOU.  Appl icants  submit t ing proposa ls  involv ing f i sh col lect ion 

should incorporate a suf f ic ient t imef rame in the i r  p roposed project  to 

a l low secur ing a CDFW SCP and CESA MOU, as  wel l  as  appl icable ESA 

permits .  Appl icants  may inc lude the cost  of  the fee as a l ine i tem in 

the proposed pro ject  budget .  Requi red cost  to comply w i th permit  

repor t ing requirements  may a lso be inc luded.  Permit t ing costs  l ine 

i tems must  be p laced in  the proposed project  budget under 

“Operat ing Expenses:  Other .”  

P ro jects  work ing in or  near  the Coasta l  Zone  may need a Coasta l  

Development Permit  (CDP).  FRGP has coord inated with  the Cal i forn ia 

Coasta l  Commiss ion  to develop a Master  CDP that w i l l  a l low FRGP to 

apply  and hold a CDP on behalf  of  e l ig ib le  FRGP funded projects .  

Appl icants  w i th  pro jects  in  or  near  the Coasta l  Zone should conf i rm 

permit  coverage with FRGP’s  Regulatory  Coord inator  ( see FRGP 

Contacts) .  Spec i f ic  project permit  informat ion w i l l  be col lected i f  a 

project i s  awarded.  Interes ted grantees shou ld be prepared to supply  

th i s  addi t ional  CDP informat ion  to be covered by FRGP’s  Master  CDP.   

Other  permits  that may be requi red to implement the res torat ion 

project must  be obta ined by the appl icant.  Fur thermore,  i t  i s  the 

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-Collecting
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=204896
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appl icant’s  respons ib i l i ty  to ensure that a l l  the requi red permits  are 

obta ined pr ior  to project implementat ion.  I f  the project inc ludes 

dewater ing and/or  spec ies  exc lus ion/re locat ion,  a CDFW inc identa l  

take permit  or  CDFW Habitat Restorat ion and Enhancement  Act (HRE) 

approval must  be submit ted to the CDFW grant manager  before each 

spec ies  re locat ion act iv i ty.  

Examples  of  other  permits  that may be required  are the Lake and 

St reambed Al terat ion Agreement(s ) ,  the Construct ion Genera l  S torm 

Water  permit  f rom the Regional  Water  Resource Contro l  Boards (which 

may inc lude prov is ions for  dewater ing),  Coasta l  Development  

permit (s )  f rom the Cal i forn ia  Coasta l  Commiss ion  or  Federa l  

Cons i s tency Determinat ion f rom the Cal i forn ia  Coasta l  Commiss ion,  

and other  permits  f rom local/s tate governments  or  munic ipal i t ies .  

P ro jects  work ing in t ida l ly  in f luenced areas  are encouraged to reach 

out  to NOAA Support  S taff  contacts  ( see FRGP Contacts ) ,  before 

submit t ing a proposal  to  FRGP ,  to d iscuss  the pro ject and poss ib le 

Coasta l  Act coverage under  NOAA’s Restorat ion Center ’s  Federa l  

Cons i s tency Determinat ions .  

P ro jects  that w i l l  not  exceed f ive acres or  500 l inear  feet  of  s t ream 

bank or  coast l ine may be e l ig ib le for  coverage under  the S tate Water  

Resources Cont ro l  Board’s  Amended Genera l  401 Water  Qual i ty 

Cer t i f icat ion Order  for  Smal l  Habi tat Restorat ion Pro jects .  Fur ther ,  i f  a 

project i s  e l ig ib le for  coverage under  the Amended Genera l  401 Water  

Qual i ty Cer t i f icat ion Order  for  Smal l  Habi tat Restorat ion Pro jects ,  that 

project may a lso be e l ig ib le  for  CDFW ’ s  Habitat Restorat ion and 

Enhancement Act approval .  

Evaluat ion P lan  

The Evaluat ion P lan w i l l  be used to assess  the program’s  effect iveness  

in  meet ing spec i f ic  object ives for  par t ic ipants .  The p lan should 

descr ibe in deta i l  the fo l lowing:  

A.  Stated educat ion goal(s )  for  the project .  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.html
https://coastal.ca.gov/cdp/cdp-forms.html
https://coastal.ca.gov/cdp/cdp-forms.html
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Contact
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fsuscon.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2018%2F10%2FFinal-NOAA-RC-CD-4-1-13.pdf&data=02%7C01%7CTimothy.Chorey%40wildlife.ca.gov%7C00f5a141f0ba476f706a08d864031b9a%7C4b633c25efbf40069f1507442ba7aa0b%7C0%7C1%7C637369311799059599&sdata=ii3QPzvlyIDOgFNxS3tuz%2B4YwDPmlC6%2FSSoXOjurScg%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fsuscon.org%2Fwp-content%2Fuploads%2F2018%2F10%2FFinal-NOAA-RC-CD-4-1-13.pdf&data=02%7C01%7CTimothy.Chorey%40wildlife.ca.gov%7C00f5a141f0ba476f706a08d864031b9a%7C4b633c25efbf40069f1507442ba7aa0b%7C0%7C1%7C637369311799059599&sdata=ii3QPzvlyIDOgFNxS3tuz%2B4YwDPmlC6%2FSSoXOjurScg%3D&reserved=0
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/generalorders_wb.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/generalorders_wb.html
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/environmental-review/hre-act
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/environmental-review/hre-act
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B.  Stated quant i f ied educat ional  object ives for  the project.  

C.  Per formance s tandards .  

D.  Sy l labus or  course descr ipt ion .  

E .  Reference learn ing s tandards or  suppor t  documents  ( i .e . ,  CA 

Restorat ion Manual ,  or  other  gu id ing document) .  

F .  Pre-  and post-project  s tudent evaluat ion ( tes t ing),  or  other  

assessment  rubr ic .  

G.  Report  out l ine for  communicat ing how wel l  the project  met 

s tated educat ional  goal ( s)  and object ives .  

H .  Feedback loop for  adjus t ing cur r icu lum to better  meet goal (s )  

and object ives of  future  effort s .  

I t  i s  mandatory that  the success fu l  grant rec ip ient submit  the resu l ts  

and analys i s  of  the i r  eva luat ion w i th in  the f ina l  repor t  at  the end of  

the project per iod.  

F i rs t  Winter  Observat ions  Summary   

Prov ide a summary of  observat ions made of  the pro ject throughout  

the f i r s t  w inter  af ter  implementat ion.   The summary should 

inc lude the largest  f low and/or  s torm prec ip i tat ion event  that 

occur red in the pro ject area,  photos or  t ime - lapse photos/v ideo (some 

dur ing an event i f  safe ly poss ib le) ,  observat ions about how  the 

project  i s  moving towards meet ing  object ives  of  the pro ject 

goal(s ) ,  how the features  have changed f rom as -bu i l t ,  and any lessons  

learned.  In format ion shared as par t  of  th i s  de l iverable  w i l l  not  be used 

to evaluate the grantee or  pro ject par tners .  P roposa ls  seek ing to 

complete ef fect iveness  moni tor ing  to determine i f  res torat ion 

t reatments  and features  have produced the des i red ecological  

condi t ion or  watershed processes  shou ld be submit ted separate ly 

as  an MO project type.  Those MO proposa ls  shou ld be submit ted 

concurrent ly  w i th the partner ing implementat ion pro jects .   

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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F ish Passage and Screen Cr i ter ia  and Tes t ing 

Requi rements  

F i sh passage and screening pro jects  that are constructed wi th CDFW 

funding must  meet c r i te r ia  as  out l in ed in the fo l lowing documents .  

•  Cal i forn ia  Department of  F i sh  and Game. 2002.  Culver t  Cr i te r ia 

for  F i sh Passage .  (Th i s  document i s  a l so inc luded in  Part  IX  

Appendix A of  the CA Restorat ion Manual . )  

•  Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice –  Southwest Region.  1997.  F i sh 

Screening Cr i ter ia for  Anadromous Sa lmonids .  

•  Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice –  Southwest Region.  2001.  

Guidel ines for  Sa lmonid Passage at S t ream Cross ings .  ( Th i s  

document i s  a lso inc luded in  Par t  IX Appendix B of  the CA 

Restorat ion Manual . )   

A project  must  be tes ted at a f low with in  the range of  des ign f lows 

pr ior  to the end of  the grant funding.  Per formance of  a  pro ject 

throughout i t s  des ign l i fe  i s  the respons ib i l i ty  of  the grantee.  

Focus  Species Observat ion  

L i s t  las t  focus spec ies  observat ion in  the project area wi th c i tat ion 

(e.g. ,  2  young-of- the-year  Coho Sa lmon observed 2,000 feet upst ream 

f rom the conf luence with Humboldt Bay ,  Stream Inventory Repor t  

F reshwater  Creek,  Cal i forn ia  Department of  F i sh  and Game 2004 ) .  

Ins t ream Benef i t s  and Impacts  Analys is  

An Ins t ream Benef i t s  and Impacts  Analys i s  i s  requ i red for  a l l  PD  

(Project Des ign) and WC (Water  Conservat ion)  proposa ls ,  except:  

https://www.fs.usda.gov/biology/nsaec/fishxing/fplibrary/CDFG_2002_Culvert_Criteria_for_Fish_Passage.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/biology/nsaec/fishxing/fplibrary/CDFG_2002_Culvert_Criteria_for_Fish_Passage.pdf
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=75315
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=75315
https://archive.fisheries.noaa.gov/wcr/publications/hydropower/fish_passage_at_stream_crossings_guidance.pdf
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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A.  In  watersheds  where the largest  d ivers ion is  less  than 1 cfs .  

B .  For  pro jects  that address  one or  mul t ip le d ivers ions  that  

ind iv idual ly  do not exceed 1 cfs  and cumulat ive ly do not  

exceed 2 cfs .  

C.  In  cases  where the goal  of  the pro ject  i s  to increase summer  

base f low or  water  qual i ty.  

D.  For  pro jects  that have an acceptable S t reamf low Improvement 

P lan that inc ludes suf f ic ient in format ion on:  

▪  Watershed condit ions ( land use,  geology,  so i l s ,  

g roundwater  and hydro logy)  

▪  Human water  needs ( inc luding water  r ights  in format ion)  

▪  Aquat ic resources and habitat  

▪  F low improvement s t rategies  

▪  Permit t ing and long - term cons idera t ions  

The Ins t ream Benef i t s  and Impacts  Analys is  s tar ts  w i th es tabl ish ing 

spec i f ic  goals  and object ives for  the project reach.  These goals  and 

object ives could range f rom sett ing a min imum depth of  f low over  a 

sha l low r i f f le  or  set t ing a min imum pool  depth,  incr eas ing the t ime 

where the f low in  the s t ream remains  on the sur face,  or  increas ing the 

t ime that the pools  in the reach pers i s t ,  to improv ing temperature or  

d i s so lved oxygen dur ing low f lows.  The goals  shou ld be t ied to l imi t ing 

factors  for  the spec ies  and  l i fe s tages  of  interes t .  The object ives 

shou ld be es tabl i shed quant i f iab le  metr ics  such that they can be 

moni tored for  project  performance.  The Ins t ream Benef i t s  and Impacts  

Analys i s  i s  based on ins t ream f lows that  are determined in the Water  

Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analyses (see be low).  

The next s tep is  to show that the pro ject  goals  f i t  the s t ream 

env ironment and the ways that  f i sh are us ing i t .  The goals  shou ld f i t  

w i th in the habi tat of  the project reach.  For  example,  i f  the reach is  

p r imar i ly  used for  spawning,  then the pro ject goals  s hou ld focus on 

addit ional  f low improv ing spawning habitat.  However,  other  goals  may 

be appropr iate i f  the addit ional  f low i s  suf f ic ient to a l low f i sh to use 
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the reach at d i f ferent t imes or  l i fe s tages or  i f  habi tat res torat ion is  

p lanned for  the pro ject reach.  

The analys i s  shou ld prov ide information through d i rect measurements  

or  ca lcu lat ions showing the degree to which the f low le f t  ins t ream wi l l  

achieve the pro ject ob ject ives.  For  example,  i f  increas ing the durat ion 

of  f low connect iv i ty  i s  the goal of  the pro j ect and the object ive is  to 

show that the f low lef t  ins t ream provides another  month of  

connect iv i ty,  i t  may be necessary to make a ser ies  of  f low 

measurements  near the point  where the f low would be lef t  ins t ream 

and observe how far  down the f low remains  on  the sur face for  a g iven 

f low.  Compar ing these f lows  to the amount  of  water  avai lab le to leave 

ins t ream as  a resu lt  of  the project w i l l  he lp predict  the benef i ts  of  the 

project.  

To determine the fu l l  benef i ts  o f  the project,  the d is tance that the f low 

le f t  ins t ream remains  in  the s t ream must be determined.  The analys i s  

shou ld determine the d is tance between where the f low i s  lef t  ins t ream 

and the next downstream water  user ,  i f  there i s  one.  I f  a WAT § 1707 

ins t ream f low dedicat ion is  be ing used to keep the water  ins t ream 

past  downstream users ,  the analys i s  shou ld repor t  the d is tances  

downstream of  these users  and how the f low wi l l  be moni tored at 

these locat ions.  Another  way the f lo w lef t  in  the s t ream could be los t  

i s  th rough inf i l t rat ion to the groundwater .  D i rect f low measurements ,  

groundwater  leve l  observat ions,  and observ ing f low connect iv i ty 

th rough the af fected reach are techniques that can prov ide spec i f ic  

to genera l  in format ion about f low losses  to in f i l t rat ion.  The technique 

se lect ion i s  based on the degree to which in f i l t rat ion could affect the 

outcome of  the pro ject.  

Water  conservat ion projects  can a lso af fect water  qual i ty .  In  some 

cases,  water  qual i ty  in the s t ream i s  not  an i s sue and therefore does 

not  need to be assessed.  However ,  i f  the water  be ing le f t  ins t ream or  

added to the s t ream i s  be ing re leased f rom a rese rvo i r ,  then i t  may be 

necessary  to calcu late the impacts  to the overa l l  water  qual i ty .  

Converse ly ,  i f  the goal of  the project  i s  to improve water  qual i ty ,  

water  qual i ty ca lcu lat ions  may be necessary.  The level  of  analys i s  
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required depends on the re lat ive qual i ty  and quant i ty of  water  be ing 

le f t  ins t ream versus  that of  the f low a l ready in the st ream.  

Swi tch ing the source of  d ivers ion water  or  sw i tch ing the season of  

d ivers ion could have negat ive impacts  on the s t ream. Swi tch ing to 

groundwater  pumping could reduce inst ream f lows and negate the 

benef i ts  of  the project.  I f  g roundwater  pumping is  proposed,  i t  must  

be shown that the source of  groundwater  i s  an aqui fer  that i s  not 

connected to the s t ream. Swi tch ing to of f -channel s torage in the 

w inter  i s  un l ike ly to af fect the channel  forming f lows and migrat ion 

f lows,  but  the t iming and magnitude of  the d ive rs ion f lows  shou ld be 

compared to the storm hydrographs to be sure.  

Invas ive Species  P revent ion P lan  

For  a l l  p ro jects ,  the appl icant  must  inc lude,  as  par t  of  supplementa l  

documents ,  a  p lan descr ib ing the spec i f ic  decontaminat ion protocols  

proposed for  use before,  dur ing,  and af ter  the project to prevent the 

spread of  invas ive spec ies .  Res torat ion pro jects  shou ld not be vectors  

for  invas ive spec ies ,  such as New Zealand mud snai l  or  sudden oak 

death syndrome.  Personal  f ie ld gear and heavy equipment work ing in 

the s t ream must be proper ly  decontaminated before s tar t ing a project 

and before moving to a new loca t ion even wi th in the same watershed.  

For  genera l  in format ion on prevent ing the spread of  invas ive spec ies ,  

see CDFW’s  Invas ive Species  Program webs i te .  For  decontaminat ion 

protocols  for  Sudden Oak Death Syndrome ( SODS) see the Cal i forn ia 

Oak Morta l i ty Task Force .  For  an example Invas ive Species  Prevent ion 

P lan see the FRGP Guidance Tools  webs i te .   

