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Appendix B River Authorities

There are many federal, state and local agencies and organizations with management responsibilities which
affect the John Day River System. The following section describes the responsibilities of federal, state, local and
private agencies whose actions influence the John Day River system.

Tribal Governments

The Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation and the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla
Reservation have special interests in management of the John Day River System. Members of both of these
organizations use the river and surrounding lands in traditional ways for hunting, gathering and religious
purposes. Previous treaties between the United States Government and these tribes give special rights to their
members regarding use and access of lands in the John Day Basin.

Federal Agencies

Bureau of Land Management
The BLM, U.S. Department of Interior, has lead responsibility for development of this plan. The BLM is
responsible for managing multiple uses on extensive amounts of federal land in the John Day River System.

National Park Service

The NPS, U.S. Department of Interior, also plays an important role in management of the John Day River
System. The NPS administers the John Day fossil Beds National Monument. The three of the National Monument
are located in the John Day Basin between Dayville and Clarno. The NPS manages several miles of river
frontage. More importantly the NPS plays a role by attracting visitors and informing them about the fossil
resources in the John Day River System.

Natural Resource Conservation Service

The NRCS, U.S. Department of Agriculture, promotes and coordinates soil conservation, agricultural, and natural
resource projects on private land in the John Day River basin. Soil conservation in the basin plays a critical role
in protecting water quality and quantity.

Bureau of Indian Affairs

The BIA, U.S. Department of Interior, manages the trust responsibility between the US government and
Sovereign Indian Tribes, including the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation and the
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Reservation. The BIA is mandated to encourage and support Tribal efforts to
govern themselves; and to provide needed programs and services on the reservations.

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

The USFWS, U.S. Department of Interior, administers the federal Endangered Species Act of 1973 (as
amended). The BLM consults with USFWS to obtain a biological opinion on appropriate courses of action when
a determination has been made that a threatened or endangered species, or critical habitat may be affected by a
proposed management action. An opinion may require a proposed action to be modified or abandoned.

Bonneville Power Administration

The BPA markets electric power and energy from federal hydroelectric projects in the Pacific Northwest. In
addition, BPA is responsible for energy conservation, renewable resource development and fish and wildlife
enhancement under the provisions of the Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning and Conservation Act of
1980.
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Environmental Protection Agency

The EPA is responsible for protecting and enhancing our environment under the laws enacted by Congress.
EPA’s mandate is to mount an integrated, coordinated attack on environmental pollution in cooperation with state
and local governments.

Bureau of Reclamation

The original purpose of the BOR was to secure a year-round water supply for irrigation in the 17 western states.
That mission was expanded to include domestic and industrial water, generation of hydroelectric power,
provision of outdoor recreation opportunities, regulation of rivers flood control and the enhancement and
protection of fish and wildlife habitats.

Army Corps of Engineers
The Department of Defense, through the Army Corp of Engineers issues and administers permits for fill and
removal within the federally designated river corridor.

U.S. Geological Survey

The USGS is responsible for identifying the nation’s land, water, energy and mineral resources; classifying
federal lands for mineral and energy resources and water power potential; investigating natural hazards; and
conducting the national mapping program. The USGS has been gaging stream flows since 1894.

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

The FERC, a five-member commission within the Department of Energy, sets rates for the transportation and
sale of natural gas and oil and for the transmission and sale of electricity. The FERC regulates the licensing of
hydroelectric power projects.

National Marine Fisheries Service

The NMFS is part of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration of the U.S. Department of Commerce.
Under the Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 1976, NMFS conducts an integrated program of
management, research, and services related to the protection and rational use of living marine resources and
their habitats. The BLM will consult with NMFS on concerns for anadromous fish in the John Day River System.

Northwest Power Planning Council

The NPPC was authorized by the Northwest Power Act of 1980. Four states (Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and
Washington) make up the NPPC. The council consists of two persons from each state whose job is to: 1)
develop a reliable and economical 20 year electrical power plan 2) protect and re-build fish and wildlife
populations, and 3) involve the public in the decision making process. The council works with a variety of local,
state, and federal agencies, as well as with concerned environmental groups and individuals, to strike a balance
between the needs for electrical power and the survival of fish and wildlife.

State Agencies

Oregon State Parks and Recreation Department

The OPRD administers the State Scenic Waterways Program which includes segments of the John Day River.
The OPRD determines the best information available regarding instream water flow deeds for recreational use in
scenic waterways.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) manages fish and wildlife populations and develops fishing
and hunting regulations. The BLM and the ODFW have worked closely on site-specific activities to protect and
enhance resources of interest to both agencies. The ODFW also works with the BLM in vegetation monitoring
and evaluation, the installation of range and wildlife improvements and the reintroduction of native wildlife
species.

Oregon State Marine Board
The OMB regulates recreational boating in Oregon.
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Oregon Department of Environmental Quality
The DEQ regulates and guards against the deterioration of air and water quality in the state of Oregon. DEQ
implements the Statewide Water Quality Management Plan.

Oregon Department of Forestry

The ODF manages state owned forests and administers the Forest Practices Act for timber harvest on private
lands within the corridor. The BLM has entered into an memorandum of understanding with the ODF to ensure
minimum standards are met for timber harvest, reforestation of economically suitable lands, road construction,
chemical application, slash disposal and maintenance of streamside buffers.

Division of State Lands

The DSL administers the state’s Removal-Fill Law which protects Oregon’s waterways from uncontrolled
alteration. The law requires a permit for fill or removal of more than 50 cubic yards of material within state
waterways. The permit review process involves coordination with the natural resource and land use agencies at
the local, state and federal levels.

Oregon Department of Transportation
The ODOT is responsible for planning, designing, re-constructing, and maintenance of the state highways for
public; placing signs; and the management of motor vehicle use.

A memorandum of understanding, approved by the State Highway Engineer and Regional Forester for the Pacific
Northwest Region, USFS, provides the basis for coordinating issues related to state highways through national
forest lands. ODOT lacks special requirements for highways within State Scenic Waterways. However. ODOT
must prepare a section 4(f) evaluation under the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1968 for any federally funded
highway project which requires the use of any publicly owned land used as a recreation area beyond the existing
highway improvement.

Oregon State Police
OSP enforces all Oregon statutes, including Marine Board regulations, without limitation by county or other
political subdivision.

Oregon Water Resources Department
The OWRD is responsible for the management and distribution of the state’'s water resources.

Department of Land Conservation and Development

The DLCD, along with the guidance and authority of the Oregon Land Conservation and Development
Commission (LCDC) works with cities, counties, and state agencies to develop and maintain Oregon’s
comprehensive land use plans and regulations. As part of these responsibilities, DLCD ensures that cities,
counties, and state agencies have included scenic waterways in their Goal 5 planning pertaining to natural
resources. Goal 5 planning requires comprehensive plans that will 1) ensure open space, 2) protect scenic and
historical areas and natural resources, and 3) promote healthy and visually attractive environments.

State Historic Preservation Office

The SHPO was created by the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. Among SHPO’s many roles is the
evaluation of cultural property, in consultation with federal agencies of public nominations, to determine if the
property qualifies for listing on the National Register of Historic Places.

Local Government

County and City Governments

The John Day River System is located in eleven Oregon counties. County and city governments adopt plans and
ordinances which affect the John Day River System. Waste disposal, county zoning, and local law enforcement
are examples of important areas where the John Day River is affected. Collectively, these governments have a
profound influence of the river due to the large amounts of private land affected by these governments.
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County Sheriff Departments

All county sheriff departments are empowered to enforce Oregon State Statutes and river management laws and
rules adopted and implemented by the OMB and OPRD. Enforcement generally occurs within each department’s
respective counties, however they do have authority to cross county lines. County sheriff activities, including
search and rescue operations, are coordinated with state and federal law enforcement agencies and assisted by
the general public.

Private Land Owners

Private land owners comprise a large percentage of lands along the banks of the John Day River System.
Cooperation with private land owners is essential to ensure protection and enhancement of river values. BLM will
continue to consult and coordinate with affected private landowners on development, implementation and
monitoring of this plan.

Federal, State, and Local Government Authorities
Adjacent to the John Day River

Federal Agencies State Agencies Counties Cities
BLM ODFW Crook Canyon City
USFS OPRD Harney Dayville
NPS OMB Gilliam John Day
BIA DEQ Grant Kimberly
USFWS ODF Jefferson Monument
NMFES ODSL Morrow Mt. Vernon
BPA OoDOT Sherman Prairie City
EPA OSP Umatilla Spray
BOR OWRD Union
CE DLCD Wasco
USGS ODF Wheeler
NPPC SWCDs
FERC
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Appendix C Related Plans and Programs

Several existing management plans and special areas affect the John Day River. The following describes the
plans, special areas, and the agencies responsible for administration.

BLM

Land Use Plans

The BLM has completed two Resource Management Plans (RMP’s) that include the John Day River System; the
Two Rivers RMP (1986) and the John Day RMP (1985). The Two Rivers RMP covers BLM lands on the lower
John Day River downstream from Kimberly. The John Day RMP covers BLM lands in the upper John Day River
System upstream from Kimberly. These plans include land use goals and objectives for BLM administered lands.
These two RMP'’s and associated supporting records provide the foundation for this plan. These plans, along
with associated supporting records, are available for review at the Prineville BLM District Office.

Backcountry Byway

The BLM dedicated fifty miles of public road paralleling the South Fork of the John Day River as a National
Backcountry Byway In 1989. The road extends from Dayville to the Malheur National Forest boundary. The BLM
Byways program helps meet the national demand for pleasure driving opportunities, enhances recreation
experiences and informs visitors about the values of public lands.

Wilderness Study Area Management

There are five BLM managed Wilderness Study Areas adjacent to the South Fork and Mainstem of the John Day
River that will be considered for possible Wilderness designation by Congress. Suitability for wilderness is
addressed in the BLM statewide Wilderness EIS and associated Wilderness Study Report. Wilderness Study
Areas are roadless federal lands that have met the minimum criteria of naturalness, solitude and other primitive
attributes which causes them to be studied for possible Wilderness designation by the U.S. Congress. During the
“study”, the BLM considered other possible land uses for the area, the consequences of Wilderness designation
and, with public involvement, made a recommendation to Congress as to whether or not they should be
designated Wilderness.

Cooperative Management Area
The BLM and ODFW jointly manage the Murderer’s Creek Cooperative Management Area on the South Fork of
the John Day River

U.S. Forest Service

Each of the four national forests containing portions of the John Day River System (Umatilla, Malheur, Ochoco,
and Wallowa-Whitman) have comprehensive land use plans guiding management of these forests. These Forest
Plans are similar to the BLM’s Resource Management Plans in structure and intent.

Wild and Scenic River Plan
The Umatilla National Forest developed and administers Wild and Scenic River Management Plan for the North
Fork of the John Day River.

Wilderness Areas
The Umatilla National Forest administers the North Fork of the John Day River Wilderness Area. The Ochoco
National Forest administers the Black Canyon Wilderness Area.
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National Park Service

The NPS has developed a comprehensive land use plan for the three units of the John Day Fossil Beds National
Monument. This plan identifies how park visitor facilities and services will be provided and how visitors will be
managed.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

ODFW manages the John Day Wildlife Refuge located between the Columbia River and Thirtymile Creek.
ODFW, with the BLM, cooperatively manages the Murderer’'s Creek Cooperative Management Area.

Conservation Reserve Program

The Farm Service Agency (FSA) administers the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Conservation Reserve
Program. This voluntary program pays farmers or ranchers who agree to take highly erodible soils out of
cultivation for ten years. the program is limited to no more than 25 percent of the highly erodible soils in each
county throughout the nation. Enrolled lands are planted with grasses and not used for grazing or other
commercial purposes. It is believed that the “reserve” lands make a substantial contribution to reduced erosion,
thereby improving downstream water quality.

It is uncertain whether the program will continue to be funded of whether current participants residing in the John
Day River basin will extend their enroliments. Even if the involved lands are returned to active cultivation, the
improved soil condition likely would provide residual beneficial effects to the ecosystem for another two of more
years. The NRCS also cooperates with appropriate weed control districts to deal with infestations of noxious
weeds.

Cooperative Programs

The BLM, USFS, ODFW, NRCS, SWCDs, Watershed Councils, and other agencies are working to improve
aquatic habitat in the John Day River watershed. Cooperative work continues between the BLM, USFS, ODFW,
the Columbia River Intertribal Fish Commission, NMFS, NPPC, NRCS, and private land owners, to implement
riparian improvement projects (Table 4). The NRCS has participated in the development of coordinated resource
management plans and the collection of resource data related to riparian habitat management. Through the
Pacific Northwest Electric Power Planning and Conservation Act (P.L. 96-501), the BLM and the Bonneville
Power Administration (BPA) coordinate resource management programs with a memorandum of understanding.
The memorandum allows regional and district coordination where similar interests exist regarding water
resources and major utility corridors. The BLM, BPA and NPPC work together to stabilize and improve riparian
zones and anadromous fish habitat through grants provided by the BPA. The BPA also assists the BLM in
identifying and evaluating regional utility corridor options.

County Comprehensive Plans

The comprehensive plans for the eleven counties containing the John Day River System have been recognized
by the Oregon Land Conservation and Development commission as conforming with statewide planning goals
and objectives. Virtually all private lands and all of the BLM and state managed lands within the planning area
are in county designated “exclusive farm use”, “forest” or other resource protection zones. Approved land uses
compatible with county farm, forest and other resource zones include livestock grazing, growing crops and timber
management, with an emphasis on protection and enhancement of natural values and cultural, visual and

recreation resources. More specific land use planning information is provided for the river in Chapters IV and V.
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Appendix D Related Planning Documents

Resource Assessments

Draft Resource Assessments evaluating the significance of river values in the John Day River segments
designated as Wild and Scenic were completed by an interdisciplinary team in June 1990. They were distributed
to interested and knowledgeable members of the public. A “final” version, incorporating public comment, was
completed in July of 1990. It was revised and updated in 1993 following additional data collection and public
comment.

1993 Draft John Day River Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement

A draft John Day River Management Plan and EIS was released for public review and comment in 1993. Work on
the final plan was suspended until more data on grazing evaluations was completed. The draft plan and EIS you
are now reading is the second draft and includes grazing and other data unavailable in 1993.

Publication of Proposed Action in Federal Register

An initial proposed action was developed in response to the issues identified in the planning process. a
description of that proposed action was published in the Federal Register January 8, 1992. The proposed action
detailed in the Federal Register was refined during the analysis process and became Alternative 3 in this
document (see Chapter 2).

Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
Management Plan (DEIS)

The document you are currently reading is the DEIS. It provides comparison of different management
alternatives for the John Day Wild and Scenic River and State Scenic Waterway as well as non-designated
reaches of the river that are outside of surrounding national forests. This document will also identify a preferred
alternative. After publication of the DEIS interested parties will have 60 days to comment. Public workshops will
be held to provide opportunities for public comment. Times and places will be published in the Federal Register,
The Oregonian (Portland), the Redmond Spokesman, and The Bulletin (Bend), or you may call 503 383-4769 for
information.

Final Environmental Impact Statement and Management
Plan (FEIS)

A Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) will be completed after considering the public comments on this
draft plan and EIS. The FEIS will reflect comments submitted in response to the DEIS. It will include a Record of
Decision (ROD), the District Manager’s decisions and recommendations for managing the John Day River. The
alternative selected in the ROD will become the final John Day Wild and Scenic River Management Plan. This
document will include an implementation and monitoring plan and will be an amendment to the Forest Plan.

Planning Records

The complete planning record for this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) is available at the BLM
Prineville District Office,, Prineville, Oregon 97754. Included in the planning record are such things as baseline
data, maps, and studies used in preparing this document. All documents incorporated by reference are also part
of the planning record. This planning record is available for public inspection and review.
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Appendix F
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I. JNTRODUCTICH

In 1988, Congress anacsied the Natiomal Wild and Scenic Rivars Act and, for the Tirst time,
gstabiishsd a system for preserving outstanding free—Tiowing rivers, A 147 mile segment of
tha John Day Riyer Troam Servica Creek to Tumwater Falla was added to this avatam fn 1938
when it wes designated as a Fadaral Wild and Scenic River by the Omnibus Oregon wWild and
Scento Rivars Act of 1980, As dafined by the Act, a Mational Wild and Scenis River must be
free—T1owing and have at leaat cna autstandingly remarkable value. The “Outstandingly
Romarkatle valuas” of the John Lay identified by Gohgreas in the Comgrassional Record
inciude: scenery, recreational ocpportunities, and fisheriss. Archanlngical,
paigortological, geelsgical, histerieal and hunting values were other significant
attributas idantifiwd in the lsgislation though not classified as “Cutstandingly
Ramarkable values”, [See Appendix E for 8 comparizon of Congreasionally recorded values

and the valuas found in thie report).

