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sy 12 Year Dry Creek Habitat
Enhancement Requirements
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Biological Opinion:
Projects Required in Dry Creek Valley

2008 - 2011

Conduct two studies, one to assess naturalizing Dry Creek
and one to evaluate the feasibility of a pipeline from Warm
Springs Dam to the Russian River.

Build five restoration projects on tributaries of Dry Creek.
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Restore one mile of habitat in Dry Creek

Monitoring - R eStO rati 0 n

2015!2017 » 8 Sites (Upper, Middle,

Restore two additional miles of habitat in Dry Creek.

Lower)

2018 « Summer and Winter
Habitat

« Bank Stabilization

Evaluate the success of restoration projects.

e Flow Preservation



Dry Creek Tributary Enhancement
Grape Creek
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Dry Creek
Fish Habitat Enhancement
Feasibility Study
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Fish Habitat Inventory




Opportunities for Fish Habitat
Enhancement
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Feasibility Study Next Steps
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e No coho (except for a very few in the smolt trap)
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Russian River Instream
Flow and Restoration