L icensed Profess ionals  

Pro ject types l i s ted be low may require the serv ices  of  a  l icensed 

profess ional  engineer  or  l icensed profess ional  geologis t  to  comply w i th 

the requi rements  of  the Bus iness  and Profess ions  Code sect ion 6700 et 

seq.  (Profess ional  Engineers  Act)  and/or  sect ion  7800 et  seq.  

(Geologis ts  and Geophys ic i s ts  Act) .  P ro jects  descr ibed in Par t s  X and 

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Invasives
http://www.suddenoakdeath.org/
http://www.suddenoakdeath.org/
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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XI I  of  the CA Restorat ion Manual  are l i ke ly  to need a l icensed 

profess ional .  

•  FP F i sh Passage at S t ream Cross ings  

•  HB Ins t ream Bar r ie r  Modi f icat ion for  F i sh Passage  

•  HI  Ins t ream Habitat Restorat ion  

•  HR R ipar ian Restorat ion  

•  HS Ins t ream Bank S tabi l i zat ion  

•  HU Watershed Restorat ion (Ups lope)  

•  PD Pro ject Des ign 

•  PL Watershed P lanning  

•  SC F i sh Screening of  D ivers ions   

•  TE  Pr ivate Sector  Technical  T ra in ing and Educat ion  

•  WC Water  Conservat ion Measures  

•  WD Water  Measur ing Dev ices  

I f  a proposed pro ject  requi res  the serv ices of  l icensed profess ionals ,  

these ind iv iduals ,  the i r  l icense numbers ,  and the ir  af f i l ia t ions must  be 

l i s ted in the proposa l  appl icat ion.  I f  th i s  in format ion cannot be 

prov ided with the appl icat ion,  the se lect ion cr i te r ia for  choos ing the 

l icensed profess ional(s )  must  be prov ided.  
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Pro ject rev iew and approval  by CDFW and/or  NOAA F i sher ies  

engineer ing s taf f  does  not imply CDFW or  NOAA F isher ies  respons ib i l i ty  

or  l iab i l i ty  for  the per formance of  th i s  aspect or  any other  aspect  of  

the project.  Such l iab i l i t ies  and assurances of  per formance are the 

respons ib i l i ty  of  the appl icant  and/or  the i r  engineer ing contractor .  

Mult i -Benef i t  P ro jects  

Mult i -benef i t  p rojects  are def ined as projects  that  provide more than 

one benef i t  or  se rve more than one purpose.  For  FRGP,  th i s  i s  both 

benef i t ing present and h i s tor ica l  nat ive spec ies ,  more than one 

impairment  (Sediment supply,  barr ie r ,  habi tat) ,  and mor e than one 

project type.    

Nature-Based 

Nature-based so lut ions use natura l  sys tems,  mimic natura l  p rocesses,  

or  work in tandem with t radi t ional  approaches to address  spec i f ic  

hazards.  Examples can be found at the Natura l ly  Res i l ient Communit ies  

webs i te.  

Photographs  

Photographs  submit ted wi th the proposa l  shou ld inc lude photos  of  the 

ent i re project works i te ,  as  wel l  as  photos showing detai led pro ject 

features ,  ex is t ing condit ions at proposed pro ject locat ion,  and ex is t ing 

condit ions in the v ic in i ty  of  the pro ject locat ion.  A l l  photos shou ld 

inc lude exp lanat ions w i th works i te  number ,  works i te  descr ipt ion,  and 

other  ident i fy ing in format ion.  The number of  photographs shou ld be 

suf f ic ient to enable a rev iewer to evaluate the proposed project and 

i t s  features  in adequate de ta i l  w i thout  a works i te  v i s i t .  Where mult ip le 

s imi la r  features  (e .g. ,  Large Wood s t ructures)  are proposed,  

representat ive photographs of  these features  and thei r  target  habi tat 

w i l l  suf f ice.  

https://nrcsolutions.org/
https://nrcsolutions.org/
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Process-Based 

Process-based res torat ion a ims to re -es tabl ish the phys ica l ,  chemical ,  

and b io log ical  processes that  sus ta in ecosys tems.  Four  process -based 

pr inc ip les  ensure that ecosystem restorat ion w i l l  be guided toward 

sus ta inable act ions :  (1)  res torat ion act ions shou ld address  the root 

causes  of  degradat ion,  (2)  act ions  must  be cons i s tent w i th the 

phys ica l  and b io log ical  potent ia l  of  the works i te ,  (3)  act ions shou ld be 

at  a scale commensurate w i th env i ronmenta l  prob lems,  and (4)  

act ions shou ld have c lear ly ar t icu lated  expected outcomes for  

ecosys tem dynamics.   

Addit ional ly ,  there are four  des ign cr i te r ia for  process -based 

res torat ion pro jects ,  f ramed on the fundamenta l  parameters  of  space,  

energy,  mater ia ls ,  and t ime.   (1)  Space cr i ter ion:  Project act ions 

increase the spat ia l  extent of  f luv ia l  processes and conn ect iv i ty lost  

because of  human a l terat ions.  (2)  Energy cr i te r ion:  Pro ject act ions 

capi ta l i ze on natura l  energy w i th in the sys tem to do the work of  

res torat ion and min imize the use of  externa l  mechanical  energy.  (3)  

Mater ia l s  cr i ter ion:  Projects  use geomorp hical ly  appropr iate mater ia ls  

to  encourage channel evolut ion and avoid over ly  s tab i l i z ing project 

e lements .  (4)  T ime cr i te r ion:  Achieve habitat object ives  over  t ime v ia 

res tored geomorphic and b io log ic processes.  

Project  Locat ion Topographic Ma p 

The Project Locat ion Topographic Map should c lear ly  depict where 

the project i s  occurr ing on the landscape .  The pro ject  shou ld be 

shown on an appropr iate ly sca led,  USGS (or  equiva lent)  7.5-minute 

contoured topographic quadrangle map that shows each locat ion 

where work  i s  be ing done.  Aer ia l  photos do not  sat is fy this  

requi rement .  A l l  maps should be labeled wi th project  t i t le ,  appl icant  

name, USGS quad name , and s t ream name, and be pos i t ioned so that 

re levant map informat ion such as s t ream names,  towns,  main roads,  

water  bodies ,  etc.  are  not obscured.  P lease submit  P roject  Locat ion 

Topographic Maps as a JPEG f i le type .  I f  rev iewers  are unable to eas i ly 
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read the P ro ject  Locat ion Topographic Map  appl icants  may be 

deducted points  in  the scoresheet .  

You may submit  a separate map with  past  project in format ion as  a 

supplementa l  document .   

Prov is ional  Landowner  Access  Agreement  

Pr ior  to funding a project,  CDFW and NOAA f i sher ies  s taf f  conduct a 

pre-pro ject works i te  rev iew.  The appl icant i s  respons ib le  for  ensur ing 

when submit t ing an appl icat ion that there i s  adequate author i zat ion 

for  access  to the works i te  for  th i s  rev iew.  I f  the appl icant owns  a l l  of  

the land on which the proposed project  w i l l  be conducted,  then the 

appl icant must  ind icate th is  in  the proposa l .  I f  the appl icant does not 

own a l l  of  the lands for  the pro ject works i te ,  then the appl icant must  

submit  documentat ion t hat the landowner  or  land manager of  the 

proper ty has prov ided wr i t ten author i zat ion for  CDFW and NOAA 

f i sher ies  s taf f  to enter  the proper ty for  a pre -pro ject works i te  rev iew.  

For  pro jects  that are conducted on lands owned by mult ip le owners  

the appl icant must  submit  wr i t ten author i zat ion f rom each landowner 

or  land manager.  I f  an appl icant does not have the requi red 

documentat ion,  then the appl icant  must  exp la in how i t  expects  to 

secure any mis s ing wr i t ten author i zat ion f rom a landowner or  land 

manager pr ior  to the pre -pro ject  works i te  rev iew.  

Adequate author i zat ion can be demonstrated by prov id ing a 

prov is ional  landowner access  agreement  cover ing a l l  of  the lands for  

the project works i te .  A sample prov is ional  landowner  access  

agreement can be found on the FRGP Guidance Tools  webs i te .  At  a 

min imum,  the appl icant  must  prov ide wr i t ten documentat ion of  the 

fo l lowing:   

A.  Landowner  or  land manager consents  to access  for  pre-project 

evaluat ion by CDFW and NOAA f i sher ies  s taf f .   

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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B.  Landowner  or  land manager g ives prov is ional  consent  for  the 

grantee to complete the proposed project w i th CDFW overs ight  

and v is i tat ion .  

C.  Contact  informat ion for  the landowner or  land manager .  

D.  S ignature of  landowner or  land manager.   

Qual i f ied Nonprof i t  Organizat ion  

A qual i f ied nonprof i t  organizat ion means any nonprof i t  publ ic  benef i t  

corporat ion formed pursuant to the Nonprof i t  Corporat ion Law 

(D iv is ion 2 [commencing wi th Sect ion 5000 ] of  T i t le  1 of  the 

Corporat ions Code) qual i f ied to do bus iness  in Cal i forn ia  and qual i f ied 

for  exempt s tatus  under Sect ion 501(c)(3) ,  501(c)(4) ,  or  501(c)(5)  of  

the Interna l  Revenue Code.  

Qual i ty  Assurance /  Qual i ty  Cont ro l  (QA/QC) P lan 

Es tabl i sh ing qual i ty  assurance and qual i ty cont ro l  p rocedures i s  

required for  Moni tor ing (MO) projects  and he lps ensure acceptable 

leve ls  of  accuracy and prec is ion for  the data col lected and analyt ica l  

procedures appl ied.  Qual i ty Assurance (QA) encompasses the broad 

p lan for  mainta in ing qual i ty in a l l  aspects  of  the pro ject and should 

inc lude a descr ipt ion of  how the project w i l l  be under taken,  s tudy 

des ign,  proper documentat ion and ins t ruct ions  for  sampl ing protocols ,  

t ra in ing of  personnel ,  data management  and analys i s ,  and spec if ic  

qual i ty  contro l  measures.  Qual i ty Cont ro l  (QC) cons i s ts  of  the s teps 

you w i l l  take to determine the va l id i ty  of  spec i f ic  sampl ing and 

analyt ica l  resu l ts .  A qual i ty  assessment  of  the overa l l  prec is ion and 

accuracy of  the pro ject data should be inc luded with inter im and f ina l  

project repor ts .   

Proposals  fo r  monitor ing projects  must  inc lude a br ief  (one to  two 

pages)  descr ipt ion of  the pro ject  QA/QC plan.  I f  funding is  awarded,  a  

complete QA/QC p lan must  be submit ted before the Grant  can be 

executed.  The QA/QC descr ipt ion should inc lude,  but i s  not l imi ted to,  
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the fo l lowing e lements  (p lease prov ide some deta i l  and not  jus t  a 

copy of  the out l ine be low) :  

A.  Pro ject goal ,  ob ject ives,  and appl icat ion  

B .  Pro ject set t ing 

C.  Scope of  work  and t ime f rame required  

D.  Study des ign 

E .  L i s t  of  sampl ing protocols  

F .  Personnel requi rements  and ro les  

G.  Schedule of  pr imary act iv i t ies ,  inc luding QA/QC  

H.  T ra in ing that  addresses:  

•  Safety pract ices for  f ie ld sampl ing act iv i t ies  

•  Ident i f icat ion of  f i sh sp ec ies  l i ke ly to be encountered  

•  Proper handl ing of  f i sh and  

•  Proper use of  sampl ing gear and inst ruments  

I .  Data col lect ion cont ro l  that addresses:  

•  Independent sampl ing of  a  percentage of  prev ious ly  

sampled un i ts  

•  Independent observers  par t ic ipat ing in e lect rof i sh ing  

J .  Data management that addresses:  

•  Metadata descr ipt ion  

•  Data ent ry and s torage  

•  Independent data ver i f icat ion of  a  percentage of  the 

or ig ina l  entr ies  

•  Data analys i s  

•  Chain of  custody for  data  
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Recognized T r ibe  

Recognized T r ibe means those ent i t ies  recognized as e l ig ib le  to 

receive serv ice f rom the Un i ted S tates  Bureau of  Ind ian Af fa i r s ,  as  

l i s ted in the Federa l  Regis ter ,  and those t r ibes des ignated in the l i s t  of  

non-recognized t r ibes for  Cal i forn ia by the Nat ive Amer ican Her i tage 

Commiss ion.  

Reference Documents  

Reference Documents  are those documents  that jus t i fy ,  substant iate,  

or  otherwise suppor t  aspects  of  the proposed pro ject,  descr ibe the 

capabi l i t ies  to conduct the work,  or  prov ide recent ly completed work.  

These documents  shou ld be inc luded in the proposa l  appl icat ion,  

un less  the appl icant  can prov ide a d i rect e lectron ic  l ink  to the 

reference document .  Spec i f icat ions for  the types  of  reference 

documents  requi red are l i s ted under  each pro ject type where th i s  

supplementa l  document  i s  requi red.  

Ripar ian Revegetat ion /  R ipar ian Res torat ion P lan  

For  pro jects  that resu l t  in d i s turbance with in  the r ipar ian corr idor  or  

other  hydro logical ly  l inked up land areas  that may de l iver  sediment to 

a c lass  I  o r  I I  channel ,  the grantee wi l l  be required to rep lant 

d i s turbed and compacted areas w i th  nat ive p lant spec ies  at a rat io  of  

2  p lants  to 1 p lant removed.  Pro jects  shou ld use a compos i t ion of  

spec ies  that w i l l  resu l t  in mature r ipar ian vegetat ion found in the 

reg ion.  Un less  otherwise spec i f ied in the agreement,  the s tandard for  

success  i s  80% surv iva l  of  p lant ings or  80% annu al surv iva l  of  ground 

cover  for  broadcast  p lant ing of  seed af ter  a per iod of  th ree years .  

Exposed so i l s  w i l l  be covered us ing CDFW approved techniques to 

prevent de l ivery of  sediment  to a s t ream ( i .e . ,  mulch ing/seeding) .   

A l l  r ipar ian res torat ion (HR) appl icat ions must  inc lude a completed 

r ipar ian res torat ion p lan.  The p lan sha l l  be prepared by persons w i th 
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exper t i se  in Cal i forn ia ecosys tems and nat ive p lant revegetat ion 

techniques.  

The fo l lowing i tems  should be inc luded in a l l  HR pro ject  r ipar ian 

res torat ion p lans:  

A.  Locat ion of  the res torat ion works i te (s ) :  Th i s  sect ion shal l  inc lude 

a reg ional  map,  genera l  map i l lus t rat ing p lant ing locat ions 

(polygons) ,  locat ion of  any other  ex i s t ing or  proposed 

res torat ion act ions in the genera l  v ic in i ty ,  ownersh ip 

in format ion,  and di rect ions to the works i te .  

B.  Works i te  su i tab i l i ty  evaluat ion:  Th is  sect ion sha l l  prov ide the 

rat ionale behind se lect ing the res torat ion works i te  inc luding 

in format ion on the so i l s ,  hydro logy ( inc luding r i sk  of  scour  by 

h igh f lows,  character i zat ion of  water  tab le depths ,  and water  

avai lab i l i ty  for  i r r igat ion i f  p roposed) ,  and nat ive r ipar ian 

spec ies  present at a nearby reference works i te(s ) .  Th is  

in format ion should be based on f ie ldwork completed dur ing the 

p lanning and des ign phases  for  the project.  Any reports ,  data ,  

and other  informat ion that suppor t  works i te  su i tab i l i ty  dec is ions 

shou ld be inc luded in the p lan.   

C.  Works i te  preparat ion and ins ta l lat ion methods:  Th i s  sect ion sha l l  

p rov ide a descr ipt ion of  the methods  that w i l l  be used to insta l l  

the p lants  w i th  a deta i led d iscuss ion of  each p lant spec ies  and 

type of  p lant ing s tock (conta iner ,  s tem cutt ing,  pole cutt ing,  

bare- root s tock,  etc. ) ,  t ime of  the year  when the p lant ing w i l l  

occur ,  p lant ing dens i t ies  based on p lant type ( t rees ,  bushes,  

herbaceous,  etc. ) ,  and any other  per t inent  in format ion 

regard ing implementat ion of  the pro ject .   Any necessary 

works i te  prep work (heavy equipment  work,  s tab i l i zat ion,  so i l  

work,  etc. )  sha l l  be descr ibed in  th i s  sect ion of  the p lan.  