Tha river sectign from Parrish Gresk to Tumwater Falls wes instuded in the Oregon Scendc
Walerways AcCy astablishad by the watsr initiative in (971, Tha Oregon State Scenis
Waterways System includes free—flowing waterways ccnatdererd to pOSSSss one oF mMOra
“ouzatanding scenic, Tiah wiidlife, geological, botanic, historic, archaselegic, and
outdoar recraation values of present and future benet{t to the public” (CORS 230.805}. Far
each Foernic watarway, Qragob State PArks and Recreatian Department daterminegs which
recources within the corrider will be considered "spesial attributas” and, therefors,
subiect ta rules and recavmendations far protection arf enhancement of these attributes, Ta
date, zpecial attribJtes of the Joho Day River have hat heon identified.

The zame asction was studisd by the National Park Service in 1979 to determine whether ti.
rivar qualified and swuid be designated as a compenent of the Mational Wild and Scenic
Rivars system. The ${ugy concluded that the river gualifisd for dealgnation and was sent
to the Governor <f Oregon for conzidsration bt wes never asted om.

Under the Wild and Sceniec Rivers Act, the BLM it reguired to prepere a comprehensive rivaer
plat to provide for the protectisn of the river values. Thi% plan, of which the ressurce
assassment 13 the start, will use the Limits of Acceptebla Change (LAS) plamning pnrocess
while at ths seme tims comply with the Mational Envircnmantal Pslicy Act {NEP&) planning
regulations. The pianting ateps ineiuds identification of 1ssues, concerns and
cppartunitias asesotiated with activitias along tha John Day River which will than be
translated toc managenent ocbjectives and measurement criteriz Tor mesiing the abiactives.
From this, a range of maragemant alternatives are developed, eveluated, and the proferred
alternativa chosen. The praferrss altarnativa becames the more detafled river managemest
plan and includas provisions to motvitor the effectiveness of managament im meating the
cbiectives of the plan. Through sach phass of the planning process, pubTic (nwo]vement
will be invited, ard will be estential for the fuccees of a scund managetent plan. (See

appendix B for the pub! i involvement plan).
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i. THE FESQURCE ASSESSMENT PROCEES CVERVIEW

To become 2 comoonsnt of tha Maticnal Wild ana Scenic Rivers Systef, a river mus? be
“tree—flowing' in that it can mat have any najor impoundments ar diversions along ts
coursa. Tha river must alse possess ane o more 'outstandingly remarkable acentic,
recreational, geclogis, sk and wildlife, historic, culitral ar other similar value™. The
murpose of this dactwent % o determine and dafine what thesze “outstandingly remarkable”
valuas are amnd how thgy relate to the river.

In dasignaticyg the Joka Day River as Wild and Scenic, Corgress mandated the preparaticn of
A managemErt plan far the fiver. Tha importance of a therough resource asasssmant (RAJ
cannat be averstared. The AA serves as tha foundation f the river mansgement planning
orocesx. [t determires which river-ralatsd features or attributes ars truly outstandingly
remarkabia and which values contributs substantially ta the rivar setting and the
functioning of 1ts acosystem. This assassmant will guide intarim management, provide the
bazia for devalaping a joint federm] apd siate river managemant plan and assisl in the
datgrmination of Fedaral wild and Stendic River boumdariss.

The RA process is used te determine the degres of szignificases of river-related velus:s.
CThe decigions aee based o availanle dets and informed prefessional judgement. The RA

Orocess was developed by government agencles with input fram Heowledgeanls organizations
and sngdividyals, Tha process provides a degree of standardization and conaistency on Wild
and Seenie River planing throughout the nortmwest. [t 1% an objective procese
acoomplished thraugh the use of an interdisciplinary temm kivwiedgeshls of the Haticnal
Wild ard Scenic Rivers program, the particular rescurés values to be conaidarsd and the

iver or ares to be studied. Information from other seperts 12 obtained though
~mcauitation, document review and/or diract imvoTvement as meeded. An analysis 15 :
senducted to compare resaurca values with ather rivers within a particuwlar physiegraphic
ar demograghic regicn. As a basis for comparises, gengraphic regions defined in Oregea’s
Statewide Comprehensive Cutdoor Pacraaticon Plan (SOCRP) are partially used (o= man oh
page ).

The John Day wild and Scenic River iz located in 2CORF Region #10, incorperating Hood
River, Sherman, Wesco, Jetferson, Wheeler, Crook amd Deechutes Counties. The region 12
Flanked by the Cascade Ranga to the west with the Calumbia River forming its northern
beoundary. Thizs regicn also contains defignated portions of the Deschutes, Crooked, Nerth
Fork of the Crooked, and White Wild and Seamie Rivers. (For additignal discussion of the
recoUrCEe aggpesment ProCoss, Sem Appendix ). Essentially, the resquris assssament DROCBES
anould anewar the questigns “What i3 special about the John Cay Wild and Scenic River and
what additional information is reeded to develop a managsment pian far the rivar and
properly manage and orotecst those values?”

Thes following steps or veriTication technigues ware used to evaluare the contribution of
VAFIDWS resource walues to the John Day River:

- The use of an intardisciplinary team approach

- Canzideration of wniausmess and rarity st a regionai and maricnal level
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- Consideration of values identified in previcus studies and reparts (see appencix A)

- values must be river related in that they owe their existence or contribute to the
fungtioning of the river system and its immediate environs.

~ The use o standardized criteria against which river valuss wers measurad to
datermine cutstanding remarkable wvalue

- Verification by other expsrts in the subject area

- Puklic verification of praliminary findings of cutstandingly remarkabie value

This resource assassment will evaluate the following John Day River rasaurces:
+ Scenic |
+ fecresaticnal
+ Fish and Wildlife
+ Historic/Cultural
+ Botanic/Ecological
+ Geologic/Paleontolegic
+ Pre—=historic/Traditional Use

+ Ard other similar values
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Appendices

I1I. RIVER DESCRIPTION

Tha Jann Day River Qanyon 15 situated primarily im a semi=arid araa in northeastsm
Oregan. The 147 mile segment of the Jobk Day Aiver mainstem desighated in tha Hationa!
#ild and Scenic Rivers Systan i3 located 110 miles onst of Portlamd, 20 miles wett of
Fazs1! and Congor, and includes the river between Servica Crewk and Tumwater Falls. This
segment flows wast Trom cantral Whaalar County, turnming narth at the Jefferson Caunty
Tine, and than empties jnto the Columbia River approximately A4 milea aast of Rufus. The
rorth flowing segmant forms The boundaries of Wheelar, Wasco, Sherman, and Gilliam

Qeuntieg.

The Act designated the 147 miles botweer Service Sresk and Tumwater Falls as a
recreational river. Boundaries and acreage tdentified 1n this report ars subjeet to
revialon based an further analysis of axizting and new informati=n 1n the preparation of

speci Mc river management plans.

Land Cwnership Within the Jakn Day Wild afo Scenic River Pralimimary Boundaries:

Milam
Land Owmership = Acrenge
olM 161 =7, 466
Frivate 137 15,005
Etate 7 126
Total 147.5 » 2 = 295 443,597

The entire Wild and Scanic porticn of the John Oay Aiver 1s administered by the Bureay of
Land Management through interagency cocperation with other federal, state and lecal
goykiWEent agenciws. The segment betwson Skr/ice Cresk and Tummzier Falls was designated A
sERMT walerway by the 3tate of Oregon in 1971 with an additicnal 12 milas above Servige
Creek being added irm 1988, {Thiz 13 mile skgment is not within the Hational wild and
Ezenic RAiver boundary). State Ecenic Waterway boundariza are loeated one guarter mils from
tha maan high water 1ine on both sides of tha river. The State af Oregon alio eatab]ishan
the John Say River Wildlife Refuga from Thirtymils Cresk to the Columbia Aiver 1 1533 to
protect nesting waterfowl]. Mo watarfowl twnting is allowad in this area. In addition, the
Qregen State Marine Board closad to metarized boat use the sestion of river Troam Clarmo to

Tumwatar Falls Matwesn May 1 and Cotober t.

Portiona of the Lewer John Day, Thirtymile, and North Pols fidge wildermess Study Areas
{wSAz) are included in the propased Wild and Scenic River boundaries for a total of
approximataly 46 river miles. Portions of the Soring Bazin W2A are alia included in thoge
praliminary boundaries Yor g toial of spproximately 1 river mile. Spring Basin WSA
additionally borders approximateiy 2.5 miles aof the pretiminary Wild and Scenic boundary.

Stroam discharge in the desigrated sactien 18 marked by oxtreme variability in both timing
and guantity., In certain secticns, the river has assentially stoppad flowing 2oma years
durim August ant Seotember But has alse reachnsd a pesk discharge {n Dacombar, 12%a, of
aver 42,000 cubic feet per second. These sitrems flows affect recreational boating and
fizhing use levyeis an the river. Thers iz tittle or no recreational development on this

partion of the river and fow vehtcle aceezs points «xdiat. .
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

.« DESCATIPTION AND EVALLIATION OF RESCLRCE VALLES

SCENIC vALLIES

critaria for oytatandirgly Aemarkable Rating

The landscape alaments of Tandfarm, vegetation, watar, calor, and ralated factors resdlt
it notable or exemplary visual Teaturee and/or attraciiens within the gacgraphic region.
wnen anelyzing scenic values, additional factors such g seasonal vartations in

vegetation, scale of culiural medifications, and the Tength of time negative intrnssions
are viowed may be considered. Scenery and visual attragtiona may be highly divarses over
the majority of the river =r river segment Tength ard mnot commen to other riversz in the

gexgraphic region.
OISOUSSIoN OF SCEMIC WALLES

Tha majarity of the land adjacent to the desigrated portion of The river is primitive and
ukdaveloped. It {8 an area of high mlateaus bisactad by the river and it's triburarias.
The river winde alternately threugh gentle tfarm valleys, majestic basalt clifia that resch
. hwighte of over 1,000 feet, and Steepiy 3loped hi1ls coversd with grass and segebrush,
Orecen Rivar Tours, a guidebock Tar Oregon rivers, states that the Tower John Day River
rates high on the liat as a "seenic dessrt wilderness river four” {Garren, 1878).

Early morning and late afterncen shadows highlight fthw towering, desert butiresses of the
ivar canyarn. In contrast to the rugged, golden hills, riparian vegetaticn laces the

var's adge and rocky fida canyvons with a Tush oreen hue.  Junipar traasg scattared
JMAroughout the canyvon create additional arsas of green. Spring and summer wild¥lowers
produces a sprinklisg of calor and fragranse whilm, in places, axposed volcanic ash
deposits Add urwsual shades of blues, gromss, whites end reds to the landscaps. Eroceicn
and cxidation of sems oT the basalt calumns and pillars have created interasting
formations and colar=s that have become seenic landmarks for river wisitors,

The primitive satting and lergaly natural scenic viewshed from Dutis Creek to Cottonwocd
Canyon provides rivars visitors with a sense of wildness end remoteness. This i3 evidenced
by the fact that thare are thres Wilderness Study Areas Tocated 1n this sectich. A mara
pastora] setting, created mostly by alfalfa fialda, intermingies with {he primttiva viaw
‘n the Service Cresk to Butte Croek and the Cottonwood Canyen $0 Tuewater Falls sectiohs.
The location of the Spring Basin Wildermsss Study Area confirms that thare are 51117 wild
areas within thit more rural portion, Ta a 18B3/84 survay condisted by Oregon State Parks
Divisign, most river uasra indicated that satitude, scenery and wildlife wers very
mportant atpects of thair visit 49 tha John Dey River.
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Cultural modificatisns to the landscape are mostly 4 prsduct of renching and farming and
ineluda such things as fences, s=pring devalopments, livestock, irrigatioh pumps, and 2 few
private airstrips amd primitive dirt rosds and ways, Bridges, with their asscoiated
highways, cross the rmiver at four Teeations and a powetline can be seen for approximately¥
4 milas from Devil's Canyen to Sottorwood. This powarline crosses the river again
approximataly 1.5 miles above fock Creak. Same evidence of & pipeling and a Tiber gptice
1ima cro4= tha river at Thirtymlle Canyon. Military jets and =mall, privately owned planas
secagionally fly ever and into the river canyoh. Most of the modifigations 1o the
Jartacapes oEouUr in segments D (Tumwater Falls e Cottorwnod Bridge) and zegment B (Butta
Greak to Service Cresk). The renching and farming meditications create a more pastcral
satting, providicng approximately 90 miles of a diffgrent type of scanic experience in
ecntrast to the wildlangd of zegmant C (Colttamwood Brioge to Butte Creésk] wnich oovars
approximately 57 miles of the river corridor,

PRELIMINARY FINDING

Az foumd by Corgress, the scenic resource &f the Joht Day River is datermingd to be an
outstapdingly remarkable valua, The rural and wild settings and unigue fsatyras along the
rivar attract visitors on a regioral and opesasionally natioral and interrational basis.
muTtural modificaticne to the landscape ars eithar temparary or not significant enough to
teriqusly affact the classification atf scenic values as outsfandingly remarkable. The
apperiurity exists to annance the seanic valuex along some segments of tha river by
ancpting range makagement technigues desigrimd to improve the ripariah zone, help
mraturalize the river banks, and by planting native weady riparian species,

HECREATIGHNAL YVALLES )
aly ria £xt 1v R kam] i

Racreational opportunities ara, ar have the potential to be, uniguw 2hough fo attract
vialtors Trom outside of the gecgraphic regice. Visitors would be willing to Travel Totg
distances 10 ues the tiver ressurces Tor recrsational purposes. River—relatad
spportunities could include, but not ba limited to, sightsasing. wildlife obsarvation,
photography, hiking, fishing, hunting, and beating.

Intarprative opportunitiss may be exceptional and attract or have thw potential to attract
vigltors Trom outside the geographic reglon.

Tha river may provide or have the potential to provide satfiings for national ar regicnal
Jaage pr compatitive avants.

DISCUSSTON OF RECAEATIOMAL WALUES

Corsiderable recraatisn oppertunities can ba found aleng the Jahn Day Rivar. Hunting.
fighing and whitewater boOBTing constituta the most significant {recreational) uses.
Camping, pithicking, sightsesing, rockhounding, photography, swimming, and wildlife
watehing are &iso snjoyed by river vizifors as arse the viewing af histaric and
archeological sitas, At this time, there 15 liftla or no recraationz] related cevelopment
along the Wild and Scetic porticn of the river except Tor twe pit toilets at Clarng and
Cottormyond Mighway bridges.
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a8 geolagical farmationg of the basin offer cpportunitiess for scenis viewing and Tosall
hunting. The Jokn Day Foazil Baos Mational Monument, and othar areas in The vicinity,
contain autstanding fozsils of intermational significance. These foiils are protected
wrder the Antiguities Act and therefore collestion {2 not permitiad.

Hunting seasons run from September thrsugh mid=January fer weterfowl/upland birds and from
Gersber throush November for the various desr ssascns, acceunting for an approximate total
of 18,000 visitor use days. Superist bazs and steslhead fishing attract anglers to total

approcimataly 10,000 visitor uie days anmually. =

Whitewater boating use by raft, drift boat, canoe, or kayak totals approximately 6,500
vigltor use days from Servica Creek to Cottorwood Crask, Mo dats has baen collacted
concarning boal e Batwearn Cottorwood Creek and Tumwater Falla but it 15 suspectied that
comparativaly Tittla Boating occurs in that river stratch. Most boat uwse i3 concentrated
during the peak water Flows of late sprimg ard early summar: low summer/fall waier flome
gnd cold winter weather discouraging uss in othar seasoha.

Santing on the John Day River is characterized by a variety of fast ta slaw moving water,
intermixed with a few moderately challenging ragids. Fleating opportunitiss cangs Trom one
. day trips to week-long excursions and from ressspmably accoessihle areas to the extramely
ruata, Motarized boatinmg activity 7% closed frem May 1. to Ootober 1 in tha area from
larse to Tumwater Falla.

The unconfined primitive recreation cppartuntties along the river attract manmy vieitors.
~ierent total use estimates are not pressntly availsbie for the wWild and Scenic portion of
A river., Surveys takert By the BLM during the heavy river U=e monthe (April to Juna) from
(85 to 1985 found that 7AX of the vieitors came from Qregen, 35% of that figure being
from the Central avd Eastern portions of tha atate while 83% hailled from west of the
Cascades, The othar 2 were from Scuthweatarn Oregon. Comnarcial guides permitted by the
BLM to wim tRe John Day River numbarad 43 in 1992 and 29 in 1381, Despite tho apparent
dociine, saommarsial uge on the John Day 13 sxpected to increase 1n the coming years.