Exposed so i l s  should be appropr iate ly  covered  

(mulch ing/seeding)  to prevent de l ivery  of  sediment to a s t ream.  

Other  res torat ion work to be completed dur ing pro ject 

implementat ion sha l l  a lso be descr ibed in suf f ic ient deta i l  to 

a l low for  proper evaluat ion.   
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D.  Mater ia l s :  Th is  sect ion sha l l  p rov ide a l i s t  of  appropr iate 

success ional  s tage nat ive p lant spec ies ,  s i ze  of  spec imens  for  

each spec ies ,  number of  p lants ,  the source of  p lant mater ia ls ,  

and fer t i l i ze rs ,  i f  any,  for  the pro ject .  P rojects  shou ld use a 

compos i t ion of  spec ies  that w i l l  resu l t  in mature r ipar ian 

vegetat ion found in  the reg ion.  In format ion regard ing the need 

for  p lant protect ion and the mater ia ls  necessary to accompl i sh 

protect ion sha l l  be inc luded.  I f  fer t i l i ze r  i s  p roposed,  di scuss  the 

rat ionale inc luding the pros/cons of  fe r t i l i ze r  use .  I f  eros ion 

contro l  fabr ic and/or  s t ructures  are proposed ,  they are requi red 

to be and should be ident i f ied as p las t ic - f ree.  In format ion 

regard ing the prevent ion and spread of  nat ive p lant d i seases  

sha l l  be inc luded.  Prov ide in format ion on nat ive r ipar ian p lant 

d i seases ,  host  p lants ,  d i sease res i s tant  p lants ,  and how these 

in f luenced se lect ion of  nat ive p lant spec ies  for  the pro ject.  

E .  Schemat ic :  Th i s  sect ion sha l l  inc lude a deta i led p lant ing des ign 

that depicts  exact ly  where the p lants  w i l l  go in the res torat ion 

area.  Inc lude the number  of  p lants  and the spec ies  to be 

p lanted in each locat ion,  spac ing between p lants ,  and tota l  

acreage p lanned for  revegetat ion.   

F .  Maintenance of  p lants :  Th is  sect ion sha l l  inc lude a descr ipt ion 

of  methods  that wi l l  be used to mainta in  p lants  in good 

condit ion,  cont ro l  non -nat ive vegetat ion,  prevent p lant  

d i sease,  and prevent herb ivory  of  the p lant ings,  inc luding a 

d iscuss ion of  how maintenance act ions w i l l  be t r iggered by 

changes  in p lant  heal th over  t ime.  I f  the p lant ing w i l l  be 

i r r igated,  th i s  sect ion sha l l  inc lude an i r r igat ion p lan that  

inc ludes  the type of  i r r igat ion,  the pros/cons of  use,  and the 

water ing reg ime that w i l l  be use d to successfu l ly  es tabl i sh  the 

p lant ings.  The i r r igat ion p lan should be des igned to d iscourage 

the growth of  invas ive p lants  whi le encouraging deep root ing 

of  p lanted mater ia l s  to ensure max imum surv iva l  fo l lowing the 

p lant es tabl i shment  per iod.   

G.  Success  cr i ter ia:  Th i s  sect ion sha l l  inc lude the performance 

cr i ter ia that  w i l l  be used to evaluate pro ject success .  

Per formance cr i ter ia shou ld be developed for  spec ies  d ivers i ty,  

s t ructura l  d ivers i ty,  overa l l  vegetat ive cover  by spec ies  ( i f  
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impor tant)  and how cover  w i l l  be measured (absolute vs .  

re lat ive) ,  dens i ty (by spec ies) ,  p lant v igor ,  and surv ivorsh ip.  In  

addit ion,  in termediate thresholds ( incrementa l  progress  toward 

per formance cr i ter ia)  shou ld be developed in conjunct ion w i th 

an adapt ive management p lan that t r iggers  remedia l  act iv i t ies  

that w i l l  be implemented i f  in termediate thresholds were not 

be ing met.  Th is  w i l l  a l low the revegetat ion spec ia l i s t  to increase 

the l i ke l ihood that per formance cr i te r ia  are met  by the end of  

the moni tor ing per iod.  Un less  otherwise spec i f ied in the 

agreement,  the s tandard for  success  i s  80% surv iva l  of  p lant ings 

or  80% annual su rv iva l  of  ground cover  for  broadcast p lant ing 

of  seed af ter  a per iod of  three years .  

H .  Monitor ing methods:  Th i s  sect ion sha l l  inc lude a deta i led 

descr ipt ion of  how the pro ject w i l l  be moni tored to evaluate 

whether  per formance cr i ter ia are be ing met.  Th i s  sect ion should 

inc lude a deta i led descr ipt ion of  the methods used for  data 

col lect ion,  sample s i ze,  data ent ry and s torage,  s tat is t ica l  

analyses to be performed,  photo point  locat ions,  and a 

descr ipt ion of  the moni tor ing repor t  format.   

I .  Adapt ive management and cont ingency measures :  Thi s  sect ion 

sha l l  descr ibe the project ’s  adapt ive management s t rategies  

and what act ions sha l l  be implemented i f  the moni tor ing data 

ind icates that  the per formance cr i ter ia may not be met.  Th i s  

sect ion sha l l  ident i fy  the party  respons ib le  for  implement ing 

remedia l  measures  and the source(s)  of  funding to complete 

act ions.  

Ripar ian Road 

Ripar ian Roads  are cons idered roads  that  pass  th rough a r ipar ian zone 

cons i s t ing of  r ipar ian  vegetat ion and/or  the locat ion where r ipar ian 

vegetat ion would presumably grow i f  the road s were removed.  
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Status  Report  

The S tatus  Repor t  must  exp la in an appl icant’s  s tatus  and past  work.   

For  ex i s t ing groups funded by FRGP the S tatus  Repor t  sha l l  descr ibe:  1)  

the group’s  accompl i shments  inc luding  completed past  FRGP 

del iverables ,  2)  a l i s t  of  a l l  completed and in -progress  educat ional  

and out reach act iv i t ies  and on - the-ground res torat ion projects ,  3)  

completed watershed p lanning and assessment s ,  and 4)  how the 

group’s  ef for t s  have resu l ted or  w i l l  resu l t  in on- the-ground res torat ion 

ef for ts .  

For  ex i s t ing groups new to FRGP funding the S tatus  Repor t  sha l l  

descr ibe:  1)  how the group was formed,  2)  the ent i t ies  compr is ing the 

group,  3)  the group’s  goals ,  and 4)  the group’s  object ives  and what 

has been achieved to date.   

St ream Dewater ing and Species  Exclus ion/Relocat ion  

Proposa ls  for  projects  that require channel  dewater ing and/or  spec ies  

exc lus ion/re locat ion  should inc lude a p lan for  how these aspects  of  

the project w i l l  be accompl i shed.  Grantees  w i l l  be respons ib le for  

secur ing needed suppl ies  (e.g. ,  1/8” hardware c loth screens ,  d ip nets ,  

aquar ium nets ,  por table aerators ,  p las t ic  buckets ,  pumps)  and 

serv ices .  Appl icants  shou ld p lan to inc lude personnel  and/or  

subcontractor  t ime to ensure adequate s taf f ing to effect ive ly dewater  

and/or  exc lude/re locate spec ies .  The ro les  of  s taf f  and/or  

subcontractors  par t ic ipat ing in dewater ing or  spec ies  

exc lus ion/re locat ion should be c lear ly  descr ibed in the pro ject setup.   

I f  the pro ject i s  funded,  the grantee w i l l  not i fy  the CDFW grant  

manager a min imum of ten work ing day s  before the pro ject works i te  i s  

dewatered and the s t ream f low d iver ted.  The not i f icat ion w i l l  prov ide 

a reasonable t ime for  CDFW personnel  to oversee the implementat ion 

of  the water  d ivers ion p lan and the safe removal and re locat ion of  



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Par t  V  -  239  ( rev .  2/2025)  

sa lmonids and other  nat ive aquat ic spec ies  f rom the pro ject area.  The 

grantee wi l l  implement the fo l lowing measures to min imize harm and 

morta l i ty  to l i s ted spec ies  as  wel l  as  other  nat ive aquat ic spec ies :  

•  Species  re locat ion and dewater ing act iv i t ies  w i l l  on ly occur  

between June 15 and October 31 of  each year .   

•  The grantee w i l l  min imize the amount  of  wetted s t ream channel  

dewatered at each ind iv idual  pro ject works i te  to the fu l les t  

extent poss ib le as  approved by the CDFW grant manager  and 

pursuant  to condi t ions in  the USACE Regional Genera l  Permit ,  

NMFS B io log ical  Opin ion,  and  the project’s  Lake and St reambed 

Alterat ion Agreement  or  Habi tat  Restorat ion and Enhancement 

Act approval .  

•  Addit ional  measures to min imize in jury  and morta l i ty  of  

sa lmonids dur ing spec ies  re locat ion and dewater ing act iv i t ies  

w i l l  be implemented as descr ibed in Volume I I  Par t  IX,  pages 52 

and 53 of  the CA Restorat ion Manual .  

•  Only qual i f ied f i sher ies  b io log is t s  that  are approved by USFWS 

and permit ted by CDFW under a Cal i forn ia  Endangered Species  

Act (CESA) Memorandum of Unders tanding (MOU) sha l l  handle 

and re locate CESA- l i s ted spec ies .   

•  Al l  e lect rof i sh ing w i l l  be per formed by a qual i f ied f i sher ies  

b io log is t  under  the superv i s ion of  CDFW and conducted 

accord ing to the Nat ional  Ma r ine F i sher ies  Serv ice  Guidel ines 

for  E lectrof ish ing Waters  Conta in ing Sa lmonids L i s ted under the 

Endangered Species  Act ,  June 2000.   

NMFS Approved f i sher ies  b io log is t s  w i l l  prov ide spec ies  re locat ion data 

v ia the grantee to the CDFW grant manager on a form prov ided by 

CDFW.  

Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  

A Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  forms the bas i s  of  

the Ins t ream Benef i t s  and Impacts  Analys is  descr ibed prev ious ly.  I t  i s  

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
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required for  a l l  PD (Pro ject Des ign)  and WC (Water  Conservat ion)  

proposa ls ,  except:  

•  In  watersheds  where the largest  d ivers ion is  less  than 1 cfs .  

•  For  pro jects  that address  one or  mul t ip le d ivers ions  that  

ind iv idual ly  do not exceed 1 cfs  and cumulat ive ly do not  

exceed 2 cfs .  

•  In  cases  where the goal  of  the pro ject  i s  to increase summer  

base f low or  water  qual i ty.  

•  For  pro jects  that have an acceptable S t reamf low Improvement 

P lan that inc ludes suf f ic ient in format ion on:  

1.  Watershed condit ions ( land use,  geology,  so i l s ,  

g roundwater ,  and hydro logy)  

2.  Human water  needs ( inc luding water  r ights  in format ion)  

3.  Aquat ic resources and habitat  

4.  F low improvement s t rategies  

5.  Permit t ing and long- term cons iderat ions  

A Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  i s  a  necessary part  

of  a water  conservat ion project in order  to ver i fy  the amount  of  water  

that w i l l  be lef t  in s t ream. To get s tarted,  i t  i s  necessary to have 

measurements  of  the amount of  f low being d iver te d.  For  some 

projects ,  th i s  data has a l ready been col lected.  However,  for  other  

projects ,  i t  i s  necessary to col lect th is  data in order  to s tar t  the 

account ing.  Month ly  d ivers ion vo lumes and maximum divers ion rates 

are the most usefu l  data.  Annual  var iat ion s of  d ivers ion f lows  

depending on water  year  type (wet  versus  dry)  shou ld be calcu lated 

f rom the measurements  or  es t imated based on hydro logic analyses 

and anecdota l  in format ion.  

Many water  conservat ion pro jects  involve rep lac ing unl ined d i tches 

w i th p ipe l ines  or  l ined d i tches  to reduce or  e l iminate conveyance 

losses .  FRGP requires  that a l l  of  the water  sav ings rea l i zed f rom these 

improvements  be le f t  ins t ream. Conveyance losses  ne ed to be 

inc luded in the Consumpt ive Use Analys i s ,  i f  requ ired,  for  determin ing 
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i f  there i s  in jury to another  water  user .  Determin ing conveyance losses  

requires  d i rect f low measurements  at  severa l  points  a long the d i tch on 

at  least  a month ly bas i s  dur ing the divers ion season.  Addit ional ly,  the 

fate of  the los t  water  shou ld be determin ed when a Consumpt ive Use 

Analys i s  i s  requ ired.  I t  i s  necessary to determine i f  the water  returns  to 

the s t ream, enters  the water  user ’s  proper ty  e i ther  as  a benef ic ia l  use 

or  not,  enter s  another  owner’s  proper ty  e i ther  as  a benef ic ia l  use or  

not ,  or  in f i l t rates  to an aqui fe r  d i sconnected f rom the s t ream.  

For  pro jects  where i t  i s  des i red to dedicate water  to the s t ream past  

another  water  user ’s  point  of  d ivers ion,  a  Consumpt ive Use Analys i s  i s  

l i ke ly  to be necessary.  To determine the vo lume of  water  used 

consumpt ive ly,  i t  w i l l  be necessary to determine evaporat ion and 

t ransp i rat ion rates,  the amount of  water  that  may in f i l t rate to a 

d isconnected aqui fe r ,  the amount of  water  that dra ins  to a locat ion 

outs ide the watershed,  and i f  any other  condi t ion s  prevent  the water  

f rom being avai lab le to downstream users .   

Some water  conservat ion pro jects  a lso involve ta i lwater  returns .  In 

cases where Consumpt ive Use Analyses are necessary ,  i t  i s  necessary 

to map locat ions of  ta i lwater  return and prov ide month ly  

measurements  of  the quant i ty  of  ta i lwater  return f low.  I f  ta i lwater  

returns  to the s t ream upstream of another  water  user ’s  point  of  

divers ion,  then that  water  user  w i l l  be able to d ivert  that  water .  Other  

water  conservat ion projects  w i th a focus on improv ing inst ream water  

qual i ty  seek to reduce or  e l iminate ta i lwater  returns .  For  these 

projects ,  i t  i s  a l so necessary  to locate ta i lwater  returns  and measure 

ta i lwater  quant i ty and qual i ty  in order  to demonstrate the benef i ts  of  

the project.  

Water  Account ing calcu lat ions  are a l so needed for  ra inwater  

col lect ion and of f -channel s torage projects ,  such as  tanks  and ponds.  

For  these projects ,  the s torage capacity proposed needs to be 

compared to the vo lume of  water  used.  Th is  w i l l  he lp determine how 

much water  w i l l  s t i l l  need to be d iverted f rom the s t ream. Addit ional ly,  

the var iab i l i ty  in  prec ip i tat ion or  s t reamf low based on dry years  and 
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wet years  needs to be cons idered in  whether  the storage wi l l  be 

complete ly f i l led.   

The Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  shou ld prov ide a 

summary of  the water  ab le to be left  ins t ream by month.  

Water  Law Compl iance 

Funded proposa ls  that address  s t ream f lows and water  use sha l l  

comply w i th  the Cal i forn ia Water  Code,  as  wel l  as  any appl icable F ish 

and Game Codes .  Any proposa l  that w i l l  requ ire a change to water  

r ights ,  inc luding but  not l imi ted to bypass  f lows,  point  of  d ivers ion,  

locat ion of  use,  purpose of  use,  of f - s t ream s torage,  etc. ,  sha l l  

demonstrate an unders tanding of  the S tate Water  Resources Contro l  

Board (SWRCB) permit  processes ,  t imel ines ,  and costs  necessary for  

project approvals  by the SWRCB and the abi l i ty  to meet  those 

t imel ines w i th in the term of  a grant.  In  addit ion,  any proposa l  

modi fy ing water  r ights  for  an adjudicated s t ream shal l  ident i fy the 

required legal  process  for  change as  wel l  as  assoc iated legal  costs .  