OFf those wha were ot from Oregan, most wers Tound to be from neiohboring states,
weshingion being mentieasd most frequenttiy. An OOF:W suievey of anglara during Hovamber
through March of 1987/88 revealed 8 much higher percentage of vigitors from the Joha Day
River Basin and msarby region with only 3% of the amglera being from cut of state.
Internationxl visitors probebly make up at lgast part af both gut of state figuras.

PRELIMINAAY FIMDING

Unlike the neighboring Daschutes Aiver, the John Day offers more primitive and unconfined
recreatiomal spportunitiae as well as less technical rapids for the novice teater. The
diversity and quality of opportunities such as hunting, fishing, rafting, camping, day
uge, and scenic viewing comgtitute recrsation as an cutstandingly remarkable value. This
ftnding egrees with tha Congressicnal record.

Both the John Day FossiT Beds Matfonal Momument and the Oregon Museum of Science and
Induatry’s Hancook Field Station provide a variety of interpretive services in the region
kUt there are many othar eich interprative cpportunities yet to {s tapped thati have
motantial to attract visitors from cutaide the geographic region.

'E!na vigitar use day eguals one persom yisiting the river for & 12-hour Pt o,
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FISHERY YALUES
griferia for futstandingly femartable_Rating

Fish wvaluas may be judged con the relative meeits of sither fish populaticons &¢ habitet, or
a comlvination of thase river-related conditions.

Populations The siver 1g npatianally or regionally an important producer of resident
ard/or anadromous Tish apecies. Of particuiar significancs i the presence of wild
stocke andfor threatanad and shdangerad specias.

Henitat Tha river provides #xceptionalTy htgh quality habitat for fish speciag
indigenous to the region. OF particular significance 1a habitar for wild sfocks
and/or faderally listed or candidate threatsnad and endangwred Spacias.

DISCUSEION OF FISHERY VALUES

The gntire Jobn Day River Basin cantains one of the few remaining wild fisn runs 1n the
Pacific Marthwest with approximately 43,000 steelhead amd 5,000 Chinook saimon returning
eech year Tor spawning {1988 f{gqures). The summet Stsalhesd and spritg Chinook returning
ta the Johtt Day esach ywar for sparming make up the largest entirely wild run in the mid
and uppest Columbia River Basin, making the river of regicral significance. A remnant a1l
Chincok poputation spawii= in the Towar mainstéen but 15 estimated to be made up of Tass
than 100 1ndfviduals.

Tha fact that this river 13 the lemgeat free Maowing river 1n the Columbiz River Basin
gignificantly influwrcea the success of these runa of wild fish. In & recent Matian=-wide
Fivars Inventory rsport, the John Oey was found to be <ne of oniy 42 high guality rivers
1aft that {a greater than 200 kilamatars in 1angth withaut any major dams. Duwm to the
scarcity of riparian habitats in the genaral area, the John Day River end assoeiatad
riparian habhitat are important to toth fish and wildlifa.

In additior to the anadromouz fishariss, the designated segment confains prime habditat for
smailmouth bazs and 3 healthy popuiation pressntly exisets., Rainbow treut also inhalyit the
Jahn Uay River ag do whitef1sh, northern eguawfish, brown bullhend, sucker, channel
eatfish, red-zided chipsrs, chigel-meuth chub, coddit, carp. and Tamprey.

Thia fishary has recently received attention in mational publicationz and is becoming
increasingly popular with anglers, Most of the commercial boating guide activity om the
John Day River {8 aesgoiated with fishing and recreational anglind ascounts for 10,000
vigitor o3 days annualiy. .

This segment of the John Day River serves primarily as a migration corridar for ell aduli
g Juyenile chinook ardd steelhead. Currently, thizs habitat supperts preductiza of
approximataly twe percent at tha basin's total swwwer steslhesd population. As many as
A00 adult steeThead spawn it the subbasin sach vear.

Other speciez Tound in thiz seoment include: redband rajrbow trout, amalimouth bass,
FPacific Tamprey, bridgelip sucker, &md speckled anad long rose dace.
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8 majerity of habitat in the subbasin 15 only marginally preductive for enadromouz t1sh
compared ta Pabitat in the upcer wetershed. The mainstream rives channal 1s largely
wndefined, wide, and shallow. Low flows, sedimentation, lack of riparian cover, and high
suhel stream tempecatures 1imit proguctivity and survival,

oOFW currentyplanta hatchery raised rajniew treut in the sreas with high angling pressurs
it order to reduce the cateh of wild fish, They alas uag fall spawning Tish which reduces
hybridization with the spring spawning red bBapd rainbow trout and steelhead (COFW 1992).
Creel studiss by OOFW indicats that over 30 parcent of the catch was planted katchary
raisnbow,

Bagsd on the available archaegiggical and ethna=hiatoric information, a variety of fighery
regourcas were exploited within the John Day River Basin mast recently by groups belanging
to the Sonfederated Tribes of the Warm Saritga and Umatilla. Treatiss fighed by Doth
groups in the 1880°s with the U.3. government provide Tor fishing rightz “ia tha streams
Funing theaugh and Sordering said reservation{z}... and 3r all other usus] and scouatomed
staficans im comeem with eitizens of the United States...” Data on the current uss of tha
river by these Native Amerdican groups 1s nomexistent, but rormal quaries may raveal that
fishing acttvitiss are oocureing.

PREL.IMIM&MY FINDIMG

The quality, gquantity, aeathetic, and economic impartanca of the fish habitat and 1ta

rezuiting resident and anadromcua fish populations qualify thia resource ea an

~utstendingly remarkanlae velue. This finding confirmz the Congressicnal record ralating to
‘aheriea values of the John Oay River.

WHigtoric accounte of steslhead and =alsmen rur: were considarably Targer than counts Today.
Appraximately 30% of the fish habitat in the hasin te currently degraded due D Pedn
activities and i3 in sarly seral cohdition. Such habitat conditions swbstantially reduce
production of stealhaad and salman. With habitat improvement, howaver, stealhead and
saimon rumbers could significantly increass

WILLLIFE YALUES

Griteria for cutstandingly PemarkanTe Fating

Wildlife valuas may be judyed cn the relativa merits of sither wWildlife popuiat{ona or
habitat — or a combination of these conditions.

Populations The river or area within the river sorridst sontains aatienally or
regional 1y impertant populations of indigenous wildlife sheciex. OF particular
signiflcance are so#cisg considered to be unique or popwlations of Tederally tatad
or candidats threatened and endamgered speciss. Diversity of species is an impariant
consideration and could, in itself, leed to 2 detsmination of outstandingly
remarkable.,

Habttat The river or area within tha river corridor provides sxceptionatly high
quelity habitat for wildlife af natioral ar regiomal significance, or may provide
unigua habitat or a critical 1imk in Bakitat conditions for facderally 1izted or
candidate threatensd and endengersd species, Contiguwous habitat conditiona are such
that the biciggical rmedz of the species are met, Diversity of habitat 1a an
1mportant consigeration and could, in itself, lead be a daterminatich of
matstandingiy remarkabla,
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DISCUSSICN OF WILCLIFE VALUES

The varisty of fiah and wiidlife species in the celiectiva John Day River 2asin may bs
more diverse than in any other river system {n the entire state af Oregon. This iz mostly
due to the diverazity of habtitata found thare. Mixed sagebrush/grass sidehiilla, rock
cutcrops of the canyon wells, and riparian habitats make up the deaignatec Towsr raaches,
Most of the upland vagetation iz in Tate sera] * status making it good habitat for

wildlifa.

Though in early seral atatus, riparian areas are the fost critical haettat for wildlifa,
Tha majority of wildiife in the Baain are sither directly dependent on these aress or use
tham morse than other habitats, Streamsides cregte a well=defined Zone batwesn the water's
edge and driar surrounding areas, The miiat 30l conditions suppart a more diversit{ed
vagetativa commumity than fournd alsewhere, 1n turn affecting wildlite diversity.
Streartide arsas provide, in ¢lase proxinity to water, many varieties of fooo, snaltaer
from axtreme climatic conditisne, cover o nesting and kiding, atd corridors Tar traved
ovar Tong and thatrt distances.

e threatsned species, the dald aaglw, s documented to ocour alomg the sntire river
durimg tha winter sontha, utilizTing large 2nage for eeoating and perching. Bald aagla use
of the Joihn Day appsarzs to be increasing 4% the regional populatios fnorsases. Though ne
recont tightings arw confirmed, tha andander=d poregrire Talcon may &lao utiliie tha aren,
most likaly on a migratory basis. Prairie Talcons, goiden caglas, and red-tailed howks
nest in the river canyon. Osprey are al%y Tound along the John Day.

vatwrTowl, shorsbirdz, hermn, 2nd upland game and perching birds <en be found in the ris
cerrTidor. Nestimg by Canada gesse has b incraasing yearly with the river new providing
habitat for several thundred Bitda yvearlong. & variety of ducks Tive within the corridoe.
The Cregon Cepartment of Fish and Wildlifa has dexighated a special wildlife protection
arga frem Thirtymile Canyon ts the Columbia River primarily 4@ protect wmigrating waterfow]
and to reduca the aressure feam hunting.

Comman animals in the arem Tnclude mink, o=wata, river otter, bobsat, beavar, westemn
fenca lizard, FPacific treefrog, and rattlesnake. Mule deer use the river yoarigng with the
most comcentrated summer use in the ripariah zonos., Aedky Mountain &1k alghtings are
increating in the araa. Historieally, Calitarnta bigharn sheep, a Gategory 2 Federal
candidate species, occupied the Pasin. In Jaruary of 1989, the Oragon Department ot Fish
and Wildlifa and the Huresu of Land Mamagetant reintraducad fourtesn bighom shasp near
Thirtymile Canyon, and in Januapry 1950 thirtesn Dighar were rolaased haar Horsashoo Berd.
A winter count tn January 1992 found &5 total bighom.

Savery] species of warblars, viréeas, and seallows migrate intoc the Jahn Day Basih to nest.
Many of these Bpecies Utilize riparian areas Tor nesting ad foraging whila otiwrs utilize
upland areas within the canven, More infonpation is needed to determine prasent and
potential parulation Tavels for thaze species.

* In refersnce to “=ocalogical suscessicn’, which is definad by Ecnloay gnod Field Bislogy
(Smith 1988) as "an grderly and pregressive replacement af one plant commund ty by anether
wtil a reiativaly stabie community cocupies fhe area,”
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La to the homasn uze of the resourca, present sarly seral oonditicns Timit wildlifa
habitat aspecizlly within the ripsrian zone., Thie significantly roducez habitat
availability thereby reducing wildlife populations and diversity as well. Many of the
side—drainages flowing 1nto the John Dy Aiver are avaluated to be §n poor to failr
cordition. Ta promote the integrity of the main channel, it 13 inportant to manage for an
improved ecological atatus. An increase in ecological condition aimultaneously involvas an
inareass 1o glant ddversity, which 1n turn support: an increass in wildlife diversity. It
alsn {mproves the habitat i wnich these spacieg 1ive.

Two apecies af hat 1iated an the Uregon Matural Heritage Program 1iet (1991) ocour within
the wild and Scenic River corridors The Townsend’s big-sared bat and the spetted bat.
More information ig reedsd to detmrmina which BAE apecias occur in tha corrider in
additicn to present population Tevels A key U%e areQs.

Hunting constitutes cnm of the most popular forma of recreation in the BAin, ascsunting
for approximataTy 18,000 visitor uge deys sannually, Game specimd incslude mile deer,

upland game Birds suek as California valley quail and chuwkar, 2hd waterTodl. The John ORY
Rivar alsn pravidea outetending opportunities for wildlife viewing amnd thera ia great
potential for imterpretattion of the Basin®s wiTdlife af well. Thess rormutilitarian
recreatinne]l pursuits are becoming more and more popwlar along the John Oay River.

Availabile archasniogical and ethno—historic information roveadls that a wide variety of
wildlife resources wersa exploited within the John Day River Batin, msst recently Oy aroups
belonging ta the Confederated Tribes of the warm Springs and Umatilla. Treatise aigned by
hotk groups in the 1850'a with tha W.%. goverrment provida Tar ... the privilege of

uAt g, .. on unclaimed lands in commcn with citizens, 1% also secured to them™. Hunting
#ighte on ceded lands continue today and are regulated by the respective tribss similarly
ta thoee imposed on the Suro—American pemalation. wWhether ar not hunting activities ara
securring within the river corridor i% raf kridwrs.

PRELIMINANY FINDINGS

The quality and diversity of habitat in tha Jobn Day river corrider qualifies this
Prssures 88 gutstandingly remarkable. Tha peetence oT threatened and endanssrod Spmeiss
zlch 88 the bald emgle, peregrine faison ard osprey, and regionally important populaticns

of itndigencus wildlife species assures thiz classification, The excellent oppartunity to
view wildilife in this area it alss tokem $nto ceangideration,

GECLOGIC/FALEUNTULOGICAL VALLIES

Criteria for outstandingly Remerkable Rating

The rivar or the ares within the river corridor contains an examgle(s) of & gealogic
feature, process, Br phetomsna that 1= rare, unusual, one—of-a-kind, oF wigque to the
gecarsphic region. The faaturals) may be in an unuaually active stage of developmant,
raprecant 2 "textbook” examola Amd/or reprassnt a unique or rare combination of geologic
featuree (arcaiocnal, volcaniz, giacial, and ather geclogic structures).

OISCUSSION OF GEOLDQIC/PALEONTOLOGICAL WALLES

“he John Day Basin has a complicated geclogic history which hag resulted {n & compiex and
Averse assemblage o racks exposed at the earth’s surface. These rocks include masxzes of
ogeanic crust, marine cediments, intrusive bodies, a wide variety of wvolcanic materials,
ancient fiver end lake deposits, and recert river amd landslide deposits. High potanttal
auists Tor paleontologica] resources int The Clarna, John Day, and Mascall formations
withtn the designated area. Thase beds are famous for plant and vertebrate fossils of

'étaternat'ima'l signd ficance.
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There arg partichs of the river whare the traveller 18 expesed to axtrasrdinary ocutcrops
of Clarne basalts, lahars, and assortsd volcaniclastics, many of them right at the river
Jeval, These offer sxcallent material for study of walcEnic pracesses and relarsd
desszitional envi FoAmMents.

The oldest sxposed rocks in the designated area comprise the Clamo Formatien of Eocena
age. The Qlarma Formation consists of sediment depoaits of shales, sandstsnes, and
songlomeratés, {nterbodded with volcanic tuffs and lavas. The Saquences may he as much As
2,000 Teet thick looally.

varlying the Clarme Formetion is the Cligocene John Day Formatfom, known for itz
vartehrats fossils., Thess varisgated tufis and shales cutcrop thickly in several areas
along the John Day River,

The Columbia River Basalts, here sanzidersd to be part of ore of the world's largest
continental basalt Tiew formations, averlis the Jobn Day Formation. These are diatinctiva
fleod basalts depesited during the Miocene, and are 2t117 astentially horizental in the
designated aran. The John Cay River cut a dramatis crosa secticn through this platssu as
it Tormed the Jahn Day Canyon., In some places, basalt cliffs rdas over 1,000 feat above
the river or have ercoad into unus=ua) and intersaring shapes, adding to the =cenic
malities of tha cenyon. :

During the Pligcene aga, tufacecus sedimentary rocks and tuffs were deposited it tha
northertmost area of the John Day RBAver.

Lozl ide and debris flow deposited during the Plaistocene age occur as unstrat!fiad
layears comprised of mixtures of ba=altic, andesitis, tufaceous, snd sedimentary bedrock,
Recernt rock ard gravel deposits farm bars and beds along the canven,

River segment B, which axtend: from the mouth of Butte Sres=k (RM 25) to Sarvice Cresk (RN
155}, passws very near the Clarno Unit of the Jobn Day Fo=311 Boads Nafiona! Morument just
vazt of Clarme at AM 110, Fossil bearing exposurez ooour within the river corrider
thraughout this segment. HNo formal tnventories have yet been conducted within the
cerridor but saveral lacations are known or are cansidared highiy 1ikely 1o cantain
sighiticant varigbrate and botanical! specimens. Paleontological inventoriss will need ta
be vonducted pricr to any ground disturbing activitias,

PRELIMINARY FINDIMG

Tha Cangreasicnal racord found geolagic/paleontolicgic valuas to be slognificant on the Jahm
Cay River. Further inveatigation througn this repsrt reveals that ths geologic/
palesniotogic fasiure2 and cpportunities for scientific researeh, interpretation, and
aesthetice available an the river are an cutstandingly remarkable vatus.

Givan the proximity to the John Day Foszsil Beds Matienal Monumatt and tha Tikelfhood of
discovering additionally zignificant lacalities, palecntological resources within seghent
B =hould be congidared to ba espacially outatandingly remarkabie. Of majar iwpsrtance to
this finding 18 the intermational significance of the paleontological resources located 1n
this area.

BOTANICAL VALLES
Griteria for Outstandingly Remarkabie Rating

Tha river or area near the river must coptain nationally or regionally important
populations of indigenous plent species. O particular importance are species consldered
to ba urigue or popwlationg of foderally lloted or Candidats Threatensd and Endangered
Species. When anaiyiing vegetation, aoditional factora such as diversity of cpeciss,
number of plant commuities and ¢olturs) importance of plants: may bBe considersd, 31
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AECUSSION OF ooTAMICAL/BCILOGICAL VALUES

containing pristine plant <ommunities ag wall as inteeesting plant species, the carridor
alomg the John Day Wild and Scenic Rivar offers the vizditor unparalleied opportunity to
exparience the natural Tandscape of north-central Qregan.

Immediately adjacent to the river, the riparian 2ore offars Tush, gresn vegetation
important io wildlifa amd natural hydrologic proces=es. Although past uze has not been
kind to this important vegetation, improved grazing managament profiges a alow, but atsady
pecOVary. IH SoHtrast te the cool, fnviting riparian areas, the adjacent canyon =lopes
offsr Tittla hepe af ralief to the traveler. Thesm dry, 5teeR, rosky hillzides, protectsd
from uprequiated grezing and asriculturs by their topography and inaccessidility, contain
the ramnants of a once=great grassland. Deminated by vast asraage of bluebunch wheatgrass
{Agropyren apicatyp), these =lopes appear mech as they did Bundreds of years aga.

voleamic clays of varying hues and texTures hesr testimeny to the flery birth of much of
the landscaps along the river. Here, in these clay soiT2, are zeveral species of planis
endemic (of Timited rargw, amly found hera) to this part of CGragon. Early spring meisture
aften causes these otfwrwise barrer clay slopes to be ablaze in a carpet of yellow

. wildflowers. An asseriment of unigue plants on the recky ridoes tempt one to hike te the
tep. A1 din all, 18 plants of some degree of tmportance as “special sTatus species’ are
kmown or suspectad in the river eseridor, inctuding three candidates for 1isiing 4%
endangerad or threatersd,

]

The designated area sohtairs vegetation representative of a potential natural oomownity
3NCY biuvebunch wheatgrass scosystem. (PNC 18 the rmlativaly stable, final siags in the
succussion of vegetatfon types, gensrally equatsd with prigtine). Therw are cpportunitias
to study rative ranga sitas which could be usaful far vegetative comparison and could be
maintained aa priatine plant reserves. This could b2 bensfigial far Tuture genetic

axperiments.

The avmiiable archaenlogical and ethno-historic informaticn reveais that a wida variaty of
plants werm skplodted within the John Oay River Sasin most recently by g¢roups belanging to
the Confederated Tribes af the Warm Springs and Umatilla. Treaties $ighed By both groups
tn the T250'#% with the U.S. gevernment provide for “the privilege <f ... sathering roota
and berrist. .. on unclaimed lands in common with citizens, is alsn secured to tham®.
Recent informatisn suggests thet traditional gathesing practices are 3111t being pursued
by tribal memhers, but no specific data exists on the use of plant rescurces within the
river cortidor.

PRELIMIMARY FINDING

Tha John Day Wild and Scenic River corrider containg 3 relatively pristine bluabunch
wheatgrass plant commondty coupled with the potentfal presence of 18 speciz] status plant
species. In addition. the unigue contrast between riparian and high—desert upland
vegatation provides important wildlife habitat and assthetic values 1o the ared. There is
cpportunity to improve the gualitiss of the Jokn Day River's wvegetativa comounity in the
riparian zones and an the allweial flats through =anga managamant, Seiantific study and
interpretive cppsrtunities aleso exist in the area, Shoyld future irvventorias adtablish
tha presance of additional special status plapt species, this finding could be wpgraded to
wtstandingly remarkable. Howaver, since all of the known of sugpected special status
lants oceur aizewhers in the greater John Day River watarshed (i.e.the river carridor
contains only & fraction of their known habitat) ana sinsa the PNC bluebunch whealgrass
commurd t1e3 alse oocur alsawhara on simdlar steep sioped, Theas botanical fecslogical
valuss can anly be fourd to ba signiTicant rathar then cutstandingly remarkabia.
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PRE-HISTORIC, TRAQITIONAL USE

. Criterie for Gutstandinglv Remarvgble Rating

The river or area within the river carridor containg a zitef{s) whers thers iz evidence of
pooupation or use by Mative Amaricans. Sites must be rare, oneaf-g=kind, have unusual
characteristics or axcapiional human interest value(s). Sites may neve natienal ar
regieral Importar=e for interpreting prehistory; may be rara and reprasent &% Area wnere a
culture or culfural period was Tirst jdentified amd described; may have been uged
concurrantly by iwo or more sultural graups: or pay have been used By cultural groups for
rare or ga:rsd purpases,  Of paricular valus will be pristine sitex that have rot hesn
disturbed.

Dizcussign gf Pra-higtgric, Treditignal Use

Somw o the Jobe Day Aiver earrider has been surveyed far culiural resgurces. Mearly 100
prebiistoric sites have bweh recorded, which represent the full range of human activities
_1na1ud1ng pithocuas viTlages, rocksneltars, pietograph 2ites, rock feature =ites, toml
marufacturing aitas, and £ few buried sites whoss charactar can not be determined without
seiantific sxeavation. Thase sites indicate intensive sccupation by indians over the Jast
several thoutand vears amd meny are Yary significant, Three sets of srchaselogical sitas
are potentially eligible for {nclusiam in the Naricnal Register of Wistoric Places. The
Bureau of Larnd Managoment, reccgnizing the waiue of archasoiogiz 2ites on public land,
plana to nohinate sevaral of these 21iee to the National Ragister.

Marsy 51tet hive high pstential to provide information ahout past cultures and their usa
rivarain reseurces, There are axcelient interpretive opporturitiss. About half of the
kivwn sites are in fair to poor cendition with the greatsst threat to thes= fragile
rEE?urcns haing the continued i17egal diggirg and surface collection of prehistoric
artifacts,

Available data iz 1imifed concerning uze of the river corridos tor traditional use or
raligious practices. Accarding to the inyoived Native Americdn groups, any ares wngre
rative plants and animal2 ocour are considered traditional use locations. This would
indicate that a majority of the BlLM lands within the corrider could be w2ed for
traditional use practicas, including grazing, as providsed in tha treaties for eezch tribe.
A concerted arffort to conduct athrological and athnobotanical research shnuld be pursuad
in order 9 illuminate sur current understanding of the pasi use of the river canyen.
Aecent religious practices within tha river corridor ara unkesown and will moat Tikely
resain so far obhwipus reascns,  Again, athralogical wark would probably be usetul Tor
praviding & general knowliedge abaut cartain ceremonizss and practices without revealing
particular significant locations, otner than 1n general tems. '

River fagment O

Segment O, covering the area from Twwater Fails (the Marrows) south & the Cottomwood
Bricge, hes been salectively inveniorisd for cuttural reeources by Pelk (1976}, Thiz
small sampling revealsd the acocurrence of only & few prenistoric a8ltes. Hased on this and
gther archasclogical studies condueted at the mouth of the John Day Aivar, {t appears that
humam accupation 1in the Tewer part of the canyon extends back some 8,000 years {Gchail
1887). It hes been suggwsted that the interior portionm of the canyon was most hapvily
used atter about 5000 yewars ago, although ne Tarmal testing/evaluation nas besan conductisc
to substantiate this.

Ethrograpnical 1y, the area has traditionally besn wiflized by the Tening aroup of )
Sahgptian apeaksrs, primarily Tor fishing. Several villages are koewn to have cocurrad in
the lowaer reeches of the river, although thelr sxast locartion hag pot been discovered.
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River seghent C

River sagment C, extending from the Cottorwood Bridge to the mauth of Butte Cresk [approx.
AM %] has been extersively imyentaried by Poatk (1876). Within this particular atratch ot
tha river Polk recardsd 59 prehistoric sitea, An sdditional S prehistoric sites have Daen
located since that time. Others 2urely exiat that have yet to ba discoversd. GSite types
recorded inelude pit house willagesz., isolated pit houses, rockshalters, lithic sCOTiers,
pictograghs smd petroglypne, and rock features. Tha naftire of saveral of the prehistoric
sitet 1% undetermined because they are buried by river sediments. Many of the sites are
in geod conddtien, but those nearest to access points, amd a faw which are net, have heeh
badly damaged by vendals. No Tormally reported cultucal resource excavations hidvs Bean
conducted within this segmeot.

Ethnographically, the area was utiTized by the Tanting group of the Sahaptian speaking
fanguage family., Littls i3 known about the arsa. Few Of the sthnegraphic atudies

mentions the use of the canyon specificaliy. It is assumed that the Tiaher{es played an
impcritant rola in the canyons oooupation.  However, observable avidence at tha aites
suggest *hat humting and gatharing were as tmpartant, if net more 3o, No Known
athnegraphie vi1lages have been identified in this segment.

River segment B

Aiver sagment B, which extonds fram the mouth of Butte Creek (RM 85) to Ssrvice Creek (RM
155}, was partially inventoried for cultural rescurces by Polk (18761, A small mmber of
<itss werse 'ocated during the =xamination of this segweant. These consisted of

wkaheltara {ana with pictegraphal, ohe pit house willage aite, and sevaral open lithic
seattera, Cresgman (19537, 19501 recorded several pictograph sites and tested & rockshalter
naar FM 120. the results of the testing were inconeTuzdive and provided 1ittls data. Work
senducted {n the Pine Creek {Gannon 1968, 1979, 1972; pers. comm. Endzweig 1991) and Muddy
creak (U.S.0.1., BLM CR Repart 86-0%2—03) argas near Clarmo has revesled that occupation n
the vicimity of the segment extends back as far a% 7,000 vears ape, with most cocurring
later than 2500 B.F.

Ethmegraphically, this segtent Tal1s on or near the boundery betwaen the Tenina graup ot
Sahaption language spaakers ahd the torthern Paijute whe are part of the damic language
grotp (Stewart 1939), It currently is within the ceded lands of the Confederated Tribea
af the Werm Springs. Fermers et al. (1973} indicate that an aborfginal trail existsd along
the northern eide of the river along this segment, joining with another on the weat side
af the river near Clarps. Mo known Mative American religious sites or fraditional use
aragg exist within tha carridor of this particwlar 3sgment.

FRELIMINARY FINDING

Rivar seoment D
Althaugh specific data abeut prehistoric sites aleng the towsr course of the rivar is
limited, segment D containe the only site to be farmally studied within the whole of the

river system. The potantial for locating additiemal prehistoric sites which may
camtribute significantly to our understanding of the prehistory of the Jobn Cay Rivar

camyon iz high.
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our general lack of knewledge regarding the prehiztary of the Deschutes—Umatille Alateau,
especially the John Day River canyon, creatas a sircumstance where all prenisioric sites
can be conzidered signjficant. The fact that %ite2 located along the Towar segment of the
river may have had connections with the ethoographic past enly imparts additicnal
importance to thers potantial human interast valuea. Therefare, all cultural reseurcas
aiang thiz seoment are ocutstandingly remarkable,

River seguent C

Segment C of the river conteins & great veriety and concentration of prehistoric sites,
It has Desh recommenced that several of the prebistoric site concentraticns be designated
a5 archasclogical districts, The nature of the scitas provide axcellant oppartimitiss to
gignificantly 1ncrease our current data base &7 knowledge concerming prehiatoric
ccocupation. Tharefore, all cuitural resources within this segment are cutstandingly

ramarkabla,

General lack of knowledge regarding the prehistory of tha Ceschutes—eatilla Plateau,
agpeciaily the John Day River canyan, creates a oircumstance whare all prehistoric 2ites
ran ba conzidersd significant. Thiz {a particuylariy truas bessuas of the variaty of
prahistaric 2ites oocourring along this segmant af the.river have high potential far
sctentific rfeaearch, Therefors, all cultura]l resources within thia segment are
sutstandingly ramarkabie,

River segment B

Although cultural ressurce inventaries have Pwan scmowhat Timited alowg zeoment B, the
Tindirgs hava been significant., The svailable avidence tuggests that a variaty of
prenistarte aites axist which could provide important infermation absut our understanding
of past 1ifeways. Thiz espacially important when wa copsider the prehistoric %ituaticn
and 1t% bowmdary setting. Additienal inventery and evaluatian will nsed to be performed
pricr to any proposad ground disturbing activities,

Givan the urknown nature ot tha prefiziory of {he Deschutes-Umatilla Platesu, espesially
tie John Cay River canyot, a1l sites must be cunsidersd poteantially significant at this
tima. Thae additional fast that thiz asgment is $itusted along & known eultural boundary
provides addad importance to these rescurces. Thersfors, all prehistaric aites zalohg this
spomant afe cutatandingly remarkable.

All Seghents

on the river aversll, wwidencs of human cooupatian for the 1291 several thousand years and
the presence of thres sites with National Register potential indicats that the ‘designated
cortidor of fhe John Day River possesses archeclogical valuet that are outstsndingly
remarkable. THi% upgradss the Congressicnal record finding of "sfgnificant” ralating to
the archeologiczal values of the John Day River. In addition, thess altes were used
concurrently by several cultural groups: and have regichal igpertence for interprating
prehistary. The river corridar i3 alse an important teaditional use area tgo Indian tribes
and iz associated with treaty rights =n ceded Jands.
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CSTORIG, CULTURAL vALLIES

Critaria for Cufstandingty Remarkagis Fating

The river ot area within the river carrider containad a sifefs)} or faatura{s)} assgciated
with a signtficant evant, an Important parscon, of a cultural activity of the past that was
rars, wuzual, or cne—af-a-kind in the region., A higtoric afte(s) ant Jar featurg(s) 1In
maat cases ig 50 years ar alder. OF particular signdficance ars sites ar features listed
i, or are aligible for intluaion in, the Maticnal Register of Historic Places.

DISCOSSION OF HISTORIC/CULTURAL YALUES

HWistoric s8ites in ithe destgnated sarridor offer special gualities for cultural resource
studiez, afsthatics, and fnterprataricn. Twenty—=ix historic aitet have besn docunsniad
whish represent primardly dispersed sottlement apacciated with Tivesicck graZing and
transportation-related featur+z 1n the Tata 19th and early 20tk centuries. Some ajtes are
s aigmificant that thay are potentially eid{gibla for designation on the Haticnal Register
of Historic Places.

. Tha histeric aites inciude cabins that are asscciated with homesteading or stockraising,
machinary 1ett from a farry crcesing, three wagons 1&ft from a 19205 movia set, and a
rackshaiter used for a s1i11. Tha Oreges Tratl, a significant weatarm immigrant routa,
stogsed the John Day River at McUonald Ford and 15 & potential National Regiater af
Higtoric Places progerty a2 well,

River segmert O

The primary histori¢ uza of this s=gment ocourred at MsDonald Ford. This was the peimary
crossing point of the river for thousands of Oregon Trail amigrants betwsen thae 1840's and
iBd0'2.  In 1858, A Terry was built At the crossing, Later transpartation routes uaed
this zame crossing. Other but 1ess itmportant uses of 4his segment imclude soma
homesteading, farming and ranchirg.

River segment ©

Rivar segment ©, axtanding from the Cottormwood Bridaoe to the mouth of Butts Cresk [approx.
R 58) has been oxtenstvaly dinventardied by Polk (1978}, Within this particular stretch of
the river Polk recordsd 3 historic aites. 3ite types recorded include hamesteads, a ferry
aita, irrigaticn canals, ranching 11ne shacks, & still %ite from preapiboftion Jays and
three buckboard wagsns usad 1n a 1930's movie about the dregon Trail.

Aiver seghent B

Rivar zegment B, which extends from the mouth of Butte Creek (AM 95) ta Sarvica Cresk [RM
155), waz partiaiTy inventoried for cultural retsurces by Polk {127@). A small number of
21tes ware located during the axamination of tii$ seoment. Hiatoricaily, theses consisisd
of ong 1930'2 era cabit.

This sagment containg some intaresting sites related t4 transportaticon and sattlament. Tn
the 1480"'s the route of The failes Military Aoed passed alang the west side af this
nagment betwesn Cherry and Bridge Croaks, Clarnc was apparsntly eatablished 1n the 188075
y Andrew Clarne who was a cattle rancher. 4 port offica was erected at Glarne in 1894,
although thers i2 2oms evidetce to suggest that an earlier cnw exigted in the 1883°'sz. Tha
fleoaplain 2ohe of this segment has been subjscted to farming and ranching activities
since this eerly ara.
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PRELIMINARY FINDIMNG

Rivar sagment D

The acocurrence of the Oregon Trail crcasing aleong cegment O has Toeal, regional amc
rational sighificance. Cultural rezource inventaries will need to bBe conducied priar to
any proposed ground disturbing soctivities.