P r io r  to a water  r ight purchase or  lease,  an appra isa l  of  the va lue of  

the water  r ight ,  conducted in compl iance wi th Department of  Genera l  

Serv ices Real Proper ty Serv ices Sect ion spec i f icat ions ,  must  be 

completed.  

An appl icant  must  demonstrate to CDFW that  they have a legal r ight 

to d iver t  water  by submit t ing a copy of  a water  r ight permit  or  l icense 

on f i le  w i th  the SWRCB,  or  some other  document that ev idences the 

r ight.  I f  a water r ight  i s  not  involved in  the project ,  include an 

explanat ion.  Appl icants  who d iver t  water  based on a r ipar ian or  pre -

1914 water  r ight must  document the i r  r ight  to d iver t  by submit t ing the 

in format ion out l ined below with the i r  proposa l .  

A.  A Statement of  Water  D ivers ion and Use that has been f i led w i th 

the SWRCB (min imum las t  3  years  or  up to the las t  10 years) .  For  

appl icants  who have not f i led a S tatement  of  Water  D ivers ion 
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and Use,  a copy of  that form may  be obta ined at  the SWRCB 

webs i te.  CDFW wi l l  not  accept  a  Statement  o f  Water Divers ion 

and Use unless  i t  has been f i led with  the SWRCB .  

B .  The average volume of  water  ( in acre feet)  d iverted each 

month dur ing the per iod of  use at each point  of  d ivers ion .  

C.  The average volume of  water  appl ied at the p lace of  use each 

month dur ing the per iod of  use f rom each point  of  d ivers ion .  

D.  A table that  shows the number of  acres i r r igated for  each 

parce l  w i th in the p lace of  use .  

E .  The average amount of  water  ( in acre feet)  appl ied per  acre 

each month calculated by d iv id ing the f low ( in acre feet)  at  

the p lace of  use into the number  of  acres i r r igated .  

F .  Al l  data,  ca lcu lat ions,  and any other  informat ion used to 

est imate the “duty of  water” .  

G.  The average i r r igat ion requirements  for  the crops and/or  

pasture land at the p lace of  use.  Informat ion regard ing average 

i r r igat ion requirements  may be avai lab le  f rom the Natura l  

Resource Conservat ion Serv ice,  U.C.  Extens ion,  or  in t he 

Department  of  Water  Resource s Bu l let in 113 .  

H .  The method(s)  used to apply the water  to the crops  and/or  

pasture land at the p lace of  use .   

I .  The type(s )  of  so i l  at  the p lace of  use .  

J .  A map that depicts  the p lace of  use,  the boundar ies  of  each 

parce l ,  each s t ream or  r iver  f rom which the water  i s  d iver ted,  

and the locat ion of  each point  of  divers ion on the st ream or  

r iver .  

  

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/diversion_use/
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/diversion_use/
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Watershed Map 

The Watershed Map  should c lear ly depict where the pro ject i s  

occur r ing re lat ive to  the larger  Focus  watershed.  P lease make the 

Watershed Map a leg ib le 8.5”  X 11” map of  the watershed showing the 

fo l lowing bas ic map features :  

A.  Topographic re l ief  in h i l l shade  

B .  St reams in the watershed;  label  mains tem and any t r ibutar ies  

where work  i s  proposed 

C.  Scale of  the map 

D.  North ar row or  other  d i rect i on icon 

E .  Inset of  the locat ion  of  the watershed in the county  

I f  rev iewers  are unable to  determine the locat ion of  the watershed 

appl icants  may be deducted points  in  the scoresheet .  P lease submit  

Watershed Maps as  a JPEG f i le type .  Do not inc lude roads and other  

features  to c lut ter  the map.  Aer ia l  photos  do not  sat is fy  this  

requi rement .   
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Appendix  A:  References  and Resources  

Program  

CDFW’s Publ ic Meet ings and Not ices   

FRGP So l ic i tat ion Documents   

FRGP Guidance Tools   

PCSRF Performance Measure Data D ict ionary  (se lect “Def in i t ions”  at 

top r ight)   

CDFW WebGrants  

P lans  and Guides  

Adams,  Peter  B . ,  L .B .  Boydstun,  Sean P.  Gal lagher ,  Michael K.  Lacy,  

T rent  McDonald,  and Kev in E.  Shaffer .  F ish Bu l let in 180 :  Cal i forn ia  

Coasta l  Sa lmonid Populat ion Moni tor ing:  S t rategy,  Des ign,  and 

Methods.  S tate of  Cal i forn ia ,  Resources Agency,  Department of  

F i sh and Game, 2011.  (PDF)  

Cal i forn ia  Department of  F i sh  & Game.  Culver t  Cr i ter ia  for  F i sh  

Passage.  State of  Cal i forn ia ,  Resources Agency,  Department of  
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Cal i forn ia  Department of  F i sh  & Game.  Recovery S t rategy for  

Cal i forn ia  Coho  Sa lmon.  S tate of  Cal i forn ia,  Resources  Agency,  

Department  of  F ish  and Game,  2004.  (PDF)  

Coho Sa lmon Recovery Tasks  (Webs i te)  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/notices
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Solicitation
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://www.webapps.nwfsc.noaa.gov/pcsrf/
https://watershedgrants.wildlife.ca.gov/index.do
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=30284&inline
https://www.fs.usda.gov/biology/nsaec/fishxing/fplibrary/CDFG_2002_Culvert_Criteria_for_Fish_Passage.pdf
https://www.fs.usda.gov/biology/nsaec/fishxing/fplibrary/CDFG_2002_Culvert_Criteria_for_Fish_Passage.pdf
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/coho/coho_tasks.aspx
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Cal i forn ia  Department of  T ranspor tat ion.  F ish Passage Des ign for  Road 

Cross ings .  2007,  Updates 2014 .  (PDF)  

Cal i forn ia  S tate Water  Resources Cont ro l  Board.  S tate Wet land 

Def in i t ion and Procedures for  D i scharges of  Dredged of  F i l l  

Mater ia l  to Waters  of  the S tate .  2019.  (PDF)  

Cramer,  Michel le L .  (managing edi tor ) .  Stream Habitat  Restorat ion 

Guide l ines  (“Washington manual”) .  Wash ington Department of  

F i sh and Wi ld l i fe,  2012 .  (PDF)   

Duf fy,  Walter  G.  Protocols  for  Moni tor ing the Response of  Anadromous 

Sa lmon and Stee lhead to Watershed Restorat ion in Cal i forn ia .  

Humboldt State Univers i ty,  2006.  (PDF)  

Federa l  H ighway Admin is t rat ion.  Wild l i fe Cross ing S t ructure Handbook .  

U .S .  Department  of  T ranspor tat ion,  2011.  (PDF)  

F los i ,  Gary,  Scott  Downie,  James Hopela in ,  Michael B i rd ,  Robert  Coey,  

and Bar ry Col l ins .  Cal i forn ia  Sa lmonid S t ream Habitat  Restorat ion 

Manual ,  4 t h  ed i t ion .  State of  Cal i forn ia ,  Resources Agency,  

Department  of  F ish  and Game, 2010.  

Vo lume 1 (PDF)  

Vo lume 2 (PDF)  

McEwan,  Dennis  and Ter ry A.  Jackson.  Stee lhead Restorat ion and 

Management P lan for  Cal i forn ia .  State of  Cal i forn ia,  Resources 

Agency,  Department of  F i sh and Game,  1996.  (PDF)  

2013 S tee lhead Recovery Task L is t  (PDF)  

Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice.  F ina l  Coasta l  Mul t i spec ies  Recovery 

P lan:  Cal i forn ia  Coasta l  Chinook Sa lmon,  Nor thern Cal i forn ia  

S tee lhead,  Central  Cal i forn ia Coast S tee lhead .  NMFS West Coast  

Region,  Santa Rosa,  2016 .   

https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/design/documents/f00020339_200705-fpm-complete-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/design/documents/f00020339_200705-fpm-complete-a11y.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/state_wetland_def_procedures.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/state_wetland_def_procedures.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/state_wetland_def_procedures.html
https://wdfw.wa.gov/sites/default/files/publications/01374/wdfw01374.pdf
https://wdfw.wa.gov/sites/default/files/publications/01374/wdfw01374.pdf
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=85514
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=85514
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=134712&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=22610&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=22612&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=3490
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=3490
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=58603
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/final-coastal-multispecies-recovery-plan-california-coastal-chinook-salmon
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Oregon/Nor thern Cal i forn ia  Coast Evolut ionar i ly  S ign i f icant  Un i t  

of  Coho Sa lmon (“SONCC plan”).  NMFS West Coast  Region,  

Arcata,  2014.    

Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice.  1997.  F i sh  Screening Cr i te r ia  for  

Anadromous  Sa lmonids .  NMFS Southwest Region,  1997.  (PDF)  
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Conta in ing Sa lmonids L i s ted Under the Endangered Species  Act .  
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S t ream Cross ings .  NMFS Southwest Region,  2001.  (PDF)  
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Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice.  Recovery P lan for  the Evolut ionar i ly  

S ign i f icant Un i t s  of  Sacramento R iver  Winter -Run Chinook Sa lmon 

and Centra l  Va l ley Spr ing -Run Chinook Sa lmon and the D is t inct 

Populat ion Segment  of  Cal i forn ia Cent ra l  Va l ley S tee lhead .  NMFS 

West Coast  Region,  Sacramento,  2014.  (PDF)  

Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice.  South-Centra l  Cal i forn ia Stee lhead 
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https://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/protected_species/salmon_steelhead/recovery_planning_and_implementation/southern_oregon_northern_california_coast/SONCC_recovery_plan.html
https://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/protected_species/salmon_steelhead/recovery_planning_and_implementation/southern_oregon_northern_california_coast/SONCC_recovery_plan.html
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https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/recovery-plan-evolutionarily-significant-units-sacramento-river-winter-run
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https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/resource/document/southern-california-steelhead-recovery-plan
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=134713&inline
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Energy Commiss ion,  Natura l  Resources Agency.  Cal i forn ia’s  

Four th C l imate Change Assessment  (2018).  (PDF)  

Un i ted S tates  Bureau of  Rec lamat ion .  Water  Measurement Manual , 3 rd  

ed i t ion .  U . S .  Depar tment  o f  the  In ter io r ,  2001 .   

Cal i forn ia’s  Sa lmon St rategy for  a Hotter ,  Dr ier  Future  (2024)  

Cal i forn ia  C l imate Adaptat ion S t rategy  (2018)   

Cal i forn ia  Water  Act ion P lan  

Coasta l  Watershed P lanning and Assessment Program  (CWPAP)   
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S tate Wi ld l i fe Act ion P lan   

Cal i forn ia  Natura l  Resources Agency,  Sacramento Val ley Sa lmon 

Res i l iency S t rategy  June 2017(PDF)  

Codes and Regulat ions  

Cal i forn ia  Code of  Regulat ions (CCR) ,  T i t le  14,  D iv i s ion 6 ,  Chapter  3,  

Ar t ic le 5,  Sect ion 15064.4 :  Greenhouse Gas Emis s ions Impacts   

Cal i forn ia  Employment Development  Department wage data  

http://www.restorationreview.com/downloads/Science_and_Tools_for_Stream_Projects_2011.pdf
http://www.restorationreview.com/downloads/Science_and_Tools_for_Stream_Projects_2011.pdf
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https://www.climatechange.ca.gov/adaptation/strategy/index.html
http://resources.ca.gov/california_water_action_plan/
http://coastalwatersheds.ca.gov/
https://www.pcouncil.org/
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/SWAP
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/Salmon-Resiliency-Strategy.pdf
https://resources.ca.gov/CNRALegacyFiles/docs/Salmon-Resiliency-Strategy.pdf
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Cal i forn ia  Endangered Species  Act  (CESA)  

Cal i forn ia  Env i ronmenta l  Qual i ty  Act  (CEQA)  

Cal i forn ia  Fores t  Pract ices Act  (FPA),  AKA,  Z’Berg -Ne jedly  Fores t  

Pract ice Act or  Cal i forn ia Fores t  Pract ice Ru les  (PDF)  

Cal i forn ia  Law 

Bus iness  and Profess ions Code  (BPC) Sect ion 6700 et seq.  

(Profess ional  Engineers  Act )   

BPC Sect ion 7800 et  seq.  (Geologis ts  and Geophys ic is t s  Act)   

F i sh and Game Code (FGC) Sect ion 1501.5   

FGC Sect ion 2081(a)   

FGC Sect ion 5937  

FGC Sect ion 6027  

Publ ic  Resources Code (PRC) Sect ion 6217.1   

PRC Sect ion 10000  

Water  Code (WAT) Sect ion 1707  

C lean Water  Act  (CWA)   

Sect ion 401  

Sect ion 404  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/CESA
http://resources.ca.gov/ceqa/
https://www.fire.ca.gov/media/1504/2019-forest-practice-rules-and-act_final.pdf
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayexpandedbranch.xhtml?tocCode=BPC&division=3.&title=&part=&chapter=7.&article=
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayexpandedbranch.xhtml?tocCode=BPC&division=3.&title=&part=&chapter=12.5.&article=
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=FGC&sectionNum=1501.5.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=FGC&sectionNum=2081.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=FGC&sectionNum=5937.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=FGC&sectionNum=6027.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum=6217.1.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum=10000.
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=WAT&sectionNum=1707.
https://www.epa.gov/cwa-401/clean-water-act-section-401-state-certification-water-quality
https://www.epa.gov/cwa-404/permit-program-under-cwa-section-404
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Code of  Federa l  Regulat ions  

Federa l  Un iform Grant Guidance 2 CFR sect ion 200 

Modif ied Tota l  D i rect  Cost  (MTDC) 2 CFR sect ion 200.68  

Workers ’  Compensat ion 2 CFR sect ion 200.431  

Dav is -Bacon Labor Rates   

Department  of  Industr ia l  Re lat ions (DIR)  –  Prevai l ing Wage 

Department  of  T ranspor tat ion Labor  Surcharge and Equipment Renta l  

Rates   

Federa l  Endangered Species  Act  (ESA)   

Nat ional  Env i ronmenta l  Po l icy Act  (NEPA)  

Nonprof i t  Corporat ion Law  (D iv i s ion 2  [commencing with  Sect ion 5000 ]  

of  T i t le  1 of  the Corporat ions Code ) 

Permi t t ing  

CDFW Document L ib rary  –  prev ious years ’  permit  documents   

CDFW Sc ient i f ic  Col lect ing Permit  (SCP)  

Cal i forn ia  Rapid Assessment Method 

Coasta l  Development Permit (s )  f rom the Cal i forn ia Coasta l  

Commiss ion  

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?tpl=/ecfrbrowse/Title02/2cfr200_main_02.tpl
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/retrieveECFR?gp=&SID=622d704bf6820a3606cd0dc7f1fd2df5&mc=true&n=pt2.1.200&r=PART&ty=HTML#se2.1.200_168
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=96689335dbd617bf13a1f233b675c4ea&mc=true&node=se2.1.200_1431&rgn=div8
http://www.access.gpo.gov/davisbacon/%20https:/www.dol.gov/whd/govcontracts/dbra.htm
https://www.dir.ca.gov/Public-Works/Prevailing-Wage.html
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/construction/equipment-rental-rates-and-labor-surcharge
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/construction/equipment-rental-rates-and-labor-surcharge
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/national/endangered-species-conservation/endangered-species-act
https://ceq.doe.gov/
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=CORP&division=2.&title=1.&part=&chapter=&article=
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/documents/ContextDocs.aspx?cat=FRGPRegulatory
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Scientific-Collecting
http://www.cramwetlands.org/
https://coastal.ca.gov/cdp/cdp-forms.html
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Habitat Restorat ion and Enhancement  Act   