The Cregon Trail i2 considered to be a Naticnal Histaric Trail and of Naticnal Registar
aliginility. Therefors, all kistorical rezcurces along this sagment are outstandingly
rematkablae,

River segment C

Sagment T af the river fontatne a great variety and concentration of hiatoric sites.
dddittonaily, the historis sttez along thiz segment represant & unigua view of early
twentiath caniury cocupation of the canyon and cn contribute to our wderstanding atf the
settiament of the region. Theas sitet also offer ewcellant interpretive opportunities,
Histaric resources within this sagment can contribute to oue understanding of the part
econamy and soenic valuas of the canyon piayved in the logal and regional histories.

Rivar segmant 8

Although cultural reacurce inventorias have been soméwhat limited along sagment B, the
fipdinga haye beeh zignificant. The availabla svidence suggasts that a varisty of
historic sites exizt which awld proyide important information about =ur understasding o
pett 1{fowayt. Additional irventory and evaluation will nsed to be performed prior to any
proposed grodnd disturbing astivities.

The historic aitea can alza contribute to cur bettar uerstanding et the initial
settlement and accupation of the region. Although they are elgnificant, they ars nat
outstandingly remarkeble.

A11 Beoments
Gverall, the John Day River and {ta corridor played an impartant role during the pianeer
migration and sattlemsnt of the west, %ome =21tes being sighiTicant snough to moke tham
eligihla for Matianal Registwr designatiar. The celarful history of thm ares iz ripe for

interpratation amd {s found %o have outatandingly remarkable values. Thisz 15 an upgrads
from the finding of "signifizant” noted 1n the Songressional Record.

OTHER SIMILAR VALLES

Assassments of additiona]l river-relatsd values may be completed upon raceiving the results
of suhject expert solicitations Tor infermation and signilficance.
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Stewart, 0.0, 1839, The Merthern Paiute Bands. University of
Celifornia anthropoiegical Recardz, 2[3). Barkalay.

unoubl tehed docment: "Draft John Dey River Pessteation Area
Managemet Plan”, W.5. Deparimant of Interior, Bueean of Lard Manegemsnt. (1830)

U.5. Department af Interier, Buresag of Langd Mategement. )
"Finai—Oregon Wildernass Epvironmental Impact Statement.” Vol. 11

.5, Departhent of Interisr, Bureau of Land Managemsnt.
“Floating tha Johm ODay Rlver'

U.E, Department of Interiqr, Bureaw of Land Mamagement,
"Dragon State Director's Task Force on Special Recrsation Managemant Arsas. John Oay

Aiver,™

U.5. Department of Interior, Burenu of Land Management.
“ThirtymiiasLowar Joi Day Wilderness Study arsa Report”.

.5, Depertment af Intarisr, Hational Park Service. "John Day
River, Jragan Final Wild and Scenic Ajver Study”. (1973)

39



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

APFENDIE B

PUBLIC INVOLYEMENT PLAM FOR RESDURCE ABSESTMENMT

1. Complete intArhel draft of the John Day River Resource Assezsmsnt. Ongaing
reyiew and editing using interdizciplinary approach.

Interral Interdisciplinary Paview Team:
Dan Smith, Asxsistant DHittrict Manager
Dick Cogsgriffe, Arga Manager
Brian Cunminghame, Public AfTRirs/Project Manager
Wayne Elmere, Naturai Resource Sgecialist
SuZan Meirars, Becreation {review team laadar)
Dan Weood, OGutdoogr Recreation Plamot
Roy Psarl, wlderness (NRS)
Brad KeTler, Wiidlifs Binicgist .
sarah Nichols, Student Trainee (Wildlif= 2iclogist)
Dawid Young, Fishery Blologist
Jamez Eisner, Student Traines (Fisharies)
Derriia DAvis, Cenlegist
Azt Halvorsar, Botanmist (MRS)
Jenty Zancareila, Archeologist

External Frofessichal Roview:
Suzanma Crowlay Thomag, USFE, archenlogy/histary
Errol Glaire, DOFW, wilalifa/fish
Ted Fremd, NPS, palecntology
Frank Ladey, COFW, witdlifa/fizh
2. Complete revicad intarnal draft and bave Management Tean Feviow,

3. Mall Resoures Assessmettt draft te interestad pubttc and proTessionals Tor
Somment .

4. Ravise draft bassd on public cment and send to State Qffica.
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APPENDLX. C
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AFPENDHY T
RESCLPCE ASSESEMENT PFROCESS (IM CEFTH)
I. PUAROSE AND WEED

The importance ot a thorough resource asgsscomant cannot Be avarsiatad. Tha resource
agses=ment serve2 an the foundation of the rivar management plarming process, It
datermines which river-related featlres ars truly autstandingiy remarkable ar comtribute
suhatantially to the river setting and the funetioning of 1ts ecosystem. Tt i3 not
intended to serva as ap aligibility evalugtion.

Ja2ually the initial sten {0 the river management planming process, tha resourcs gasestment
mugt take intoc consideration all featurss which are directly river—reiated. This aarly
jdentification and evaluation will help ansucte that significant fsaturet are not
overicoked and that a holistic approach to imvestigating the inter—relatiocnahip ameeg
varijous faatured i= achisved,

Tha identification and documenteticn of outstendisngly remarkabla and other significant
vajues 1s a First step in developing management prescripticns that protect and wakancs
rivet vaiues, A thorough resource asiessment provides the basis wgon which management
desizions affecting resources within the plenning area ¢an be made during the interim
pariod pending plan compietion and asproval . Additionally, the firdings and conelusions
reached 3t tha and of the ascessmgnt affort will be used 1In managament plan ssoping,
acluding specific i%aue {deantifization and establisiment of final administrativae
Lundarisg.

Thara are thras components of the rescurce asssssmant process. Fist is the identification
of any outstandingly remarkable values not specifically ideatified by Cangress, but faung
prasen?t navarthslets, within glanning ares Boundaries. Secotid fa the identif{cation and
detarmination of significance Tavala for rivar=ralated valuez which are net determimed to
be cutitandinaly remarkabla, yat contribute substantizlly to e river’s overall character.
Third i% the confirsation of the outatandingly ramarkable values set forth for specific
rivers in the Ommibus Oregon Wild end Scenic Rivar Act (sas the Congrassianal Record -
Sanate, val. 134, datad Ogtober 7, 1988),

It is imrortant to rovember that the term “cutstandingly remarkable” as uszed 1 {he Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act has nevatr been procisaly defined. Confequently, any detarmination of
autstandingly remarkable valuex i2 8 matter of informed profassional judgment ang
{nterpratation. The onty firm «xpectaticn is that the basis for the judgment be adequately
documanted 1n the reacurce asfesament,

II. YALUE ASSESSMENT

A1l vatluet assegasd sthould be directly river—-elated, or owe their axistence to the river
Ruasyatem, The rEtionale Tor a direct river refatiocnship 15 that the program {nvaives the
Wild and Scanic Aivers System rather than a generalized land and resource conservation
pragram. It {8 therefore appropriate to foeue attention on the river and rescurces
directly related t& it.

ha resources 3o be ssceyted arg specifically igentified in the Wild and S¢enic Rivers Act
(PFL 30-642) and include soenic, recreation, geelogic, fizh and wildlife, historic,
clturgl, and other siwilar valuygss. Other similar valuesa include, but are not Timited to,
hydrologis, batamic and ecological resources.
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I11. SIGNIFICAMNCE THRESHOLDS

In order t& he aesessed 83 “qutstandirgly remarkable™, a river—ralated valus must be &
unique, rare or exemplary featurs that 1z significant at a regional or national level.
Thoss river=related valuss thet are rot assessed 88 cutstandingly remarkable bt
centribute substantiaily to the functioning of the river systen and river setting zhould
be deacribed and their leval of =ignificance indicated.

The gecgraphic regions () described in the 1380 Statewide Comprehensive CUtdaor
Becreation Plan (SC0RPY for Qregon may be used for compering certain river=related valugs
anchg the rivers in 2 "region”. Because of tha locatipn of rivers in specific SOCAP
regions to contlgucws state borders (Wasnington, Idehe, Mevada, and Galifarmia),
geagraphic regions can be modiTied as necessary to previde thm basis for meaningful
comparative analysis Tor nom—recreation values such as fisherigs or cultural reslrces.

Guidelings Tar assessing values ars meant to s&t minimum threzholds to eatablish
outstandingly remarkable vafues and are illustrative, aot all-inciusive. In Some GA39s, &
valua may wmest some or all of the criterdia, yet may not, for a well-godumentsd reason, be
determined to ba an outstandingly remarkabls value, In anather situatiom, & valus may be
calied cutstandingly remarkable Tor a reason pet 1isted in these guides, The important ard
critical step i9 to doctment the ratioral for the dstermtnation.
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APPEMDIX E

Valuge Comparison

Waium Comaresgional This Assessment

Soenis & 0
Recreatisnal ) 8]
Fisbety o |
Wiledlqfe - o
Geologis/Paleontolagic 5 o
Batanie/Ecological - 5

reniatory/Traditional Usa : = 2
Hiatorig/oul tural 3 0

0 a Cutstandingly FAmmarkabie

5 = Significant
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APFFENDIY F

LATmme T3 he Dra rCE sment

T BLM received many comments Trom the public after the draft Fesource Asgcosments were
punlished. Some comments specifically addressed the Posource Asssscoant whila others
pertajined to river planning. Oty those comments specifically addressing this Resourecs
Azeassment will be imcluded here. Comments on rivet planning will & agoressed in the
John Oay River Management Plan and Ervironmental Tepact Statement.
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43 -ﬁg WILLY ALY DV CiVI 0L T aaae -
-
¢ Ziag COMMENT FORM
- -, -‘ -

nk you r:n,54% interast in thase »iver=. Below 15 a check list should
¥eu want oo receive por: lpformation ar provide compant=. We will welscme
your Somments at any Lims througnout tha plannisg procasy, howevar, cammerts
for this phaze of the bBroce=s must Ba regcsived at t=Ma PIM offime v Amqust
31, 1391 In ordar to be fully ubilizaed. Several mailing llats hava bBean

aembingd to send you EMis informseieon.  Ir yau r=ssived dupllcatg= pl=ass
shars them.

jﬁ: Flaa2e sand me more infermation about the followipg rivesa:

k1Y 5 wivars ERoMm -
Lowaz John Day River (pajneres) MARY ESEER | CodsERT®
South Fork of the John Day River i

Middle Deschutaes/Lower (rasked Rivers
North Fark of the Cracked Rives ww‘mﬂﬁﬁ:ﬁﬁm
Crcoked River (Chlmnay Rock Segment) ; -
Whits River SIATILE WA a3

]

2, T am interestad in partieipating. Flease kaep Te on the mailipg liat.

I am not interueted in any further inferzztion. PleAsa ramave oy nana
from tha wailing list, co

;7. I would like 4o sharg my ides= and auggestions an this faorm.
!
4226 feal Irss Lo aend us additicnal comments.

Ptk o Oay R, oo A . .
el A

uﬂmmﬂwﬁgm

\

‘bleasa fald and aithar stapla or tape thix form and drew it in the mail. Ko
Festage la necaseacy.
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Oeroker 3, 1991

o=z SuUuzZin Meinsrs
¥From=z Koo Halvorsen, Dist. Botaniesl Spomo.

Snbjects John Day River (mainstam) and hotanical values

in ans#er ks Maprk Egeer's wild apnd scenle rivar commant. thwe
main=tam af the John Day River dops pos=2Z Junargus spdemic plants,
many of whick were., at sna time ar another. of =ome important

stxtuz. AMCRe these olapts are Caxtillejy xanthokrsicha {(yellaow-
mairy Indlan paeintbrush!., Astracalaus diaphinus var. dizchacus
{tranaparent miikvatchl, ti= meril {Hevius' chaenacti=).

Pedliscastua atmpesnii var. rghygijgr {(barrel cactus). jvmenooasous
fjlifmliue war filifoliua (Columhia sutleaf] and fEclepias
cryotoc=tas (pallld milkwaed)., Tha yellaw-haeiry Indian paiaotbrusa
wazs opce i fedmral =apdidate for listiag a2 T/E but now doss pot
appear on any lixt I kmaw of and iz neot “onsiderad a special statos
oclagt. He* =nly i= it found near Clarme, but alse lo much =f the
Mudsy Creesk, Currant Cresk, Cherry OCresiz and Bridga CIwek
draipages, extendlny froam at lesat the Nerth Pole Ridge z2rea to
Mitchml!l and =outh and eaat. Maviu=' chaanactis and the
rransparent milkversh wers both fedaral cardldates but now arwe at
Eha Pwatch" lavel. the lowe=t lewel a plant —can have and atill De
recorded in kthe field when chservations are made. The pallid
millwe=d and the barrel cactus ars =zl=a at tha "Watci” lsvel and
never were= fedeval candildates. The Columbia cutleal has Paen an
tha "Wazch™ list But has na atatus at thi=z time.

I know of ne plant= within the =srridor of the John Day Wild apd
oeanic River whish weuld cause the botanical valuas to  be
"mutETARAingly ramarkamlet, There are sigonificapt values, howsver,
by tha presence of the aboave sndamic speciss but these ancemic
=period ooour mis=where i =imilsr soil=, =2uch as iz the EBridge
Creel /Sutton Mtn. and Spriag Ha=in areas-

Ther= are areaa of "pristine" bunchgrass communlties ap the steap
sice hillzs of the W&s River corrider, but thexe alxs accur
algowher=, and =a while "gignificant", I would have a hard time
applyving the ft=rm “suratandingly remarkabla” to then.

T wsurcg of this infarmatlsn ia frem both records in=-house and
the Dragsn Matural Heritage Data Bame., Mark Egger'e comments would

perhap* hava heen apprepriate five years ago, but the sxtatus and
impprtanme af planta ia centinnally chainging based on  new

information.
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Novembazr 25, 1991

games FENrs .
Deachutea Arsa Manager
Bureau of Land Managament
P.Q Box 580

Prineville, Oregon 897754

Daar Mr. Kemna:

Thank you for the apportunity to reviaw the draft Lower John Day
Fild and Sceniz River Reacurce Assessnent. He aupport the
foutstandingly remarkahla! designation af the acenic, recreatiecn,
fizhery, and wiladlifae resourcaz. Eawaver, wa would like to
comment on aeveral araas of aoncern e the Wilderness Society.

In light of the current urgancy of the salmon-issne, ahe of one
greatest concertix 1m tha sacktion cutlining the fishery ressurces.
Tha John Day River Basin iz ane of the lazt willd anadremeus flak
rans in the Facifle Horthwest. We must da everytrhing pomaibis ta
protect and anhanex thia disappearing resoulce. Although the
author hae done a fine job cutlining tha regional importance of
the river and its assealated riparian habkitats for both fish and
wildlifa, tha rest of thi= amrction is plagqued with deficiencies.
Tha draft should includa: current fishery populations figures,
tha extent of their hebliats' degradation. and the lmpact that
spacifi= "coltpnral® activities DAve hiad on the filasheriea. For
sxanple, how have grazing, agrioulture, read=-building, and
fi=hing activities affacted watay quallty, fish pepulaticns, and
riparian hasitats? To what syxtant can cartain conditicna ke
abttpibuta? tn management activitiex out=ide the proposed acenic
wildlifa ayxea? Management alteriatives drafted without thia
informatiern =euld asricusly impair the futpre health af theeas
regicnally sigmiricant fisheries.

Canaidaering the impertance of this particular Elshery, we are
purprised that the recreational values section dost not assesa
how fishing activitles have affacted the fiszh pupuiatlon. For
example, what percentage of the populatien is caught sach year?
Is the population strassed? In additisn, this aecticn aheould

£10 &% ALDER, S5UILTE 915, PORTLAND, OR $7205
(50%) 24B-0452

Prinyea an recycled par
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assess the lwpact hunting and camping have had on tha riparian
zones. In the futurs 1t might be necczaary tg develop parmansnt
campEites that would csnocentrate visitara away from thease
ecaloglcally vitml zensa. Thesae =ites would present interpretive
and visitor menagamsnt oppertunitiss.

Regarding the acenic resoursss, we fear that the vagua languags
and deseripticn of Ycultural medifications™ may sonivse the
axtent to which thase "wedlfications' have undermined the aren's
acenic potantial. In partlicular, tha last aentence on pPaAde six
("Thaaa sights ara aither tampsrary..."} doea not agree With the
apirit of the last sentence of The previous paragraph ("In &
1983,/84 survay..."}. The river users fron this survey would
probably find their visits much more enjeyabhle without these
Wtamporary or net signiricant encugh” =sights. In additien, it
would be helpful o make a clearer diztinction hetwesn "rural”
and "wild! argas of the river. How many miles of river scenery
ara blemished by "cultural nedificatiens?" What sectiona {using
A-D, me dene in the assessment of cultural valnea), if any, are
actuailly pristiney

The ageasement of wildlife value= is one the draft's strongast
asctiona. We appland the empphaszis on the deqraded condition of
the riparian zonea. Healthy riparian habitatsz ars aasential Lo
the continued health of the area's wildlife. The managemsnt plan
must =all for an improvesent of these conditions. Tharefors, a
complete inventory of the degraded zonex ls essential 2o paat
nanagament mistakaz =an be corrected. In addition, the drafr
would bBe improved By including the ourrent statns of the
reintrodiuced bigharn and by defining the impacts of "hon=
whilitarisy pecpsarieonal pursuits." We also agres with the
preliminsry £ipding *hat the bat pppulation data iz inadequate.

the botanizal sectisn ia not nearly a= complete ar 1t should he.
althouogh the draft indlcates that the area contzing sixteen
"special status species," including thres potantially endangared
or threatened plant=, otly cone apecies it namad. Considering the
degraded conditionx of the riparian cone=, the planners mu=t Know
what im there oy rather, what iz left. A complete jnventory 1s
abgsliutaly nacesmsry. The presence of thras potantislly
endangered ar threatenad plants certainly gualifies thesa
Botanical walnes ss "outstandingly remarkable.® We hopsa that an
intarsatr in =sntinning current grazing practices &ic net
prajudiss yasur assssament of botanical respurcas. The svasive
language in the hotanical section sugge=sts a fear that a
Pontstandingly remarkable" designation wenld force drastic
changes in range sanagement.

In general, thit dvaftr reesss the public with cbseure suggestions
that past apd corrent grazing managem=nt plans have aamayged the
armn. The impacts of these practices =hould Pe Khown to 38FUIE
they are pot continped or repaated. We suggest suspending
grazing activitiesx st Iesat until the carrider hay roceversd from
vears of, what haz obwviously been, axtremely destiuctive grazing.
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The plannars must net give in to pressure to accommedats short--- ..
term grazing demands that currently damags the area's riparian e
zones. This assessment and planning process is designed o
develop & plzn "which protestx and 2nhaNCES.. .+7ivVer—related
values."” We urge you to examine tha "significant” dealgmation of
batanical valus= awmd gericusly guestion ewrrent grazing

management. :

again, thank you for the nppnrtunlty tn cemment on the Rasource
Assessoent draft. In genaral *he 4raft is an admirable first
step towards a fingl pe=surcs amaszsment and the pretection and
enhansenont of this river's "sutratandingly remarkable" values,
tut it doss need some revizien. We hope our coumment: will
facilitata this proges=. W& laoak forward to workinyg with you in
the management plan develspment pracosa.

Ay flo nsiand O, Pou) S

Bobhert M. Freimark C. Bayard
Assiztant Director Wild and Scenic Riverz Valuntear
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United States Department of the Interior ﬁ'ﬂT=__

| —— ]
BUREANT OF LAND MANAGEMENT E—
Pronvlle Tistrict Office = %
P Box 530 (188 B dth Strest) S Lo —
Prineyille, Oregon ST7TEL mem——

Fie e

W10 1o

Erral Clairs

Jakn Day District

Oracens Qegartment ot F1ah and wWiTd)ite
P. Q. Bex 9

John flay, OR 97345

Ogar Zrrel:

I fave reciivac many somments on the Rascurcs Asseasment a&F thy Joan Davy
River. Zoma gf the cammentz racyirg agoitional flsh gxpertise that vou have.

Would you help me ansyer the Fojlowing quezeians:
1. Why 2% chineek absant from tha South Fark Sasin?

- What is the hatzRery supplemantattan policy for the John Cay RIivers
What current zupplementafion actions ars ssiag on?

3. What are tha interac®ians Detwesn hatekery 135 and wild stock in tne
Jofn Day Rtvar, {n terfis of competiftion, productivity and dizmasa?

4, Flgass assass the impact a¥f the prasant sport catel of S48k on redbscg,
stesihead ang eninock.

(4]

What siparian resteraticon affarts ara belsy maces on Euate owned lans 1n
thE John Cay Basin?

Erral, thankz again far your help. Wauld veu kE= ante £3 respgond by Sabruary
15, 19827 Lat ol Kiow,

Eiacwraly,

/
}?jﬂavfd ¥. Young
District Fishery Biaologist
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January 10, 1992

MEMORANDUM
To: Sulan Meinars, Res_ Planner
Frdn: L}HE Andrews, Eangs Con.

Subjuct: Commeats an John Day River Resourck AsZossment and Hildaroass
Socimty Latter (aes attachments)

Attacred are my only comments oo ke JOR Resource Asseszment, Becauze of the
seope of asseszment ! did not sas a big aesd to axpand on refarences to
Tivestock grazing and managament ar laek thera of. It propably suffice to say
Ehat certain rezource valugs can be enhanced by improvec range menagemant.

concerning the Wildarmess Socisty’s Tettar dated 11/25/971, whidh contains
crewnants an the draft JOR Resaurce Asseasmant, I weuld simply say that it 1%
nut the intent of a resource atseismart ta analyze wiy ‘and how cartain
resturtes may have gotten in & degraded condition, but only that thay arg and
that they may ba improved. ATss, the river mapagement plan will getatl
practly how thess degraded razauress witl te Smproved.
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As found by Congrass, the scentr resoirce the John Day Hlver 15 determined
to ba an sutctandingly ramarkabie valus, The rwral and wild zettings and
unigque faatures alopg the river attrast wiziters on a regienal and
acrasionally national and international basis. The gpportunity exists to
sphanes the scanic values along 1ome segments of the viver by adopting range :
: the riparian zone and,river banks scmes é"‘-

Recreational appertunities are, or have the potential to be, uniqua enough 0
attract visttorts from autside of the geagraphic region. Visitors would be

r— Ll i mare-—amar A _-n.—ﬂlhtﬂnal

willing o - b oL
purpazes, Ri . . ané

stghtseaing, qsf? . 'g,“?f/ ﬂ ﬁ; £ mﬁ e 1 ard

hoating.
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or regional _ . c
DTSCUSTION ¢

Congtderabh : ; ivar.
Yenting, ¥1° :

{racreation

photseraphy

vizitars as s tima,

tpare 7% 14ttie of "no recTRATIONAN "TEIATEO QUVE IQPMe(IL &1y " s Vrem BXEERL
for two plt toilats at Clarno and Cottonmcod highway bridges.

The gqeclogical formations of the baiin offar opportunities for scenlc viewlng
and fosz1} hunting. Tha John Day Fossl] Bed: Nattopzi Mooument, and pther
areas in tha vicinity, confain outstanding foszils of ipternaticmal .
signi¥icance. These fessils are protected under the Antiquities Act therefore
eoliestion s not permltted. :

Hunting seasans run From September through mid-January for waterfowi /upland
Birgs apd from Ogtober through Novemoer for the various dear sedfons, '
accounting #or an approrimate kotai of 18,000 visttor use days. Superior bass
and steelhead fishing attract anglers to tobal approximateiy 10,000 visitor
pse days annualfly. .- :
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Immedtatzly adjacent 4w the river, the riparian zone offecs lusa, gresn
vegerztion imoortant 4o wWildlife and natural hydroiogic processes. Although
past uze has not keen Rind tg thig important vegetatlen, Improved graztng
managemens promises a 4ilow, but stezdy recovery. Im confrist to the <cql,
\mviting riparian areas, the adjzcent ganyan slooes oirer 11%%l@ ngpe of
rallef to the traveler. These dry, steep, wacky hilTsides, proftectad From
ppnraculated grazing and agriculture hy thalr tocography and inaccessiGl1fty,
centaln the remmantz of 4 sace=groat grasiland. Dominated by vast acreage of

blugbynch wheatgrass (Aqropyean spleatymd . thace cTopes appear mech as they
did hunereds of years ago.

Valcan!e <fays of varying hues and textures hear testimony to the fiery birth
of much of the Tangscape along the miver. Hare, In these clay soifs, ara
several soecias of plapts andemic (of [imited range, only foond hara) ta this
part of Oragen. Early spring meistirs offen cpuses these otharw!is barcen clay
clopes to be ablaze 1n a carpet of yellow wildflowers. An dssortment pf unigue
plants on the rocky ridges tempt one to hike to the Top. All im all, 15 plants
of scme degras of importance a "special status species” are known or guspected
in the river terridar, Including three camdidatesz for 1isting a3 endangered or
threatened. -

The designated Arsa contalns vegetation reprasantative of a potentlal natural
community (PHC) biusbunch wheatgrasz ecosystam. (PNC 1s the relatively stahfe,
#inal stage 1n the succussion of vegetaticon typas, generally equatad with
pristinal. Thera are opportuntties to study matfva range sites which could he
useful for vegetative comparison and could be maimtained as pristine plant
rasarves. This could be benaficial for future genatic wxperiments.

PRELIMINARY FINOING

The Juhn Day Wild and Scenic River corridar contains a refatively priscine
bluskuAch wheatgrass plant communliy caupled with tha presence ar potentdzl
presence of 16 spegial status plant spacies. In addition, the unique contrast
hetween riparian and high-dezert upland veqetation provides impertant wildi!fe
habitzt and aesthatic values to the area. Thare 15 oppartunity to imprave the
quallties of the John Day River'sgvegetative commnttysthrough range
management. Scienttfie study and “internretive opportufities aisa axist in the
ared, Therefore, these botanical and ecological valuesf are found to be of
significant value. '

ﬁ;;,¢ptn e T AR

PRE-HIZTORIC, CQULTURAL VALUES - ;ﬁﬁr

Same of tha Jahﬁ_g;y River corrider has been surveyad for cultural rascurces.

Nearly ~ T T Fuild
FRMQE O a-';_pf' .
gi::l:agr: ﬁ ,,..m:.,? i ?’“Eﬂﬁ Jfé& ,12 faw
griag

BXCAVAE o ae fﬁ'ﬂ#’é:::ﬂ'_’-’ fe ar the last
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archaea lHlt1¢nE|
Reqizte: Z1ng the

valye o of thase
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South Fork of the John Day

Wild and Scenic River
Resource Assessment

Fune 1991

Burs ol Land Maogemenr
Drineville ListrecL
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I[. INTROOUCTION

A 1968, Congress enactssd the National wild and Scenic Rivers Act and, tar the first tme,
astablished a =zystem for prasarving outatanding Tree-flowing rivars, The Scuth Fork af tne
Jobn Day Rivar was addsg to this syxtem 1n 1388 when 1t was designated aa a Faderal Wild
and Scenic Rivar by tha Omnibua Oregon Wild and Scenie Rivars Act of 1888, As defined by
the Ast. a Natiomal Wild and Scenic River must be Tree=flowing and have at Yeast ong
outstandingly remarkable valug- The “"Cutstandingly Remarkabls Values" of the 2outh Fork of
tha Jotv DAy River idantified by Congress im the Congressyonal Record inslude: scenery and
recraational opportwiities, Fisharies, wildl{fe, paleomtological, and cultural values ware
gthar Significant attributes identified In the tegizlature though not classified as

"tatstandingly Pamarkabla values®,

Tha iver sactich fram the Izesse—Pauiing Roag crassing to the north boubdary of Murserar’s
Creek Wildlifa Area was jrcluded in the Cragon Scanic wWatsrweys AT eateblished by the
additional watar initiative 0 1988, The Gragon Staie Scemic Waterwavs System instudes
free=1lowing waterways considersd o possess ohe of mora “ouistanding Bcanic, fiah,
wildttfe, meological, botanic, pistoric, archasnlogic, and cutdogr recreation waluss of
prasent and future Benefit to the pubiic™ (ORS 390.30%). Far each séenic watarway, Oregon
Stata Parks and Recreaticon considersd "apacial attribuytes” and arg, therafora, subject to
rales and recommendations for protection or aphancement of thess attributes. To data,
spacial grtributes of the South Fork of the John Day River have not Been 1gentified.

Urder tha wild and Scanic Rivers Act, the BLM i% regquired to propars a comprangrnsive rive
plan to provida for the pratection of the river values. This plan, of which the rescurce
asspsmRAnt 12 the start, will use the Limits of Acceptable Change (LAC) planning procmzs
whila at the same time eomoly with the Mationa! Enwironmental Policy Act (NEPA} planming
regulationt. The planning steps include identificatian of 1scue=, concarns and
opportunities associated with activitiss along the Jakn Day Aiver which will then b
trancslated te management sbisctiwvea and measurement srdtaria far mesting tha objactives.
From this, & ramge of maragement altarmativas sre developed, avaluated, and the preferred
aiternative chosen, The pretarrsd &lternative becomes the more deteiled river management
pian and ingludes provisions to menitor the =fectivenass: of management in meeting the
plyjectives of the plan, Through sach phase of the planning process, public invaivement
will be {nvited, and will be assentig] for the success af a sgund managemant plan. [See

Appendix B far the public imvolwssent pian.)
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L. RESOURCE ASSESSMENT PROCESS (WARVIEW

To becoms a conpomenT af the Mational Wild and Scenic Rivars System, a river must be
"Free-tlowing” din that it can net have any major impoundments or diversions aleng 1ts
sourse. The river must also possezs one or more 'cutstandingly remark=ble sceniec,
recreational, gealogic, Ti=m and wildlife, hisfaric, cultural o other similar valug™. Tha
puroose of this decument 1s 1o determine and defina what these “cutstandingly remarkable”
values ara and how they relate to the river,

M desianating the Scuth Fork of the John Day Aiver as Wild and Scanic, Congresas mandaied
th= oreparation of a mahagemant plan for tha river. Tha importancs of a Eharoush resaurce
aggessment (R4} cannot be gverstated. Thea RA aerves as the Toundation of the river
management plarnirg procsss. 1t detarmines which river—-related featyras or attributes are
truly outstandingly remarkable and which values contribute substantially to the river
satting and the functionimg of 1t3 acosystem. This assessment will guide interim
managementt, pirovide the basis for developing a joint Tedaral and state Fiver management
plan and z=sist 1n the detertingtion of Federal Wild and Sceanic River boundardes.

The R4 protess 18 used ta determsna The degree of sianificance of river—-relatéd values.
The decisions are basad gn available data and ntonmed profassicral judgament, The AA

' process was developed by government agencies with imput from knowledgeshls oroanizations
and individuals. The process provides a degree of stendardization and conaistensy on wild
and Bcenic River planning throughout the northwest. It is an abjective process
accomp]1shed fhraugh the wse of an intardissiplinary T=am Knowledgeable of tha Nationg]
“Wild and Scenic Rivers program, the particular resqures values o Be cansidared and tha

lver or area to be studied. Information from other experts 15 phtained though

vonsultatien, doocument review end/or direct invelvanent as neaded. An analysiz 19
conducted 10 compares resourcs values with other fivers within 2 particular phveiographic
or demograpnic region. As 3 fasis for comparison, gecgraphic regions dafines in Oregon’s
Statewide Comorghenzive Qutdeor Recreation Slan [(SCOAR) are pariially used (sar MAD oN
page &),

The South Fork of the John Day Wild anc Scenic River i=s 1ncated in SCORP Msgion 412,
incaroorating Morremd, Umatilla, Undon, wallowas, 3rant, and Baker Counties. Tha region is
flanked by the Spake River on the sast with the Columbia Aiver and Gragor-WasningIon
borcer Tarming its martherm bowndary. This ragion also containg designated portions of tha
Mayrth Fork of the Johm Day, North Powdar, Powder, Malhgor, Minam, Lostine, Eagla Creak,
Gramie Ronde, Wenaha, Snaks, IMhane, and Joseph Troak Wild and Scenics Aivers. (For
anditional dissusaion of the resource assetsinent process, age Appendix O0). Esseotially,
the reaource assecament process should answer the gquestiong “What i3 znecia] =bout the
SoUuth Fors of the Jonn Day Wild and Scenic Aiver and what edditicoeal imformation is reeded
to devalop a management Slan Tor the river and propsely manggs and aroteg: those vajuas?®

The following stepas or varification technigues wers used to avaiuate the contridution of
WAFTOUS respurce waluss ta the Sputh Fark of tha John Day Rivar:
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- The use af an interdizsiplinary team agproach:
- Considaration of uniduaness and rarity 2t a regiognal and national Taval;
- Comsideration of values {dentified 1n previouds studiss and reports [(see AaDekdix at;

- Valuas mu=t ba rivar related in that they owe their ssistence or contribute to the
functioning &7 tha river system and 1ts immedigte epvirons;

- The use &f siandardized criteria agatnst which river waluas were measured to
determine cutstandingly remarkable valua;

~ verification by other expsrts in the subject arsa;

- Public werif™cation of praliminary findingas of cutstandingty remarkabis walua,

Thiz rescurcd assessment will evaluate the foliewing South Fork of the John Oay River
resources !