Lake and Streambed Al terat ion Agreement   

Mi t igated Negat ive Declarat ion  

NMFS B io log ical  Opin ions   

S tate Water  Resources  Cont ro l  Board (SWRCB)  Amended Genera l  401 

Water  Qual i ty Cer t i f icat ion Order  for  Smal l  Habi tat Restorat ion Projects   

SWRCB Const ruct ion Genera l  S torm Water  permit   

SWRCB D iv is ion of  Water  R ights   

SWRCB Statement of  Water  D ivers ion and Use   

U.S .  Army Corps of  Engineers  (USACE)  CWA Sect ion 404 permit t ing   

USACE Regional  Genera l  Permits  (PDFs)  

RGP 12 (Nor th Coast count ies  of  A lameda, Contra Costa,  De l  Nor te,  

Glenn,  Humboldt,  Lake,  Mar in,  Mendocino,  Monterey,  Napa,  San 

Beni to,  San F ranc isco,  San Lu is  Obispo (nor theast ,  non -coasta l) ,  

San Mateo,  Santa Clara,  Santa Cruz,  S isk iyou,  So lano,  Sonoma, 

and Tr in i ty)  

RGP 16 (Por t ions of  the fo l lowing Centra l  Va l ley count ies :  A lameda, 

Amador,  But te,  Calaveras,  Colusa,  Cont ra Costa,  E l  Dorado,  

F resno,  Glenn,  K ings,  Madera,  Mar iposa,  Merced,  Nevada,  

P lacer ,  Sacramento,  San Beni to,  San Joaquin,  Shasta,  So lano,  

S tan is laus,  Sut ter ,  T ehama, Tu lare,  Tuolumne,  Yo lo,  and Yuba)  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review/HRE-Act
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/LSA
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/MND
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/national/endangered-species-conservation/biological-opinions
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/generalorders_wb.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/cwa401/generalorders_wb.html
http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.shtml
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/waterrights/water_issues/programs/diversion_use/
https://www.usace.army.mil/Missions/Civil-Works/Regulatory-Program-and-Permits/Obtain-a-Permit/
https://www.spn.usace.army.mil/Portals/68/docs/regulatory/RGP/RGP12_2015.pdf
https://www.spk.usace.army.mil/Portals/12/documents/regulatory/gp/RGP-16/RGP%2016.pdf?ver=2019-07-26-171226-650
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RGP 78 (South Coast count ies  of  Los  Angeles  D is t r ic t :  Los  Angeles ,  

Orange,  R ivers ide,  San Bernard ino,  San D iego,  San Lu is  Obispo,  

Santa Barbara,  and Ventura)  

  

https://www.spl.usace.army.mil/Portals/17/docs/regulatory/RGP/RGP78.pdf
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Other  

Amer iCorps   

C lear inghouse for  Dam Removal  In format ion  (CDRI)   

CDFW Aquat ic Invas ive Species  D is infect ion/Decontaminat ion 

Protocols   

CDFW B IOS metadata s tandards  

CDFW Invas ive Species  Program 

Cal i forn ia  Natura l  D ivers i ty Database   

Department  of  Water  Resources Bu l let in 113 –  Crop Water  Use in 

Cal i forn ia  (PDF)  

FCC’s  coord inates conver ter  

FGDC metadata s tandards  (PDF)  

Nat ional  Mar ine F i sher ies  Serv ice  

Species  in the Spot l ight :  NOAA's  Spec ies  in  the Spot l ight  

Sudden Oak Death Syndrome : Decontaminat ion Protocols  Profess ional  

Sani tat ion Guide (PDF)  

Sudden Oak Death Syndrome: Sani tat ion and Reducing Spread   

http://www.americorps.gov/Default.asp
https://calisphere.org/collections/26143/
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=92821&inline
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=92821&inline
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/BIOS/Metadata
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Invasives
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Maps-and-Data
http://wdl.water.ca.gov/waterdatalibrary/docs/historic/Bulletins/Bulletin_113/Bulletin_113-4__1986.pdf
http://wdl.water.ca.gov/waterdatalibrary/docs/historic/Bulletins/Bulletin_113/Bulletin_113-4__1986.pdf
https://www.fcc.gov/media/radio/dms-decimal
http://www.fgdc.gov/metadata/documents/workbook%200501%20bmk.pdf
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/topic/endangered-species-conservation#species-in-the-spotlight
http://www.suddenoakdeath.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/Professional-sanitation-guide_January-2013.pdf
http://www.suddenoakdeath.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/04/Professional-sanitation-guide_January-2013.pdf
http://www.suddenoakdeath.org/diagnosis-and-management/sanitation-reducing-spread/
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Appendix  B :  P roposal  Evaluat ion  and Scor ing 

P rotocols  
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Concept-Proposal  Rev iew 

FRGP s taf f  w i l l  conduct a concept proposa l  rev iew of  a l l  submit ted 

proposa ls  pr ior  to project consu l tat ions .  I f  any “No” box i s  checked 

below, the appl icant w i l l  be asked to exp la in  dur ing the project 

consu l tat ion.   

P roposa l  Number & Type:    Yes  No  N/A  

1.  I s  the appl icat ion complete ( i .e. ,  does i t  inc lude a l l  

requ ired par ts )?  
☐  ☐  ☐  

2.  Does the appl icat ion meet  a l l  e l ig ib i l i ty  c r i te r ia?  ☐  ☐  ☐  

3.  Project  Background :  Does the appl icant  c lear ly 

exp la in ex is t ing works i te  condi t ions and the problem 

at  the pro ject  locat ion  wel l? 
☐  ☐  ☐  

4.  Project  Status :  Does the appl icant  c lear ly  exp la in 

project s tatus  and any past  funded work?  
☐  ☐  ☐  

5.  Project  Object ives:  Are the p roposed habitat 

res torat ion object ives  l i ke ly  to resu l t  in  the 

descr ibed outcomes for  the benef i t  of  the focus 

spec ies? 

☐  ☐  ☐  

6.  Ecological  P rocess  Considerat ions :  D id the 

appl icant demonst rate that  the pro ject  t r ied to 

incorporate mult i -benef i t ,  p rocess -based,  and 

nature-based restorat ion pr inc ip les  cons ider ing 

ex i s t ing works i te  constra ints? ( i .e. ,  even in an 

env i ronment w i th in f ras t ructure const ra ints ,  d id the 

appl icant cons ider  mul t i -benef i t ,  process -based,  

and nature-based res torat ion pr inc ip les )? 

☐  ☐  ☐  

7.  Project  Outcomes:  Are the major  de l iverables  c lear ly  

descr ibed and have a reasonable es t imated 

del iverable  t imel ine for  the project?  
☐  ☐  ☐  

8.  Project  P r io r i ty :  The pro ject i s  ident i f ied as  a pr ior i ty  

in  the watershed by be ing l i s ted in a watershed 

spec i f ic  p lan or  address ing a l imi t ing factor  in a 

watershed spec i f ic  p lan?  

☐  ☐  ☐  

9.  Budget  I s  the budget reasonable and rea l i s t ic?  ☐  ☐  ☐  

10.  I s  th is  pro ject a meaningfu l  and substant ia l  

contr ibut ion to sa lmonid habi tat  res torat ion and 

spec ies  recovery? 
☐  ☐  ☐  
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Proposa l  Number & Type:    Yes  No  N/A  

11.  I s  the proposa l  f ree of  s ign i f icant  f laws  ( engineer ing,  

b io log ical ,  or  otherwise) that  would make the 

project ineffect ive?  
☐  ☐  ☐  

Quest ions and Commen ts .  I f  a  quest ion was answered wi th a “no”  

please prov ide a rat ional .   
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Adminis t rat ive  Rev iew 

FRGP s taf f  w i l l  conduct an admin is t rat ive rev iew on a l l  proposa ls .  The 

rev iew wi l l  determine i f  the proposa l  i s  complete and meets  a l l  the 

submiss ion requi rements .  I f  any “No” box i s  checked below, the 

proposa l  w i l l  be cons idered incomplete and re jected f rom fur ther  

cons iderat ion.  

Proposa l  Number & Type:    Yes  No  N/A  

Proposed project i s  w i th in  the So l ic i tat ion focus.  ☐  ☐  ☐  

The proposa l  as wri t ten  addresses the ident i f ied 

Recovery Task and can accompl ish the Task in part  or  in  

whole.  
☐  ☐  ☐  

1.  In termediate P lans inc luded.  

(Project Types:  FP,  SC)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

2.  Conceptual P lans inc luded.  

(Project Types:  HU)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

3.  In termediate or  Conceptual  P lans inc luded.  

(Project Types:  HB,  HI ,  HS,  WC,  WD  
☐  ☐  ☐  

4.  Pro ject Locat ion Topographic Map inc luded.  

(Project Types:  FP,  HB,  H I ,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, PD,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  WC, WD)  ( . JPEG) 
☐  ☐  ☐  

5.  Watershed (or  County)  Map inc luded.  

(Project Types:  FP,  HB,  H I ,  HR,  HS  HU,  MO, OR,  PD,  P I ,  

PL ,  RE,  TE ,  WD)  ( . JPEG)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

6.  Prov is ional  Landowner Access  

Agreement/Prov is ional  Reso lut ion.  

(Project Types:  FP,  HB,  H I ,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  MO, PD,  PL ,  RE,  

SC,  TE,  WC, WD)  

☐  ☐  ☐  

7.  Appl icable Deta i led Project Budgets  ( inc luding 

subcontractors) .  

(Project Type:  A l l )  
☐  ☐  ☐  

8.  Federa l  Approved Ind i rect Rate Letter  inc luded.  

(Project Type:  A l l )  
☐  ☐  ☐  

9.  Water  Law Compl iance documents  inc luded.  

(Project Types:  FP,  HB,  PD,  SC,  WC, WD) 
☐  ☐  ☐  
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Proposa l  Number & Type:    Yes  No  N/A  

10.  Photographs  inc luded.  

(Project Types:  FP,  HB,  H I ,  HR,  HS ,  HU,  PD,  RE,  SC,  

WC,  WD) 
☐  ☐  ☐  

11.  Status  Repor t  inc luded.  

(Project Types:  OR,  P I ,  TE)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

12.  Fence Maintenance P lan inc luded.  

(Project Type:  HR)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

13.  Ripar ian Restorat ion P lan inc luded.  

(Project Type:  HR)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

14.  Qual i ty Assurance and Qual i ty Cont ro l  (QA/QC) P lan 

inc luded.  

(Project Types:  MO)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

15.  Ex i s t ing Condit ions Sketch inc luded.  

(Project Type:  PD)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

16.  F ive-Year Management P lan.  

(Project Type:  RE)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

17.  Evaluat ion P lan inc luded.  

(Project Types:  TE)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

18.  Invas ive Species  Prevent ion Protocols  inc luded.  

(Project Types:  A l l )  
☐  ☐  ☐  

19.  Reference Documents  inc luded.  

(Project Type:  MO, PL)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

20.  Program Permit  In format ion Table –  Appendix D .  

(Project Type:  FP,  HB,  HI ,  HR,  HS,  HU,  SC,  WC, WD)  

( . x lsx)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

21.  Ins t ream Benef i ts  and Impact  Analys i s  inc luded.  

(Project Type:  PD,  WC)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

22.  Water  Account ing and Consumpt ive Use Analys is  

inc luded.  

(Project Type:  PD,  WC)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

23.  GenAI D isc losure and Factsheet (STD 1000)  ( I f  

Appl icable)  
☐  ☐  ☐  

24.  Th i s  proposa l  requi res  the Grace Per iod for  fur ther  

rev iew.  
☐  ☐   

Grace Per iod Condit ions:  I f  rece iv ing th i s  rev iew dur ing the Grace 

Per iod p lease supply  the mis s ing document(s) ,  marked “No”,  to 

WebGrants  before the deadl ine or  the proposa l  w i l l  be cons idered 

incomplete and re jected f rom fur ther  cons iderat ion.  
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CDFW and NMFS Engineer ing and Geotechnical  Level  Rev iew  

Proposal  # :    P ro ject  T i t le:     

CDFW or NMFS Review Engineer  / Geologis t :    

Ques t ion YES NO N/A Comments  

1.  Are the problems to be addressed cor rect ly  

ident i f ied and adequate ly  character i zed?  
☐  ☐  ☐  

 

2 .  Does the des ign approach,  inc luding the O&M, 

address  the ident i f ied problems?  
☐  ☐  ☐  

3 .  Are the techniques  proposed appropr iate for  the 

channel  type (accord ing to the CA Restorat ion 

Manual ,  Par t  I I I  or  accepted methods)?  

☐  ☐  ☐  

4 .  Are the proposed project mater ia l s  the 

appropr iate s i ze,  type,  and spec ies  for  the 

s t ream zone (act ive channel and f loodpla in)  and 

watershed? 

☐  ☐  ☐  
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Ques t ion YES NO N/A Comments  

5.  Does the proposa l  ident i fy a l l  necessary surveys 

and invest igat ions requi red to complete the 

des ign? 

☐  ☐  ☐  

6 .  Does the Intermediate or  Conceptual  P lan Repor t  

descr ibe the set of  condi t ions,  constra ints ,  and 

requirements  necessary for  project des ign and 

are the p lans >65 percent  p lan development  for  

the fo l lowing pro ject  categor ies :  FP,  HB,  HS,  WD 

(and some HI  and HU)?  

☐  ☐  ☐  

7 .  Are any ref inements  that need to be made to the 

des ign reasonable to make between the 65% and 

100% des ign? Does  the project  proponent /  

des igner  seem wi l l ing to,  capable of ,  and have 

funds for  making the necessary changes before 

the project i s  executed ( i f  funded)?  

☐  ☐  ☐  

8 .  I f  the pro ject i s  l i ke ly  to require future  

consu l tat ion or  evaluat ion of  a 

conceptual/ intermediate p lan as i t  i s  be ing 

developed is  th i s  consu l tat ion able to be 

accommodated in the proposed project  t imel ine 

and budget? 

☐  ☐  ☐  
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Ques t ion YES NO N/A Comments  

9.  I s  the pro ject l i ke ly  to requi re the par t ic ipat ion of  

a  l icensed engineer  or  geologis t  and is  the 

l icensed profess ional  ident i f ied or  the se lect ion 

cr i ter ia for  the l icensed profess ional  prov ided?  

☐  ☐  ☐  

10.  Do the l icensed engineers  and/or  geologis t s  

have the exper ience and exper t i se requi red for  

project success  (e.g. ,  demonst rated exper ience 

on s imi lar  pro jects ;  technical  exper t ise 

appropr iate to the project;  communicat ion,  

coord inat ion,  and log is t ica l  capabi l i t ies )?  

☐  ☐  ☐  

11.  F rom an engineer ing/geotechnical  

perspect ive,  shou ld the proposa l  be cons idered 

for  funding? Note:  I f  any of  the above quest ions 

were answered “NO”,  then the proposa l  shou ld 

not  be cons idered for  funding at th is  t ime.  I f  

there are other  engineer ing / feas i b i l i ty  reasons 

why the proposa l  shou ld not be funded,  s tate 

them here.  

0  

☐  

DNF 

☐  

NA 

☐  

Eng ineer/Geotechnical  Rev iew Point  Deduct ions (0,  DNF,  or  NA):     
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FRGP Pr ior i ty  1  P ro ject  Types  -  Scoresheet  Ins t ruct ions   

Projects that restore, enhance, or protect anadromous salmonid habitat through 

construction or design projects that lead to construction 

 

Use Not Applicable (N/A) where appropriate as determined through FRGP Guidelines. 

 

1. Qualifications: Does the proposal demonstrate the Project Team (applicant, 

subcontractors, tribes, partners and anyone who contributes to the project 

completion) have the qualifications, experience, license and capacity to successfully 

perform the proposed tasks with minimal CDFW oversight?  

Scoring Considerations: 

• Applicant has demonstrated their ability to complete projects on time and 

to be cooperative. 

• Subcontractor(s) has demonstrated their ability to complete projects on 

time and to be cooperative.  

• Subcontractor selection criteria are clear, informative, adequate and 

justifiable.  

• If applicable, past project deliverables have conformed to FRGP 

requirements. 

• Qualifications and licenses are appropriate for the tasks proposed. 