+ Sconic
+ Racreatianal
+ Fizh and wildlife
+ Historic/Culiyral

" Batanic/Ecniogical

+ Heoiogic/Palsontologic
+ Pra—histaric/Traditional L&
* fd ather 2imdlar values
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¥alue Comparison chart

Wi lue Congressiongl This Ascassment
SCanic O 2
Recreational Q Q
Fishary - a
Wildlife =] 0
e 1cgic - =
Palactitologis - o
Batanical - Q
Prghistaric/Traditional Use - (27}
“fisteric/Cultural - (37]

outstangingly Hemarkabls

O
I

n
k1

Significant

7 = Moed More Iaformation 7o Cetarmine
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(II. RIVER DESCRIPTION

The Scuih Fark of the John Cay River i3 aituated primarily in 4 semi-a=rid areca in
northeastern Oregon. Fiowing northward Trom the Ochsca and Aldrich Mountainz, the entira
Seuth Fork drains an erea of approximately 607 square miles and catars the maina2Iam Jhn
Day at Davville, the only incorscrated city in the subbaszin. subbasin elavaticn ranges
metwaan about 2,300 feet to 7,400 faet mbove sas level. Moet of Ehe subbasin is logated in
Grant County.

The AcT dssionated the 47 mils segment from the Malheur NMatignal Forest boundary 1o Smokey
Cresk &g a recraational river, The entire wild and Scenic portion of the 3outh Fory is
andmimtaterad by the Sureaw of Land Management tbrough interagency cooperaticn with othoer
fedaral, state, and local gevernment agencias. Boundarias and asresges idanzifisd in this
repart are subject to revision hassd on further analysis of existing and naw snformatich
in the preparation of specifTic river managsment plans.

Land wnerskip Within the South Fork of the John Bay wild and 2cenic PivAr Preiiminary
Bouwndarias:

Approdimate
Milaz of Approximate
Rivar Fronhtage Coo Acreaga
BlM 30 B, 720
Stare a 1,310
Private S6 4,310
Johoen MF i 160
Tatal &7 x 2 = o4 15,000

The 29 mile segmant oatwesn the Fost-Paulina Roaoc crossing {o the narth bouncary af
Muroerer’s Creek Wildlifs Area was Cesignatod a scenic watsrway by the Stats of Qregon in
1989, State Scanic WAaterway bouncaries are located ong quartar mila from the mean high
watar 11ns on both sidez af the river. The entire length of the State Scsnic Waterway lles
within the fedaral Wild and Sgenic RAiver stratoh, thouwgn in =ome cases the State's guarter
M 1e boundary on Eeth sides of the river may exceed the proposed federal bowndary.

Portions of Aldeich Mountain wildwrress Study Arsa (WSA) are included within the probosed
wild and Scenic River bowndaries for a toral of approximatety 2.5 mifes. This W3A
gdditionally Barders approximataly 1 wile of the orsliminary Wild and Scenic boundary. T™ha
wild and Scenic preliminary boundaries alzo overlao approximately 160 acres far & total of
agproximately ohe and a haif river miles of the Black Canyon W1lderness managed 0¥ tha
UBES. & KO mile Mariomal Beck Country Byway follows the South Fork from Dayville to tha
borgar of the Halheur Maticmal Farest. Within the South Forx of the Jobm Cay arsa therw
are approcimately 20 scres of cammercial forestland classified as Fragile Reatricgted ana
approximately 100 acres classified ag witharawn.
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A proposed addition te the Stata Rscreation Trajls System would pass through tha
designated portion on an east—west raute near the Murderer’s Cresk drainaga, Murdarar's
iSragk Wild Horse Herd Menagement Area, administered jointiy by the United States Forsst
Sarvice (USFS) and the BLM, i5 atjacent to a portion of the river and conkists o 143,000
acres. In additicn, th* 26,000-gcre Murdersr's Creelk w11dlifs Management Area neignbors &
portien af the river and 18 a cooperative faderal, state ang private effort managed by the
gregen Department of Fizn and witdlife.

The South Fork near Daywille was gagec intermittantly for 10 vezrs batwsen 1910 and 1330.
A gavge was reinstallsd just above Dayville in Oeteber af 1347 and 15 currantly in
service. Average anrwal agischarge at the mouth iz an astimated 100,000 pore—Tent,
Subbain discharge i% graatest during the winter months, the peak Flow gemerally ooourring
in late April. Ficws bottom oul in September, the Tow fiow periad ococourring Trom July
thraugn October when damends far irrigation wse, fisheries naintenance, and watar guality
are greatagt.

The major landoover type is rangeland with xame conifarcus Torest sdging atong tha river.
The Tew agricultural areas near the designatsd river ocour arcund Dayvilla ana Izem, There
it presently nonresreational development on the designated portion of the river, A moatlw
gravel ar dirt road Tollows the river’s sntire length, fanging irom 50 feet o A guarter
mile from the river!s adaas.

2n an annual basiz, the subbasin exnhibits satizaTectory chemical | physical, and biplagical
guality. Procblems zuch as sediment Teading during high Tlow and high water temperatlres
during low flow pericds are due to timber removal, road conatructing practices, dradge

Tl activities, and patural conditiaons {(ODWR 18286).
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V. DESCRIPTION AND EVALUATION OF FESOURCE YALLES

SCEMIGC VALLIES

Criteria for Cutsiandipoly Remsréabla HAat-ng

The landscans elsments of landform, vegetation, water, coler, and reiated factors result
in notakble ar exemplary viswal Teatures and/or attractions within the gepgraphic region.
when analyzing scemic values, additional facTors such as seazonal variations in
vagatation, scale of cultural wmedifications, and the langth of time negative intrusions
ara vigeed mey ba considered. Scemery and visual attractions may be highly divérag over
tha maiority of the rivar in the gecgrapnic region.

DISCUESION OF SCEMIC VALLES

The South Pork of tha Jabn Day Aiver contains striking and unigue sSenic valuas with a
wide veriaty of vegatatian, color, and interesting landfarms. Scattered pomderaga pine anc
an cocasioral Douglas ar whita fir datermix with juniper, gageprught. &nd nattva
buAthgrasses creating a distingt vegetative patiem ob the sieep canydn slopes. Lired Wi1Th
a rlourishing sssartment of streamside vagetation, the river's gdje makes a oicturesgue
centerpiace to the rugged canyon ioene. In the wpper reaches of the river, ralatively
leve! Bgriculturai land Torms a more pastora) setting.

The canyon is geelagically scenic as well. Expogutes of columnar jointing and fascer
dikes are very impressiva at places aleng the river, particularly betwsen Smckay and
Mivar Cregks and in the gorgs near Black Sanyan Creek,

The river itsal? {3 pet{te vet turbulsnt with numercus small rapida interrupted Dy
accesicnal deep holee and a 55 vertical foat drop at lzee Falls. A nunbar &t deap
dreinages amd tributaries, at2c lush with ripartan yegatation, intersact the river aF it
“1ows downistream. Large basalt cutcrops protruds from the ravine wall=s.

A graval, seunty rood foilews the first ten miiss of tha river south from Dayyillle, Frop
rhig point 12 milea south ta Izee Falls, the road 18 ssasonaily mailntained by the BELM and
san often bm roudgh, or syan Smpaesible during the wintsr, The remaindar »¥ the desicnatad
rortion of the rivar is follewed by a county roed, 12 milex af wnich arm paved,

he river corridar ik mestly natural im character cespite the road, Other Cultural
modifications to thw Tandscaps arg mastly a proguct oT ranching and recreation and includa
such things as & small ranch houses, barne, fances, =pring devalopments, Tivestock,
irrigatian pumps, tememrary Tire-rings of a ortmitive nature, and a historic mill. Theas
sights are 1n keaping with the river's recreational s1asgqf{cation and are insignificant
ancugh net to seriousty arfect the scendic values of the dasignated =ection.
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FRELIMINARY FIKNDTHS

A% asgarted by Congrass, the 2outh Fork of ths Jobn DAy Riwver has unigue and outatancing
sceic value and thiz value iy therafors determined to be cwistandingly remarksnla, The
axceptional visual featurss of basalt cuterops, steen canyon walls, a waterfall, and
colartulty diverse riparian, gressland and wooded vegetation comoins te creste an
atiractive, natural 2etting vnigue among Fivars in the gacgraphic regicon.

AECREATTIOMAL VALLIES

griteria for dutatandingly PRemarkebls Aating

Recraational opportunities are, or have the potaniia]l to he unigue aendigh 1o attract
wigitars from outside the gesgraphic region. Yisitors would be willing to traval long
distances to use the rivar rasources Tor recreational purposes, River—related
apportunities ecwld 1nciude, but mot B= Timitad to, si1ohtsesing, wildlite observatipe,
photcgrapny, hiking, fishing, hunting, and boating.

Intarpretiva optertutities may be exceotinnal and Artract o have the poatantial to atTract
wigitera from cutside the cecgranhic regiow. Co

Tha rivaer mpy provide or haye the potential to provide astiings for mational or rearonal
Usdge or compatitive avents.

OTSCUSSION OF RECREATIDNAL YALUES

Tha South Fork of the John Day River offers the visitor excolent opportunities for
gightseeing, camping, fishing, switming, picnicking, amd bunting. Other forms o7 disparsed
recraatisn such 5 phatogrenhy and wildlife watching can also b enjoyad by visitore. At
this timm, there are no recreational developmants along the river, The rivar’s ruatic
character pravides the visitor with a fesiing of isoiation and remotensss despite its
roaded accessibility, This area is heavily used during humting and fishing measont
partially due to this rustic and accessaible nature.

The rugged gealegic formations of the canyon offer excellent sightiseing opportundities,
Tha John Bay Foesil Bads Hational Morwment, and other areas 1n the wisintty, conTain
outstanding Tosst1ls of international atlonificanca, Goli=etion of thase fozs511s on public
lands % mat parmitted, having pretection under the Antiguities Aet, but visitors can
gtill snjay the axperiwnse of hunting for and viewing theas glimppzes of the past.

Thare #re estimated to be approximately 3,000 vialtor dayst anrual 1y of use

"one visitor use day eaquals cne person viziting the river for 2 12-nour
period.
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+7ing trout seasoh end an additional §,500 vimitor cays ot use during the fai] nunmting
2e330n. Fishing ceaks in Jung with anothar substantial surge durirg early falij,
Approximataly 500 viyaitor use deys annually have besn recorded during the hot summer
montnz wnen general camping coedrs with the associated activities af hiking, sightse=ing
and sWimming. Thers 15 no comumentsd recreational boating use on The South Paork, Wild and
Scenic designation along with the astablishment of the National Back Country Byway wil)
Tikely increaze levals of wvisitor use by an add{tional 2-8% abowa the axisting trend of a
2«5 TnCroRse par yedar.

Zurveys conducted by the BLM of the entira Jobn Day River Basin during the haavy river usa
menTtna (Aoril to Juna) from 1984 to 1888 found that 78x af tha visitors came from Jregon,
35% of that Tigurs being from the Central amd Easterm porttions of the stata whiile 63%
bieiled from weat of the Cascades. The other 2% ware Trom Southwesiern Oregon.

of those who wara nmat from Oregon, mest were fomd to ba from neighbering states,
washington baing tha mast freguently menticned. Arn OCFRW survey of anglars during Movember
through Merch of 1987738 ravealad & much highar percentage of visitors from the John Day
Aivar Baain and nearby region with only 2% of the anglers being from out of 3tate.
International visitors protably make uo at Jeast part of bath out of state figurss,

FRELIMINARY FLMDING

The 2cuth Fork «f the John Day River hes high walus for a myriad of dissersed recrasationg’
opportunitioz as alluded to by $ongress and therefare racrmaticnal valuss an this river
can b2 congidered cutstandingly remarkabie, Excellent opportunitiss far recreation an the

wth Fork inglude hunting, fithing, camping, sightseeiny, witidlifa nbsarvation,
Ahotography, and hiking, The combination of ascessibility and rustie character pravida a
recraat igpal s&tting that it becoming mora and more aheommon in teday’s world and hence
has potential fo attrast visitors frow outside the geographic regicon.,

The John Day Fossil Beds Mational Merument provides {nterpretive services im0 the region
but therg are many other rich intarpretive opportunities yet to be tapped that have
ootential {9 attract wvisitora from outside the geograchic regiah 23 well. This
interprative potential 7% especially gvident 1 the Tact that = Wivdlifa Managemant Arca,
Wild Horse Herd Managamant Area, Wildernasxz Study Acea, wildarnass, Naticnal Backoowntrsy
Bvway, and proposed State Racreation Trail Syatsm are either within or neighbor tha Wild
and Scenic <orridor (swa River Descriptien azectign of this repart).

FISHERY VALLES
Gritgria Tor Dutstandingly Remarkable Eatiyg

Fish valuas may ke judged cn the relative merits of &ithar Tizh populations ar habitat, or
4 canbination of thexe river-related canaitions.
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Populatiomas The river is natiorally or regichal ly an important producer of residan.
and/or anadromous Tish soecie=. OT pRrticular significance is the prasance af wild
gtocks anafor thraatoned and endangered specias.

Hatritat The river prowides exceoticnally high quality habitiat for fish species
imdiganaus 1o the region. OF particular significance i3 habitat for wiid stocks
and/or Tederally listed or cardidats threatensd and ardangered Spacies.

DIECLSSION QF FIEHERY WALUES

The John Cay RAiver Hasin montains ane of the few remainieg totally wild anadromous fish
s wWithout hatchery supplementation in the Pactfic porthweat with current ramges of
15,000 — 35,000 staglhead and 2,000 - 5,000 Chincok salmen returming to the Basin sach
year to spawt (1990 figuras}., The summer steelhead and spring Chincok refurning to the
John Day asd tributaries make up the larogat entirely wild ruon in the mid-ané-upper
Coalumgia River Basin, making the river systam of regianal significanca. Histarically,
Chinook are not found im the South Forl of the John Day Aiver due to warm watar
jemparatures, lack of pesl hapitat, and Tow =rtream flews. 01d, =ketchy, wneonfimed
reparis suggest that sowe chinook may have Besn in the South Fork but there have Ceen no
subistentiated reparts. (ODFW 13592). :

The South Ferk Subbasin currently producas approzimately 4% = M of the total Jobn Day
steclhaed populations as w11 as & =substantial resident trout fishery (1985 figurea).
Artually, betwesn March and June, as many as 1,000 ~ 2,000 adult stealhead spawners
migrate inte the Scuth Fark drairnaga, whers approximataiy 85 miles of spawning and resr”
habitat exizt. Steelbead apawning 18 pracently restricted to habditat below Izas Falls,
goproxinetely rivermila 28 on the South Fark River, A fish passage proposed oy the Oregon
Figh and Wildlife Commigaion around thit naturg] blackage would cpen up an additional BY
milas af spawning habitat.

Resicdent trout paxulaticns inhabit 40 miles of the river and gensrate 3,000 to 5,000
recreation days awwally with 2 eport catch of overs 10,000 fish according tc tha Oregon
Watar Resources Depatiment. Studise by COFW (1992) indicata that owver 3D% ot this <ateoh
was natehery rainbow trout, ODFW etocks rainpow trout in the Tower reaches of mainstrsam
Fivars including the South Fork (1992). The department has downaized and altersd it's
trout stocking pragram to reduce competition, harvesti, and dizease impaeta on wild fish,
Today it's goal i%x to buffer the key wild atock praduction arsss by pging &4 few hatohery
fish ta distribute englers away from key wild production tributaries (QDFW 1882)., This
practice 15 augmented by plantimg fal1 spawning sfock to reduce hybridization, Wild
rainbaws are supplemented eash wear with the stocking of fimgerling rainbows. The native
rainisw, Known as radbands, were racerttly put on the statewide sensitive spacias list for
Oregen- Other game 3pecieas imeiude mounttain white fish. Mon game specist 1nclude sucksr,
dace, chisaimauth chul, and morthern 2ouewfish.