• Landowners have provided access and are supportive of the goals and 

objectives. For design projects, landowner support has been demonstrated 

and there are details for securing 100% landowner support. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

7 - 10 points Project Team has extensive experience successfully implementing 

many previous projects similar in scope and scale according to 

proposed timeline. Subcontractor selection criteria are clear. If 

applicable, past project deliverables have conformed to FRGP 

requirements. Full or significant landowner support has been 

demonstrated and project goals and objectives can be achieved.  

Tier 2 

3 - 6 points Project Team has moderate experience successfully implementing 

projects as proposed or Project Team has little experience 

completing projects of this type but appears well qualified to 

complete all deliverables. Project Team had issues meeting previous 

project timelines or proposed deliverables. Subcontractor selection 

criteria require some clarification. Some landowner support has 

been demonstrated with details provided for securing full support to 

meet the goals and objectives.   

Tier 3 

0 - 2 points Project Team has limited or no experience with projects as proposed, 

and qualifications appear inadequate. Selection criteria are 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Append ix  B  -  263  ( rev .  05/2024)  

inadequate and need extensive clarification. Landowner support is 

unclear, or additional landowner support must be obtained to meet 

the project goals and objectives. 

 

Do Not Fund Project Team is unqualified or unlicensed or has been 

uncooperative. Selection criteria are not provided. Landowner 

support has not been demonstrated and there is no detailed 

description included describing how support will be secured. 

 

2. Project Information: Does the proposal include the Project Type details as required in 

the Application and the Guidelines?  

Scoring Considerations: 

• Project Information including Project Description, Description of Activities 

and Required Project Type Information is complete, clear and detailed. 

• Project Type Supplementary Documents conform to Guidelines. 

• Proposal demonstrates a clear and reasonable plan for post-project data 

collection as required in the Guidelines, when applicable.  

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

7 - 10 points Project Information is clear, adequate and generally conforms to 

Guideline requirements. Supplementary Documents conform to 

Guidelines. The plan for post-project data collection is clear and 

reasonable. 

Tier 2 

3 - 6 points Project Information is missing minor details, or one Supplementary 

Document does not conform to all Guideline requirements. Some 

clarity is needed to evaluate the proposal, understand the project 

or write an agreement. The plan for post-project data collection 

may not clearly support evaluation of project success. 

Tier 3 

0 - 2 points Project Information is missing major/important details or multiple 

Supplementary Documents do not conform to Guidelines. Extensive 

clarification is needed to evaluate the proposal, understand the 

project or write and agreement. The plan for post-project data 

collection does not support evaluation of project success. 

 

Do Not Fund  Project Information or Supplementary Documents are significantly 

flawed and do not follow Guideline requirements. The proposed 

project does not include required post-project data collection. 

 

3. Budget: Is the budget appropriate for the work and deliverables proposed, including 

detailed costs? Overall, is the project cost-effective? 

Scoring Considerations: 

• The proposed project is cost-effective relative to the expected benefits. 

• Line items are cost-effective. 
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• The proposal clearly describes all project costs including personnel, 

operating, equipment, materials, rentals, subcontractors and Indirect 

Costs. 

• Applicant budget is clear and detailed for all expenses. 

• Subcontractor budgets are clear and detailed for all expenses. 

• Expenses are justified where necessary. 

• All expenses are allowable. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

7 - 10 points Applicant and subcontractor(s) budgets are cost-effective for the 

expected benefits, generally clear and well-justified. All expenses 

are allowable. 

Tier 2 

3 - 6 points Budget is acceptable but less cost-effective for the expected 

benefits and needs further clarification or justification. Some 

expenses are not allowable, and budget will need correction. 

Tier 3 

0 - 2 points Budget has line items that are not cost-effective, not clear nor well 

justified, but the project will provide some benefit to the focus 

species. 

Do Not Fund Budget is not cost-effective, not clear and there is little or no 

justification. Large expenses are not allowable and prohibit the 

completion of the project.  

 

4. Cost Share: Cost share means the portion of project costs not paid by FRGP. 

Scoring Considerations: 

• Cost share not suitable: Projects, personnel, or supplies and equipment 

previously funded by CDFW; resources expended prior to the term of the 

grant; salaries of permanently funded employees working for CDFW or 

NOAA Fisheries; indirect charges; mitigation funds and funds used in 

enforcement actions; cost share funds that will not be confirmed by 

December 1 of the PSN year; cost share being used as match for other 

grants or entities. 

 

• Hard cost share (HCS): All hard cost share must be Non-Federal sourced 

money or in-kind contributions that do not come from a federal source. 

Hard cost share can be provided by the applicant and/or the applicant’s 

partners involved in the implementation of the proposed project. Hard cost 

must be confirmed prior to July 1 of the PSN year.  

 

• Soft cost share (SCS): All soft cost share is Federal sourced money or in-kind 

contributions that come from a federal source. Soft cost share can be 

provided by the applicant and/or the applicant’s partners involved in the 

implementation of the proposed project. Cost share funds (cash or in-kind) 

that will be confirmed after July 1 of the PSN year up until December 1 of 
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the PSN year can only be counted as soft cost share regardless of funding 

source. 

 

Total Cost Share (TCS) = (HCS) + (0.5)(SCS) 

Total Cost Share Percentage (TCS%) = (TCS / Total Project Cost* (TPC) (100) 

 

*Total Project Cost (TPC) includes the amount requested, the cost share amounts, and 

other projects costs not eligible for cost share.  

 

TCS% 40+ 36-39 32-35 28-31 24-27 20-23 16-19  12-15  8-11  4-7 0-3 

Points 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0 

   

5. Project Need:  To what extent does the project address high priority limiting factors to 

focus species recovery, in locations needed for focus species recovery?  

Scoring Considerations: 

• The Project Background details the root causes of habitat degradation and 

demonstrates the need for the proposed treatments. 

• The project addresses agency priorities (location, project type, species) 

identified in the FRGP Focus Table or otherwise addresses a high priority 

action needed to protect, conserve, or recover the focus species.  

• The project targets high priority habitat features, habitat types or habitat 

conditions known to limit the focus species at any or all life stages. 

• The project is guided by recommendations from supporting documents 

cited in the FRGP Focus Tools including regional recovery plans, watershed 

assessments, habitat inventory assessments, or other equivalent documents 

to address limiting factors. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

14 - 20 points Proposal details the root cause of the habitat degradation and 

demonstrates the need for the proposed treatment(s). The project 

targets agency priorities (location, project type, species) identified 

in the FRGP Focus Table. The project targets high priority habitat 

features, habitat types or habitat conditions known to limit the focus 

species at any or all life stages. The project is guided by 

recommendations cited in the FRGP Focus Tools. 

Tier 2 

7 - 13 points Proposal details the root cause of the habitat degradation and 

demonstrates the need for the proposed treatment(s). The project 

does not target agency priority locations or project types identified 

in the FRGP Focus Table. The project targets documented limiting 

factor(s) for the focus species by addressing high priority habitat 

features, habitat types or habitat conditions in a location important 

to the focus species. The project is guided by recommendations 

cited in the FRGP Focus Tools.   
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Tier 3 

0 - 6 points Proposal partially details the root cause of the habitat degradation 

and inadequately demonstrates the need for the proposed 

treatment(s). The project does not target agency priorities 

(locations, project types, species) identified in the FRGP Focus Table. 

The project generally addresses limiting factor(s) for salmonids but 

does not target a focus species, high priority habitat features, 

habitat types or conditions or is not in a location important to 

recovery of the focus species. The project is not guided by inventory 

or assessment recommendations. 

 

Do Not Fund The need for the project has not been demonstrated or is not a 

salmonid habitat restoration project. 

 

6. Approach: Does the proposal clearly show the most effective approach has been 

developed using the best available science to meet the project goal(s) and 

objective(s)? 

Scoring Considerations: 

• Proposed project goal(s) and objective(s) are clear and measurable in 

addressing limiting factors to focus species recovery. 

• Proposed project strives for a durable, persistent, and maintenance-free 

project to the extent practicable.  

• Required maintenance or monitoring plan ensures longevity of the habitat 

improvement(s). 

• Project deliverables, sequencing, timing, methods, techniques and 

materials are appropriate and well understood. 

• Sufficient analysis and documentation demonstrate a high likelihood that 

the benefits will be realized in an expedited timeframe as described in 

Project Objectives. 

• Protocols are described in the CDFW Restoration Manual or other approved 

guidelines. 

• Project addresses all available opportunities for eliminating or reducing the 

need for retreatment or additional treatment within the treatment area, 

excluding low-tech process-based restoration. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

12 - 15 points Project goals and objectives are clear and address the limiting 

factor(s). Treatments are durable, persistent, maintenance-free or 

the included maintenance/monitoring plan ensures longevity of the 

habitat improvement(s). Project deliverables, sequencing, methods, 

techniques and materials are appropriate and well understood. 

There is sufficient analysis to demonstrate a high likelihood that 

benefits will be realized within an expedited timeframe. Protocols are 

described in the CDFW Restoration Manual or other approved 

guidelines. Approach maximizes efficiency within the treatment 
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area, minimizing the potential need for additional treatment or 

retreatment. 

Tier 2 

8 - 11 points Project goals and objectives are clear and address the limiting 

factor(s). Treatments may be less durable, less persistent or require 

some maintenance. Maintenance or monitoring may not efficiently 

or effectively support the habitat improvements. Project deliverables 

and sequencing is clear, but methods, techniques and materials are 

less than optimal or are experimental, and appropriateness is 

uncertain. The likelihood that benefits will be realized is supported by 

minimal analysis. Approach is less efficient within the treatment area 

and there may be a need for additional treatment or retreatment. 

Tier 3 

4 - 7 points Project goals and objectives need clarification to determine if 

limiting factor(s) are being addressed. Treatments are less durable or 

persistent and will require maintenance. Maintenance or monitoring 

may not efficiently or effectively support the habitat 

improvement(s). Project deliverables, sequencing, methods, 

techniques or materials are less than optimal or experimental, and 

appropriateness is uncertain. Project supporting analysis does not 

demonstrate a high likelihood that benefits will be realized. 

Approach is less efficient within the treatment area and need for 

additional treatment or retreatment is likely.  

Tier 4 

0 - 3 points  Project goals and objectives do not directly address limiting 

factor(s). Treatments are not durable or persistent and will require 

maintenance. Maintenance or monitoring plans do not efficiently or 

effectively support the habitat improvement(s). Project deliverables, 

sequencing, methods, techniques or materials are not clear, 

appropriate or understood. Project supporting analysis is lacking or 

demonstrates low likelihood that benefits will be realized. Approach 

is inefficient within the treatment area and there will be a need for 

additional treatment or retreatment. 

 

Do Not Fund Approach is inappropriate or is unlikely to result in desired outcomes. 

 

7. Benefits: Will the project provide substantial benefits to focus species through 

improvements in stream habitat and watershed function? 

Scoring Considerations: 

• Habitat gains (metrics) will be significant for the project location, including 

but not limited to, habitat made available, increase in time that important 

habitats are accessible, improved physical habitat target values, off-

channel habitat created, improvements in fish passage and accessible 

habitat. 

• The project contributes to focus species recovery.  
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• The project will restore ecosystem processes to the extent possible. 

• The project addresses the effects of climate change on salmonid habitat. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

20 - 25 points Project will achieve significant gains in quality or quantity of habitat 

accessible to the focus species thereby contributing to species 

recovery. Project maximizes ecosystem complexity and recovery of 

ecosystem processes to the extent possible. Project directly 

addresses effects of climate change on focus species’ habitat 

and/or vulnerable ecosystems. The project uses best management 

practices to improve resilience to climate change, including 

infrastructure design.  

Tier 2 

14 - 19 points Project will achieve moderate gains in quality or quantity of habitat 

accessible to the focus species thereby contributing to species 

recovery. Project improves ecosystem complexity and supports 

recovery of ecosystem processes to the extent possible. Project will 

moderately address effects of climate change on focus species’ 

habitat and/or vulnerable ecosystems. The project uses best 

management practices to moderately improve resilience to climate 

change, including infrastructure design.  

Tier 3 

8 - 13 points Project will achieve minor gains in quality or quantity of habitat 

accessible to the focus species thereby contributing to species 

recovery to a lesser degree. Project improves or maintains 

ecosystem complexity and supports recovery of ecosystem 

processes to the extent possible. Project will minimally address 

effects of climate change on focus species’ habitat and/or 

vulnerable ecosystems. The project uses best management 

practices to minimally improve resilience to climate change, 

including infrastructure design.  

Tier 4 

0 - 7 points Project may achieve limited gains in quality or quantity of habitat 

accessible to the focus species thereby contributing to species 

recovery to a lesser degree. Project maintains but does not improve 

ecosystem complexity to the extent possible. Project does not 

support recovery of ecosystem processes. The project addresses 

climate change indirectly by avoiding adverse environmental 

impacts by using best management practices or does not address 

climate change. 

 

Do Not Fund Habitat gains for the focus species will not be achieved through the 

proposed project. Project reduces or impairs ecosystem complexity. 

The project does not address climate change. 
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FRGP Pr ior i ty  2  and 3  P ro ject  Types  –  Scoresheet  

Ins t ruct ions   

Projects that support anadromous salmonid habitat restoration projects through 

planning, outreach, education, and/or monitoring 

 

Use Not Applicable (N/A) where appropriate as determined through FRGP 

Guidelines. 

 

1. Qualifications: Does the proposal demonstrate the Project Team (applicant, 

subcontractors, tribes, partners and anyone who contributes to the project 

completion) have the qualifications, experience, license and capacity to 

successfully perform the proposed tasks with minimal CDFW oversight?  

Scoring Considerations: 

• Applicant has demonstrated their ability to complete projects on 

time and to be cooperative. 

• Subcontractors have demonstrated their ability to complete projects 

on time and to be cooperative. 

• Subcontractor selection criteria are clear, informative, adequate 

and justifiable. 

• If applicable, past project deliverables have conformed to FRGP 

requirements. 

• Qualifications and licenses are appropriate for the tasks proposed. 

• The Project Team’s past activities have effectively planned, 

informed, prioritized or provided tools to implement restoration for 

focus species. 

• Landowner collaboration has been demonstrated or landowners 

have provided access and are supportive of the objectives and 

goals. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

7 - 10 points Project Team has extensive experience successfully 

implementing many planning, outreach, education, or 

monitoring projects similar in scope and scale, according to 

proposed timeline. Past project deliverables have conformed 

to FRGP requirements. Project Team’s past activities led to on-

the-ground restoration projects, 100% Design Plans or 

contributed to restoration prioritization planning efforts. 
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Subcontractor selection criteria are clear. Landowner 

collaboration has been demonstrated or majority of 

landowner support is demonstrated, with details for securing 

100% of landowner support. 

Tier 2 

3 - 6 points Project Team has moderate experience successfully 

implementing planning, outreach, education, or monitoring 

projects as proposed or Project Team has little experience 

completing projects of this type but appears well qualified to 

complete all deliverables. Project Team had issues meeting 

previous project timelines or proposed deliverables. Project 

Team’s past activities led to delayed habitat improvement, 

developed less than 100% designs or contributed to 

unprioritized planning efforts. Subcontractor selection criteria 

require some clarification. Some landowner collaboration or 

support has been demonstrated with details provided for 

securing full support to meet the goals and objectives. 

Tier 3 

0 - 2 points Project Team has limited or no experience with projects as 

proposed, and qualifications appear inadequate. Project 

Team’s past activities have not led to immediate project 

implementation nor contributed to a planning effort nor 

initiated designs. Project Team has previous issues meeting 

project deliverables or timelines. Selection criteria are 

inadequate and need extensive clarification. Landowner 

collaboration or support is unclear, or additional landowner 

support must be obtained to meet the project goals and 

objectives. 

 

Do Not Fund Project Team is unqualified or unlicensed or has been 

uncooperative. Project Team has failed to meet project 

deliverables. Selection criteria are not provided. Project 

Team’s past activities did not lead to restoration, planning or 

increased knowledge of focus species. Landowner 

collaboration or support has not been demonstrated and 

there is no detailed description included describing how 

landowner collaboration or access will be secured. 

 

2. Project Information: Does the proposal include the Project Type details as 

required in the Application and the Guidelines? 

Scoring Considerations: 
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• Project Information including Project Description, Description of 

Activities and Project Type Required Information is complete, clear 

and detailed. 

• Project Type Supplementary Documents conform to Guidelines. 

• The Evaluation Plan (TE) or Status Report (OR, PI) is included and 

details all specific requirements as listed in the Guidelines. 

• Proposal addresses California Water Action Plan or California Climate 

Strategy (WD). 

• For flow studies, contact with the State Water Board is demonstrated 

(PL). 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

7 - 10 points Project Information is clear, adequate and generally conforms 

to Guideline requirements. Supplementary Documents 

conform to Guidelines. The Evaluation Plan or Status Report is 

included and details all specific requirements. Proposal 

describes in detail how it supports the California Water Action 

Plan or California Climate Strategy. State Water Board contact 

has been demonstrated. 

Tier 2 

3 - 6 points Project Information is missing minor required details, or one 

Supplementary Document does not conform to all Guideline 

requirements. The Evaluation Plan or Status Report is included 

and is missing one specific requirement. Proposal discusses 

linkage to one of the plans (California Water Action Plan or 

California Climate Strategy) but only generally describes how 

it supports the plan. State Water Board contact has been 

demonstrated. 

Tier 3 

0 - 2 points Project Information is missing major/important required details 

or multiple Supplementary Documents do not conform to 

Guidelines. The Evaluation Plan or Status Report is included and 

is missing two specific requirements. Proposal discusses 

implementing one of the plans (California Water Action Plan or 

California Climate Strategy) with no description of how it 

supports the plan. State Water Board contact has been 

demonstrated. 

 

Do Not Fund  Project Information or Supplementary Documents are 

significantly flawed and do not follow Guideline requirements. 

The Evaluation Plan or Status Report is not included or is missing 

three more specific requirements. Proposal makes no 
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reference to either California Water Action Plan or California 

Climate Strategy. State Water Board contact has not been 

demonstrated. 

 

3. Budget: Is the budget appropriate for the work and deliverables proposed, 

including detailed costs? Overall, is the project cost-effective? 

Scoring Considerations: 

• The proposed project is cost-effective relative to the expected benefits. 

• Line items are cost-effective. 

• The proposal clearly describes all project costs including personnel, 

operating, equipment, materials, rentals, subcontractors and Indirect 

Costs. 

• Applicant budget is clear and detailed for all expenses. 

• Subcontractor budgets are clear and detailed for all expenses. 

• Expenses are justified where necessary. 

• All expenses are allowable. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

7 - 10 points Applicant and subcontractor(s) budgets are cost-effective for 

the expected benefits, generally clear and well-justified. All 

expenses are allowable. 

Tier 2 

3 - 6 points Budget is acceptable but less cost-effective for the expected 

benefits and needs further clarification or justification. Some 

expenses are not allowable, and budget will need correction. 

Tier 3 

0 - 2 points Budget has line items that are not cost-effective, not clear nor 

well justified, but the project will provide some benefit to the 

focus species. 

 

Do Not Fund Budget is not cost-effective, not clear and there is little or no 

justification. Large expenses are not allowable and prohibit the 

completing of the project. 

 

4. Cost Share: Cost share means the portion of project costs not paid by FRGP. 

 

Scoring Considerations: 

• Cost share not suitable: Projects, personnel, or supplies and 

equipment previously funded by CDFW; resources expended prior to 

the term of the grant; salaries of permanently funded employees 

working for CDFW or NOAA Fisheries; indirect charges; mitigation 

funds and funds used in enforcement actions; cost share funds that 
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will not be confirmed by December 1 of the PSN year; cost share 

being used as match for other grants or entities. 

 

• Hard cost share (HCS): All hard cost share must be Non-Federal 

sourced money or in-kind contributions that do not come from a 

federal source. Hard cost share can be provided by the applicant 

and/or the applicant’s partners involved in the implementation of 

the proposed project. Hard cost must be confirmed prior to July 1 of 

the PSN year. 

 

• Soft cost share (SCS): All soft cost share is Federal sourced money or 

in-kind contributions that come from a federal source. Soft cost share 

can be provided by the applicant and/or the applicant’s partners 

involved in the implementation of the proposed project. Cost share 

funds (cash or in-kind) that will be confirmed after July 1 of the PSN 

year up until December 1 of the PSN year can only be counted as 

soft cost share regardless of funding source. 

 

Total Cost Share (TCS) = (HCS) + (0.5)(SCS) 

Total Cost Share Percentage (TCS%) = (TCS / Total Project Cost* (TPC)(100) 

 

*Total Project Cost (TPC) includes the amount requested, cost share amounts, 

and other projects costs not eligible for cost share.  

 

TCS% 40+ 36-39 32-35 28-31 24-27 20-23 16-19  12-15  8-11  4-7 0-3 

Points 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0  

 

5. Project Need: To what extent does the project address high priority limiting 

factors to focus species recovery, in locations needed for focus species 

recovery?  

Scoring Considerations: 

• The Project Background details the root causes of habitat 

degradation and demonstrates the need for planning, outreach, 

education, or monitoring which will lead to treatments or support of 

focus species’ habitat restoration. 

• The project addresses agency priorities (location, project type, 

species) identified in the FRGP Focus Table or otherwise addresses a 

high priority action needed to protect, conserve, or recover the focus 

species.  

• This planning, outreach or education effort supports restoration 

projects that target high priority habitat features, habitat types or 
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habitat conditions known to limit the focus species at any or all life 

stages. 

• The project is guided by recommendations from supporting 

documents cited in the FRGP Focus Tools including regional recovery 

plans, watershed assessments, habitat inventory assessments, or 

other equivalent documents to address limiting factors. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

14 - 20 points Proposal details the root cause of the habitat degradation and 

demonstrates the need for planning, outreach, technical 

education, or monitoring that will lead to treatments or support 

of the focus species’ habitat restoration. The project targets 

agency priorities (location, project type, species) identified in 

the FRGP Focus Table. The project supports projects that target 

high priority habitat features, habitat types or habitat 

conditions known to limit the focus species at any or all life 

stages. The project is guided by recommendations cited in the 

FRGP Focus Tools. 

Tier 2 

7 - 13 points Proposal details the root cause of the habitat degradation and 

demonstrates the need for planning, outreach, technical 

education, or monitoring that will lead to treatments or support 

of the focus species’ habitat restoration. The project does not 

target agency priority locations or project types identified in 

the FRGP Focus Table. The project supports projects that target 

documented limiting factor(s) for the focus species and 

supports treatment of high priority habitat features, types, or 

conditions in a location important to the focus species. The 

project is guided by recommendations cited in the FRGP Focus 

Tools.  

Tier 3 

0 - 6 points Proposal partially details the root cause of the habitat 

degradation and inadequately demonstrates the need for 

planning, outreach, technical education or monitoring that will 

lead to treatments or support of focus species’ habitat 

restoration. The project does not target agency priorities 

(locations, project types, species) identified in the FRGP Focus 

Table. The project generally addresses limiting factor(s) for 

salmonids but does not target a focus species, high priority 

habitat features, habitat types, or conditions or is not in a 

location important to recovery of the focus species. The 
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project is not guided by inventory or assessment 

recommendations. 

 

Do Not Fund The need for the project has not been demonstrated or is not 

a salmonid habitat restoration project. 

6. Approach: Does the proposal clearly show the most effective approach has 

been developed using the best available science to meet the project goal(s) 

and objective(s)? 

Scoring Considerations: 

• Proposed project goal(s) and objective(s) are clear and measurable 

in addressing limiting factors to focus species recovery. 

• Approach is clearly described and appropriate (all project types) 

including but not limited to the specific aspects below for select 

project types: 

▪ For MO, the scientific study accurately assesses what is 

attempting to be measured for project success monitoring 

(MO);  

▪ For OR and PI, the outreach and recruitment efforts to 

develop, maintain, and sustain ongoing partnerships; 

▪ For OR, a plan for working in one or more new watersheds;  

▪ For PI (AmeriCorps only), a description of outreach and 

member site selection.  

▪ For TE, a plan for addressing limiting factors in local 

watershed(s);  

▪ For WD, a plan for selecting a location to install an instream 

flow gauge. 

• Project deliverables, sequencing, timing, methods, techniques, and 

materials are appropriate and well understood. 

• Protocols are described in the CDFW Restoration Manual or other 

approved guidelines. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

10 - 15 points Project goal(s) and objective(s) are clear and measurable in 

addressing the limiting factor(s). The project approach is clear 

and appropriate. Project deliverables, sequencing, methods, 

techniques, and materials are appropriate and well 

understood.  Protocols are described in the CDFW Restoration 

Manual or other approved guidelines. 

Tier 2 

5 - 9 points Project goal(s) and objective(s) are clear and measurable in 

addressing the limiting factor(s). The project approach is less 

clear or appropriate. Project deliverables, sequencing, 
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methods, techniques and materials are are less than optimal. 

Protocols proposed do not follow CDFW Restoration Manual or 

other approved guidelines but appear appropriate. 

Tier 3 

0 - 4 points Project goal(s) and objective(s) need clarification to 

determine if limiting factor(s) are being effectively addressed. 

The project approach is severely lacking in either clarity or 

appropriateness. Project deliverables, sequencing, methods, 

techniques, and materials are not clear and may not be 

appropriate. Protocols proposed do not follow CDFW 

Restoration Manual or other approved guidelines and may be 

less appropriate. 

 

Do Not Fund Approach is inappropriate or is unlikely to result in desired 

outcomes. 

7. Benefits: Will the project provide substantial benefits to focus species and their 

habitat through planning, outreach, education or monitoring? 

Scoring Considerations: 

• Does the project plan, inform, prioritize, or provide tools to implement 

needed restoration.  

• The project will support actions that will contribute to focus species 

recovery. 

• The project will incorporate concepts of ecosystem processes to the 

extent possible. 

• The project addresses the effects of climate change on salmonid 

habitat through resulting plans, reports, priorities and tools. 

Scoring Tiers 

Tier 1 

20 - 25 points Project will effectively plan, inform, prioritize, or provide tools to 

implement needed restoration for focus species. Project will 

provide extensive support of actions that will contribute to 

focus species recovery. The project will incorporate concepts 

of ecosystem processes to the extent possible. The project uses 

best management practices to improve resilience to climate 

change, including infrastructure design.  

Tier 2 

14 - 19 points Project will adequately plan, inform, prioritize, report and 

provide tools to implement needed restoration for focus 

species. Project will provide moderate support of actions that 

will contribute to focus species recovery. The project will 

incorporate concepts of ecosystem processes to the extent 

possible. The project uses best management practices to 
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moderately improve resilience to climate change, including 

infrastructure design. 

Tier 3 

8 - 13 points Project will minimally plan, inform, prioritize, report and provide 

tools to implement needed restoration for focus species. 

Project will provide limited support of actions that will 

contribute to focus species recovery. The project may not 

incorporate concepts of ecosystem processes to the extent 

possible. The project uses best management practices to 

minimally improve resilience to climate change, including 

infrastructure design. 

Tier 4 

0 - 7 points Project will ineffectively plan, inform, prioritize, report and 

provide tools to implement needed restoration for focus 

species. Project does not provide support of actions that will 

contribute to focus species recovery. The project may not 

incorporate concepts of ecosystem processes to the extent 

possible. The project addresses climate change indirectly by 

avoiding adverse environmental impacts by using best 

management practices or does not address climate change.  

 

Do Not Fund Project will not plan, inform, prioritize, report and provide tools 

to implement needed restoration for focus species. Project will 

not contribute to focus species recovery. The project does not 

incorporate concepts of ecosystem processes to the extent 

possible. The project does not address climate change. 

 



 

FRGP Gu ide l ines   Append ix  B  -  278  ( rev .  05/2024)  

Cost  Analys is  Evaluat ion  

Evaluat ion of  project  cost  analys i s  w i l l  inc lude the fo l lowing:  

1.  Compar i son of  wages ,  equipment rates,  mater ia l  costs ,  and 

other  pro ject costs  for  s imi lar  completed and proposed  pro ject  

work w i th in s imi lar  geographic reg ions .   

2.  Rev iew of  labor  costs  ident i f ied by Department  of  Industr ia l  

Re lat ions Genera l  Prevai l ing Wage Determinat ions ,  Dav is -Bacon 

labor  rates ,  and recent Cal i forn ia Employment Development 

Department  wage data.  

3.  Rev iew of  reg ional equipment renta l  cost  in format ion ( inc luding 

the most cur rent vers ion of  Cal i forn ia  Department of  

T ransportat ion’s  (CalTrans)  Labor Surcharge and Equipment 

Renta l  Rates  publ icat ion).  

4.  Restorat ion costs ,  labor  requi rements ,  and product ion rates 

ident i f ied in Appendix  I  of  the Recovery S t rategy for  Cal i forn ia  

Coho Sa lmon,  DFG 2004.  

Cost  analys i s  evaluat ion w i l l  cons ider  pro ject log is t ics  (e .g. ,  works i te  

remoteness ,  access ib i l i ty ,  coord inat ion required w i th mul t ip le land 

hold ings) ,  rev iew of  product ion rates/ labor  requirements  in the 

reg ional area,  and benef i t  to  the recovery of  anadromous sa lmonids.  

http://www.dir.ca.gov/dlse/dlseWagesAndHours.html
http://www.access.gpo.gov/davisbacon/
http://www.access.gpo.gov/davisbacon/
http://www.labormarketinfo.edd.ca.gov/
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/construc/equipmnt.htm
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/construc/equipmnt.htm
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=99401
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Appendix  C:  Funding Approval  Submiss ions  

I f  a proposa l  i s  funded,  the grantee must  submit  addit ional  in format ion 

before a grant agreement i s  p repared and executed.  Spec ia l  

requirements  for  var ious agreements  are exp la ined below.  The 

appl icable forms  descr ibed in th is  appendix  are for  in format ional 

purposes on ly.  Do not  submit  these forms wi th  your  proposal .  When 

appl icants  are not i f ied that the i r  project has been approved for  

funding,  they sha l l  supply the informat ion and/or  complete,  s ign,  and 

return the forms prov ided i f  not a l ready on f i le .  

1 .  F ina l  Resolut ion of  P ro ject  Approval .  I f  the appl icant i s  a publ ic 

ent i ty,  such as a Resource Conservat ion D is t r ic t ,  c i ty,  county,  

water  agency,  etc.  that  has a govern ing body,  then a reso lut ion 

of  pro ject approval  f rom the governing body w i l l  be a 

requirement of  enter ing into an agreement.  I t  i s  suggested that 

the govern ing body be made aware of  the proposa l  and be 

prepared to submit  the reso lut ion when return ing the s igned 

agreement.  Nonprof i t  organizat ions  do not fa l l  in to th is  category.  

2 .  Cert i f icat ion of  Non-Federa l  Cont r ibut ions:  In-k ind/Thi rd  Par ty.  

Appl icants  that have ident i f ied nonfedera l  cost  share w i l l  be 

asked to s ign and submit  a cer t i f icat ion that a l lows  FRGP to use 

those funds as  federa l  match.  Support ing documentat ion of  cost  

share expenses must  be mainta ined by the grantee and a 

summary w i l l  be requi red as par t  of  the F ina l  Repor t  of  the grant .   

3 .  Payee Data Record  form (STD.  204) .  The S tate of  Cal i forn ia i s  

required to f i le  repor table payment in format ion w i th the Interna l  

Revenue Serv ice ( IRS)  and the F ranchise Tax Board (FTB)  in  

accordance with  Sect ion 6041 of  the IRS code and Sect ion 18802 

of  the S tate’s  Revenue and Taxat ion Code .  

4 .  501(c)(3)  Cert i f icat ion for  non-prof i t  organizat ions.  

5.  Federa l  Taxpayer  ID Number  

6.  F ina l  Landowner Agreements  wi l l  be required for  a l l  p ro jects  that  

require access  to pr ivate or  publ ic  lands.  Agreements  must  

inc lude reasonable access  by  the grantee and CDFW or  i t s  

representat ives  for  overs ight of  pro ject  implementat ion,  

http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=152218
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inspect ion,  moni tor ing,  and post -project  evaluat ion for  a  per iod 

of  10 years  fo l lowing complet ion of  the project.  CDFW and i t s  

representat ives sha l l  have access  to the pro ject works i te  at least  

once every 12 months f rom the s tar t  date of  the grant for  10  

years ,  or  an appropr iate term negot iated pr ior  to grant  

execut ion.  CDFW shal l  p rov ide advance not ice to landowners  

pr ior  to access ing the project works i te .  Agreements  shou ld a lso 

out l ine the terms  of  maintenance for  the project  for  a 10 -year  

per iod.  Addit ional  landowner agreement requi rements  apply  by 

project type.  

7.  Drug-Free Workplace Cert i f icat ion  (STD.  21)  w i l l  be requi red for  

a l l  grants  regard less  of  grant dol la r  amount .  Federa l  and State 

agencies  and publ ic  ent i t ies  such as Resource Conservat ion 

D is t r ic ts  are exc luded f rom th i s  requi rement .  

8 .  Current  (non-expi red)  federa l  Negot ia ted Ind i rect  Cost  Rate 

Agreement (NICRA) i f  not us ing the de min imis  rate.  

9.  Federa l  Funding Accountabi l i ty  and T ransparency Act  2006 

Cont ractor  Cert i f icat ion (DFW 868) .  Any project  receiv ing federa l  

funds as  part  of  the grant award i s  requi red to complete th i s  

form.  The form wi l l  be inc luded in the grant package.   

10.  Subrecip ient  R isk Assessment (DFW 870).  The Cal i forn ia  

Department  of  F ish  and Wi ld l i fe (CDFW) i s  required by the Of f ice 

of  Management and Budget Guidance Par t  200 Un iform 

Admin is t rat ive Requi rements ,  Cost  Pr inc ip les ,  and Audit  

Requirements  for  Federa l  Awards  (§  200.331 (b))  to evaluate 

each subrecip ient’s  r i sk  of  noncompl iance wi th Federal  s tatutes ,  

regu lat ions,  and the terms  and condit ions of  the subaward for  

purposes of  determin ing the appropr iate subrec ip ient 

moni tor ing.   

11.  NOAA per formance measures for  each works i te.  Per formance 

measures are not requi red in the appl icat ion,  but  i f  awarded the 

grantee wi l l  be requi red to update WebGrants  w i th  proposed 

works i te per formance measures  ( see Par t  IV:  Project Type 

Requirements  for  per formance measures) .  

12.  Proof  of  L iabi l i ty  Insurance  

http://www.documents.dgs.ca.gov/dgs/fmc/pdf/std021.pdf
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=195539
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=195540
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General  Terms  and Condi t ions   

Successfu l  appl icants  must  agree to the appropr iate terms and 

condit ions for  the i r  ent i ty type.  In  accordance with AB 20,  awarded 

Univers i ty of  Cal i forn ia and Cal i forn ia  S tate Un ivers i ty appl icants  must  

agree to the UTC-220 -  Un ivers i ty  Terms & Condit ions -  Exh ib i t  “C” for  

Univers i ty of  Cal i forn ia and Cal i forn ia  S tate Un ivers i ty Agreements  

(UTC-116 Exh ib i t  C) .  A l l  other  awarded ent i t ies  must  agree to the  

appl icable CDFW Genera l  Grant Prov i s ions :  Exh ib i t  1a ,  Exh ib i t  1b ,  

Exh ib i t  2 .  UTC-220 Exh ib i t  C and the CDFW Genera l  Grant Prov i s ions  

inc lude informat ion regard ing audi t s ,  amendments ,  l iab i l i ty  insurance 

and r ights  in  data.  

Once the grant  i s  awarded and the grant i s  executed,  act ions of  the 

grantee that may lead to suspens ion or  cancel lat ion of  the grant 

agreement inc lude,  but are not l imi ted to:  

•  Fa i l ing to commence work w i th in one year of  execut ion date of  

the grant .   

•  Withdrawing f rom the grant  program.  

•  Fa i l ing to complete proposed water  r ight changes/dedicat ions.  

•  Fa i l ing to submit  requi red documentat ion w i th in the t ime 

per iods  spec i f ied in  the grant agreement.  

•  Fa i l ing to submit  ev idence of  env i ronmenta l  or  permit  

compl iance as  spec if ied by the grant  agreement.  

•  Changing pro ject scope without pr ior  approval  f rom CDFW.  

•  Fa i l ing to complete the project .  

•  Fa i l ing to demonstrate suf f ic ient progress .  

•  Fa i l ing to comply w i th per t inent laws .  

https://www.ucop.edu/research-policy-analysis-coordination/_files/cma_documents/exhibit-c_utc-220_feb_2020.pdf
https://www.ucop.edu/research-policy-analysis-coordination/_files/cma_documents/exhibit-c_utc-220_feb_2020.pdf
https://dfgintranet/Portal/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=5NqX1EWPsMk%3d&tabid=2203
https://dfgintranet/Portal/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=ImrD2dsBPps%3d&tabid=2203
https://dfgintranet/Portal/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=ToYDldooaB4%3d&tabid=2203
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Appendix  D:  Permi t  Requi rements  

Proposa ls  that  conduct f i shery habi tat  res torat ion act iv i t ies  us ing 

methods descr ibed in Cal i forn ia  Sa lmonid S t ream Habitat  Restorat ion 

Manual ,  4th Ed i t ion  (Cal i forn ia Department of  F i sh and Game) (“ CA 

Restorat ion Manual”)  or  other  approved gu ide l ines and manuals  for  

sa lmon and s tee lhead habitat res torat ion  may be covered by the 

FRGP’s  programmat ic permits .  The two FRGP programmat ic permits  are 

the Sect ion 404 (RGP 12 or  RGP 78) and the 401 permits  of  the Clean 

Water  Act (CWA).  To be covered by these programmatic  permits ,  the 

appl icant must  incorporate the fo l lowing informat ion w i th the i r  g rant 

appl icat ion.  The appl icant  i s  respons ib le for  rev iewing these permits  

and incorporat ing the permit  condi t ions  into the i r  p ro ject .  Prev ious ly  

i s sued permits  can be found in the CDFW Document L ib rary .   

Project  in format ion needed for  programmat ic  permi ts  

The fo l lowing informat ion must  be completed in the Permit  

Requirements  Template  and submit ted as an Excel  ( . x lsx)  f i le  as  a 

supplementa l  document .  The proposa l  sha l l  inc lude proposed or  target 

va lues.  I f  a project  i s  funded actual  va lues w i l l  be submit ted on 

completed projects .  

 

•  Waterbody Name:  The s t ream, wet land,  or  other  waterbody the 

pro ject wi l l  d i rect ly  impact.  Create a separate row for  each  

s t ream’s impact type (Permanent or  Temporary) .  Typ ical ly ,  most  

projects  have both permanent and temporary  impacts .  

https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Grants/FRGP/Guidance
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
http://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=183423
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/documents/ContextDocs.aspx?cat=FRGPRegulatory
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=162338
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=162338
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•  St ream Type:  Ind icate i f  the s t ream type i s  perennia l  or  

in termit tent/seasonal .  

•  Wild  and Scenic R iver:  I s  the pro ject located on a Wi ld and 

Scenic R iver?  Y/N.  

•  F i rs t  Named Downst ream Waterbody:  L i s t  the f i r s t  named 

downstream waterbody of  which the af fected waterbody is  a 

t r ibutary.  

•  Af fected Resource(s) :  Resources  that the pro ject wi l l  impact –  

r ipar ian zone,  ins t ream ( ind icate i f  i t  i s  wi th in the ord inary 

h ighwater  mark) ,  wet land,  and/or  ups lope.  I f  the pro ject  impacts  

mul t ip le resources,  use  a separate l ine  for  each.  For  the purposes  

of  th i s  appendix the r ipar ian zone s tar ts  at  the ord inary h igh -

water  mark and inc ludes  any r ipar ian habi tat as  determined by 

CDFW. I f  no typ ical  r ipar ian vegetat ion is  present ,  the r ipar ian 

zone extends  to the top of  bank.  Impacts  may re su l t  f rom 

per forming the restorat ion act iv i ty i t se l f  (excavat ing wi th in  a 

channel) ,  or  through access ing the works i te  (dr iv ing equipment  

through the r ipar ian zone),  or  f rom adjacent work areas that 

resu l t  in a d i rect di scharge.  Many pro jects  af fect both r ipar ian 

zones and s t ream channel .  For  ups lope pro jects ,  on ly repor t  the 

va lues for  s t ream cross ings or  other  areas tha t  are l i ke ly  to resu l t  

in  a d i rect d i scharge to waters .  D i scharges due to ineffect ive 

eros ion contro l  or  other  factors  are v io lat ions.  

•  Durat ion of  Di rect  Impact (s ) :  Ind icate i f  the d i rect impact (s)  to 

the resource(s )  wi l l  be permanent and/or  temporary.  I f  the 

pro ject involves both temporary and permanent impacts ,  use 

separate l ines.   

o  Examples :  Cu lver t  removal/rep lacement w i th natura l  

bottom br idge is  a temporary s t ream impact.  Fence 

ins ta l lat ion in  r ipar ian zone is  a permanent r ipar ian impact.   

P lacement of  ins t ream wood s t ructures  or  other  channel  

modi f icat ions  are permanent s t ream impact s .  P lacement  of  

water  s torage tanks i s  a permanent r ipar ian impact .  
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Removal of  invas ive r ipar ian vegetat ion and p lant ing of  

nat ive r ipar ian vegetat ion are temporary r ipar ian impacts .  

•  F/E :  Ind icate i f  impact to s t ream is  f rom f i l l  mater ia l  = F  or  f rom 

excavat ion = E ,  or  N/A i f  impact i s  ups lope  (un less  i t  i s  l i ke ly to 

resu l t  in a d i rect di scharge to waters) .   

•  F i l l  Mater ia l :  Mater ia l  p laced in waters  of  the U.S .  where the 

mater ia l  has the ef fect of  e i ther  rep lac ing any por t ion of  a 

water  of  the Un i ted S tates  wi th dry land or  changing the bottom 

e levat ion of  any por t ion of  a  water .  Examples  inc lude wood,  

rock,  sand,  const ruct ion debr i s ,  and mater ia ls  used to c reate 

any s t ructure or  inf ras t ructure in  waters  of  the U.S .  

•  Excavat ion :  The removal or  a l terat ion of  sediment,  subst rate,  or  

so i l  in  sha l low waters  or  under no -f low condit ions where impacts  

to benef ic ia l  uses  are best  descr ibed by the area of  the 

d ischarge.  Examples inc lude ear thwork pre l iminary to 

d i scharge,  removal  of  sedime nt to increase channel  capacity ,  

or  other  f lood cont ro l  and dra inage maintenance act iv i t ies  

(e.g. ,  debr i s  removal,  detent ion bas in  maintenance,  and 

eros ion contro l  of  s lopes a long open channels  and other  

dra inage fac i l i t ies) .  P ro jects  to improv e nav igat ion in deep 

water  are not  c lass i f ied as excavat ion.  

•  Record  temporary and/or  permanent  impact s i ze to the aquat ic  

resource f rom f i l l /excavat ion in acres and  l inear  feet .  

•  Acres :  Measure and r ecord the area of  impact to the neares t  

thousandth of  an acre (note:  0 .001 acre = 43.56 square feet) .  

•  L inear feet :  Measure and record the length of  the impact to the 

neares t  l inear  foot.  When a pro ject impacts  a s t ream channel ,  

measure the length of  s t ream channel  impacted a long the 

length of  the tha lweg of  the af fected s t ream reach .  For  

polygonal pro jects  that don’t  have a c lear  l inear  aspect,  

record the longest  s ide of  impact that  best  character izes  the 

shape and extent of  the impact .  
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•  Note:  For  most  projects ,  the res torat ion area and impact area 

amounts  w i l l  NOT exact ly match;  an example when th is  could 

occur  would be r ipar ian invas ive vegetat ion removal projects .  

•  Indi rect  Impact(s ) :  Ind icate i f  there wi l l  be ind i rect  impacts .  I f  

ind i rect impacts  are ant ic ipated,  ident i fy what they wi l l  be.  An 

ind i rect impact i s  any reasonably foreseeable impact outs ide of  

the d i rect impact area that i s  expected to occur  as  a resu l t  of  

the pro ject,  and that wi l l  have an adverse ef fect on an aquat ic 

resource.  Ind i rect impacts  shou ld not  be inc luded in the 

Ind iv idual D i rect Impact In format ion.  

•  Area Restored :  Record the res torat ion amount in  acres  and  

l inear  feet fo l lowing the same guide l ines  as  quant i fy ing 

f i l l /excavat ion impacts .  (Area Restored va lues  must  a lways be 

repor ted for  al l  Affected Resource types. )  

•  Restorat ion Method:  Choose f rom one of  the fo l lowing 

under l ined types .  Note that the total  area (acres)  and length 

( l inear  feet)  shou ld be repor ted for  each res torat ion type.  Use a 

separate l ine for  each res torat ion type i f  the pro ject resu l t s  in 

more than one.   

•  Establ ishment  (or creat ion) :  The manipu lat ion of  the phys ica l ,  

chemical,  or  b io log ical  character is t ics  present  to develop an 

aquat ic resource that d id not  prev ious ly ex is t  at  a  works i te .  

Es tab l i shment resul t s  in a  gain of  aquat ic resource area and 

funct ion.  An example i s  the creat ion of  a  new se l f -mainta in ing 

s ide channel  or  of f -channel  habi tat.  

•  Re-Establ ishment :  The manipu lat ion of  the phys ica l ,  chemical,  

or  b io log ical  character i s t ics  of  a non-aquat ic works i te  ( i .e. ,  not 

a  s t ream,  wet land,  or  r ipar ian area in  i t s  pre -pro ject s tate)  wi th 

the goal  of  return ing natura l/h is tor ic  funct ions  to a former 

aquat ic resource.  Re-es tabl i shment resu l t s  in rebui ld ing a 

former aquat ic resource and resu l t s  in  a  gain in aquat ic 

resource area and funct ions .  Examples inc lude reconnect ing or  

recreat ing s ide channels/bra ids  that have been hydro logical ly  
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disconnected,  reconnect ing an inc ised channel wi th i t s  

f loodpla in,  or  res tor ing wet lands at the works i te  of  former 

wet lands.  

•  Rehabi l i ta t ion :  The manipu lat ion of  the phys ica l ,  chemical,  or  

b io log ical  character is t ics  of  a  works i te  wi th  the goal of  

repair ing natura l/h i s tor ic  funct ions to a degraded aquat ic 

resource.  Rehabi l i tat ion resu l t s  in a  gain in aquat ic  resource 

funct ion but  does  not  resu l t  in a  gain in aquat ic resource area.  

Examples  inc lude f i sh  passage remediat ion or  ins t ream bar r ie r  

modi f icat ions ( the area/reach of  a  s t ream that i s  be ing 

rehabi l i tated due to f i sh passage remediat ion),  road 

decommiss ion ing (depending on wor k  be ing done) ,  or  r ipar ian 

p lant ing.  

•  Enhancement :  The manipu lat ion of  the phys ica l ,  chemical,  or  

b io log ical  character is t ics  of  an aquat ic resource to he ighten,  

intens i fy,  or  improve a spec i f ic  targeted aquat ic resource 

funct ion(s ) .  Enhancement  resu l t s  in the gain of  se lected 

aquat ic resource funct ions(s )  but  may a lso lead to a dec l ine in 

other  aquat ic resource funct ion(s) .  Enhancement does not 

resu l t  in a gain in aquat ic resource area.  Examples inc lude 

p lacement  of  wood in s t ream, forbearance pro jects ,  or  removal  

of  invas ive spec ies .  

•  CRAM (Cal i fo rn ia Rapid Assessment Method):  I f  CRAM has been 

done,  l i s t  assessment Name & ID and CRAM score.  Informat ion 

on completed assessments  can be found at  the CRAM webs i te .  

http://www.cramwetlands.org/
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