Tha fast that the John Day river system 83 & whoie is the longest fres flawing river 1n
the Columbie River Besin signiTicantly intluences the success of the wild tTizh ronz. In 2
recant Matiop—wide Rivers lpvantory repart, the Jobn Day was found £0 be one of only 42
high guality rivars 1aft that is greater than ZO0 kilomatars in length without any major

dams,

Buring the swmmee af 1882, BLM wii] conduct habitat inventery, write quallty and guantd
and water temperature studies. FResulis are pending analysisz.
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18 cupulative impact of 211 {rrigabion withdrawals is a los3 of juvernile fi2n and their
natitat during the summer.  An unknewh number of figh are affectsd, Past TogRing
ACTIVities anc read construction have incregsad the amaunt of sediment which has teducT

fish habitat.

Basad on the available archaeolegical end ethno—histeric information, a variaety of fisaery
resources were explotted within the John Day Aiver Basin most recently by groups balonging
o the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Scrings and Umatilla. Treaties sigred by both
groups in the 1AEQ%s with the U.5. sovernment prowide Tor fishing rights "in the straams
running thraugh and bordering s&id reservatlon{s)..., and st all other usual and acoustames
Btations im cewen with citizens of the United States...” Data on the current use of the
river by These Mative American groups is non—esgistent, but formal ¢ueriase may reveal *har
fishing activities ara occurring.

PRELIMINARY FIMDIMG

The regional anc rational signifizance of The sntire John Oay Basin’s fisheries cualsfy
Thiz resource as an outstandingly remarkabla valua, The quality, guantity, aesthetic, and
tradiZicnal importance of the f1sh habitat and <ts resuiting resident and anadromseus Sisn
populations of the South Fork serve t4 snrich the value of this resourcs.

Zince the aarly 19705, intensivae afforts have been made 1o rastora the riparian systam
alemg the South Fork of the John Day. This recowery effort led te significant imprevements
in water quality and increased benafits te the fisnery,

2storation has been accemplished by fallowing a grazing management program that allows

-1vestock graripg to eccur during the spring. As a2 result, thare has baan vast
improvement in the riparian habitat.

WILDLIFE VALUES

griteria fer Cutstangingly Femarkab]a

Wildlifa valuas may be judged on the ralative meritz of aither wildlife populations or
haoitat - or a cothination of thes= conditiona,

PopuTatione The river or aras within the river corridor containg nationmally or
regianalTy impartant mepulatione of 1ndigercus wildlife species. Of particular
significance arg species <onsidered to be weigque or populatioms of fedarally 14iatad
or candidate threatened and sndengared species. Diversity of zpecias 13 an important
consideration and capTd, in 1tsalf, Jead t& a determinatian of cutstandingly
ramarkahla,

Habitat The riwver of area within the river corrider previdas exceptionally Righ
quality habitat for wildlife of pational ar regional sigrificance, or may provide
uwnique habitat or a =ritical 1ipk Sn habitat conditions far Tederally listed or
candidate threatsnsd and endangared specics. Comtigusus habdtat conditions are such
that the biological needs of the spesies are met, Divarsity of habitat iz an
important congideration and couwld, in itself, lpad fo & determinaticn of
outetandingly ramarckzhla,
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CISCUSSION OF WILDLIFE VALUES

Tha collective John Day Aiver Basin containz an outstandingly remarkabls diversity aof
wildlifa 2pacies, possibly more diverss than any other river system {in the stats of
Oragori. The South Fork of tha John Day sxemplifies this auality with the diversity (Y
habitat types it contaims. vegetation typea in the river include hig sagehrush, western
{Umiper, ponderasa pine, and grand Tir. A combination of grassy meadows and ni115idas,
atreamside shrubz and vegeretion, and old growth soniferous Stands provioe the potential
for a wide variety of wild opacies within the river corrider. Habitai diveersity is
dirsctly proporticnal 12 animal divaersity, providing an abungance of edge and leading to
habitat atability. The riparian zone is alsc of prime imgortance in this schsme, The
riparian vegeiation provides impartant seurcss =T covar and food Tor wildlife, to a much
greater axtest than the surrounding dry areas,

The Scuth Fork 18 impartent to several threatered and senaitive species. Bald wagles,
threatenad %tatus in Oregon, cecur along the antirs river sogment 1n winter. Historicalidy,
cersarine Taloona migrated through the area: hewever, nene haye been sighted racently.
Foregrines may returt but only when pooulations throwghout the region increase. A
remnant agegrouss population, a Federal Categary 2 Candidats $pecies, oCCUrS within the
basirn. Historic popuwlation Tsvels ars unknown. Stands of ponderosa pine within the Wild
and Scanic Soreidor prowids nesting and Teeding habltat Tor Lowis' woodpeckers. Lewls’
woodpeckers are 1isted as sensitive on the Oregon Natural Heritage Program 1ist{1991].
Other 3pecies & the lizt which potentially ocour In the ares are:  white—headad
wooopeckar, blackbacked woodpecker, pigmy huthatch, Northern sawwhet owl, northert pygmy
owl, Flammulated owl, westorn biuebird, Marthern goshawk, and spetted frag. Bank awadlow
arc algo on the list and defimitely do accur witnin the river carridor,

califarnia BYghorn zhesp, a cAtsgory 2 Federal Candidats speciasz, wers Tirst relsased in
1878 by the Oregon Departmert of Fizh and Wildlife at Aldrich Mountain. The sheap ars
vearlong residents. Their numbers have increased from a population of 14 animals to 140

sheap.,

The Sputh Fork Basin 18 cruzial muie deer winter range. The Murderer’s Creek Wildlifs
Management Unit providas cowver and forage for desr and elk when snow forces them to 1awer
alavatiors. Crucial alk winter range and surmer range for swall slk kards is presant.
Aldrich Mauntain i% summer rangs for antalope, 2]s0. Tha antelope population iz astimated
to b 100, valley Aqual) arm found in 3ids drainages, The corridor alse provides good
ehukar hasit. Mountain guail and ruffed and Blue greyse can Alec be found. It showld also
be roted that the Murdersr's Creek Hard Management Araa was establisbed for 100 wild free—

roaming korsea.

Natura] predators are alsp & key cotponent to habitat stability. Mowntain lian and bobcax
socUr in the South Fork coreidor.  Mink, beaver, raccoon, rivar otter, cayots,
rattlesnake, and ground sguirrels are commen Species. Golden eagles, redtai] hawks, and
prairis faleona nest in the canyon, Meurning doves cocur from 2pring to Tall. Mellards,
cinnamon teal, and wood dueks also uze the area.

Diversity of habitat is alsa dependsrt on ecplogical condition. The majority av the
rifgrian rome on the South Fark 1s overall, in nid-seral condition. In 1960, 79 percent of
riparian hapitat was found o BB in gor to fair condition. In the Murderer’s Croek
Allotment, the upiamds 10 the two riparian pastures are both in a dowmward trend, but
riparign habitat is upward im trend, Riparian and upiand habitats on the Blg Baldy
Allotmant shew Bn upward tresd. The =1iotments employ & =pring grazing and rast rovation
syatem, respectively. In the past, the Fockpile Alletment grazing system wags hot fal lowe ;
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iz lead to heavy owargrazing on the riparian. In the pas: thres years, doe ta changes 1M
1ive5;nck managament, the candition hers has improved to fair. Prograss towards = Tater
seral” state 15 being made. Coyote and peachtres willow and red—osiar dogwood are
important riparian species growing o the banks. An interdisciplinary team is presently
involvad in eatahlishing permansnt trend atudiss and manitering as part oT 4 multi=agensy
craeFdinated Pesmures Plan. Wildlife populattens are expectes to increase in future yemsrs.

Th portions of the South Fork, particularly anove Qounty Road &7, historic Tloocdplains
have besn convertad te agricuitural lamds. On the majority of thesa landa, vegetation has
heen convertss 1% AASTure grasses. Thiz creates a seasonal Torage basd Tor a few wildlife
species, particuiarly mule deer, but due ta the reduction in habitat structure and
diversity the majority of wildlife species naturally oocurring 1n these afgas are reduccd
in mumbars ar eliminated entirely. Oue to recent public concerms on riparian managamant
this situation 1z changing, and <ngoing projects are providing far reactab’ ishmant of
porticns of the riparian habitats hiztorically oeeurring along thid river.

Availabie archasolozical and eitno-historic informaticn reveals that a wide wariety of
wildlife resnurces ware gxplaited within ths Jobn Day River Basin most recently by groups
balorging to the Confaderated Tribas of the Warm Springs and Umatilla., Treaties sighed Ly
both greups in the t280's with the U.5. goverrment orovide for ... the privilsgs of
huntirg...on unciaimed lands in commen with citizens, 15 alss agcured to them”. Hunting
rights an ceded lands continue taday and ars rmgulated by the respective tribes similarly
to these imposad on the Eurc—imerdican population. Whethsr or set bunting activities are
coourring within the river corrider 18 not known,

JELIMIMNARY FINDING

The South Fork 15 a kay wiTdltfe arsa_dum to the diversity and condition of Rabitats fourd
in the corrider. Diveraity of vegetation habitats varies from grats/sagebruah nillsides
providing farage far big game spaciez and nesting far many migratary and resident bird
species to maturs ponderoas and fir Toresta providing habitat for a wide variaty of
cpecies. Timber in the corrider and adjacent to it are largeiy Jneut, and this factar is
imporiant in maintepance of axisting wildlife diversity as surrcunding lands becomm
increasingly mamaged. In additiomal to tha riparian, sagebrush and timber vagatatien
typas, mourtain mabagony and bitierbrush types also acdur within the area, providing 2

valuafle mix of vwegetative t¥pos.

The habitat diversity of tha South Fork of the Johm Day, in eddition to the variaty of
wildl1fe species and 1ife forms it haz the ability to =upport, mMake Ehe river corridor an
cutstandingily remarkanle area, Thiz Tinding uppradez the “gignificant” finding neted in
the Congressionral Record. Tha presence of a threatenad species, category 2 specied, &
larce population of Lewi2’ woodsmckers, and the potential for many San2i{tiva Specins
enhances the river's value even Turther, Big game spaciea ars important for the
recreational experience they provide, but native non—game opecias are al3o very valuanle
as a resgurco ang (ndicetor of diversaty.

My refarence to “erolcgical successica”, which is defined by Cocoladyand
Fimld Hinlogy (Smith 1986} 88 "an orderly and progressive replacement of’ one
plant community by another until a relatively stable community occupies the

area
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Hahitat stability i3 a product of profper ecological management. Managemant should
continue to imprave upon serat conditions in riparian zenes. Climax riparian, as well as
old growth coniferous stards, ere scarce on public land and thus gualiTy for managmment as
out2tandingly remarkabla valuss, Overall conditiocn of habttat within this corrider iB
gred.  Disturbartee to wildiife nabitat 4o dua primarily fo fivestock grazing and the Soulh
Fork road. Histarie Tivestork grazing subatantially reduced the quality of tha area, bDut
changes within the 1ast decada hes allowed habitat to imprave, with increased vegetetion
diversity and mabitat structure now providing a Tair habditat rating. The potential 18
high Toar further improvement. The jmpacts from the South Fork road, while substantial
froe the standpyint of 1ot habitat ard disturbanse, ars ot mitigatable unless the road

iz ¢loesd.

GEOLOGICAL/PALEONTOLCGICAL VALLUES
Critaria for Outstgndingly Femarkatlse Bating

The river or the arsa within the river corridar contains an sxample(3) of a geotogic
featurs, procezs, or phenseens that ig rare, dnusuai, che-of-a-kind, or uniqua to the
gucaraphic region. The featurs{s) may De in &% unuswally active stsge of develcoment,
repregant a textbook” example and/er rapresent & unidua or rare catbimation of gecliogic
fezturea [ereticnal, woleanic, glasial, and or other gealogic strustures).

QISCUSSION OF GECOLOGIC/PALEONTOLOAICAL VALUES

The John Day Basin has & complicated geglogic history which has resulied in & divarsw
ascembingR of recks. These rocks include massas of oceanic crust, marine sediments, a wi.
variaty af voleanic and volcanic derived recka, ansiant river and laks sediments, and
recent river and landslide deposite. On the South Fork of the Jobn Day, the designated
rivar seghent 13 comprized mostly of basnlt and complex pre-Tertiary rock, Significant
amaunts of ground water probebly are stored in this basalt.

The noritwen portion of the river cuts throwgh the sast snd of the Ochooo Mountaing and
the continerntal flood—baxalt of the Columbia Rivar Basalt Group. The Bouthern fortign af
the zegment cuta through Juraesic and Triassic age maring sedimeatary rocks ard some
walocanic racks, Some of thesa rocks arg siightly metamorphosed hut most are ubaltered.
verall, the area i% structurally complex with numerous fawits and smail falds, with the
regional trend baing mortheast—southwast.

In terms of Boanary, the expoturses of columnar jointing and feeder dikes are very
impresfive &t places along the river, particularly between Stekey and O7ivar Cregks and in
the gorge nesr Black Canvon Srek. Picture Gorge bagalts daminate the sxignt of this
mortharly end of the mapped region, and the faw paleontoioyical items of itterest conaist
of interbasalt ropt and trunk caste.

There is excellent potentia]l far paleonialogical rescurced in the Mascall Formation within
the northerly portion of the desighated cortidor, Thia formation containg widespread Bnc
abmndant vertebrate Teasils and ainor plant Toesils. Paleoniological values ara very
sigmficant, egpecially north &f Dear Qresk. Marine 1nvertebrates, fogssilifercus outcropu,
gnd fitsure dikes can be found in the area,

The axzposures of considerakle pelecntalogical imterest begin along the ssutharm end af
area, South of Izem the Souih Fork has cut through a Jurazsic (150 — 190 mya} seduenco o)
marine voleaniclastics. This sequence of the Suplee, Nicgly, Hyds, Srowihas, Trowbridge,
and Lonesome Formations containg ammenites, bivalves, and riyconeliid prachiopods. Some of
the amhenltes are quite sighditicant but have pesn “hit” by amateur oollectors.
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posite af chromium, sercury, ashestos, and gpid oceur 10 the subbazin but there are no
cerrently active mineg or mining <1aime and few mines have been activa in the past.

FRELIMIMNARY FINDING

The paleontologic features and cpportunities for scisntific research, $nterprstation, and
aesthatics avaiiabla on the Sgwth Fork of the John Oay River ars datermined to pe of
sutatangingly remarkable value. The potential Tor excellsmt palaontaiogical rasources
withir tha northerly portion of tha preliminary wild and =cenic boundary and the known
grpogures on the 2puthern and are of mejor imgertance to thiz finding as 153 the
internaticnal significance of these local rascurces. The geologvc faatures, whnile scanic,
ate not determined to be umique to the gecgraphic region and are therefore considersd
aignifigant.

BOTAMICAL/SCOLOGICAL VALLES

Criteria for_Qutstandingly Asmarkabie Bating

The rivar or area rear the river must contain nationaily or regiona:ly importent
popuiations of indigerous plant species. OF particular impeortancs are species considered
to ba unigue or populaticna of federally listsd ar Carndidate Thraatened and Endangeared
Species. Wnen analyZing vegetetion, additiocnal factors such as dvarsity of zpecies,
numbgr &t plant commurities ant cultural fmportanss of plants may be considered,

DISCUESION OF BOTANICAL /EOCLOGICAL WVALLUES

agetaticn in the John Day River Canyon 18 a diversity of plant communities rasulting from
pa=t humah wses and envdronmental Tactora, Yagatation in the river coreidsy has been
affacted by fire control, moad construction, uamanaged 1ivestock grazing and othee
mAMagement practices.

Lendcovar Alang the South Fark of the Jobn Day River 13 predeminately contfersus forest
ard ranceland with agricuitural areas generally located adjscent to streams. Acsarding to
the Bayley-Kughler aystam of <lazaifying srosyatems, the Scuth Fark area ;s in the Roocky
Mauntain Forest Province and its potential natural) vegetation is weatern pondergsz Torest
ard saqeorush steppe,

Juntpar/bunshgrass commendities are found an the benshes beiow the rims and on staep
glopes. 3ig sagebrush/bunchgrass communities are found on the rims ano sieam, rocky slopes
oalow the forested sifes. On the southerily agpacts there are pondearcss pinea—-mauntain
manpgany/alk sedge-Tdaba Tescua communities. Forested sites, suoporitng Douglas firfailk
sadge communities, ocgur on tha steep north=facing 21opes. Western junipar tress goocur
rhroughout these compumities. vegeatimtioh is genarally in mid- to late sgrat status.

Much of the ares contizis of a histerically Tire—gependent =casyatem. Freguent wildfiras
maintained the non—Toreszt vegetavion az predomipatsly bunchgrasa-dominated Sommanitiss
through ramoval of jutticer and sagebrush. Through grazing practices which removad thm
gragees and Torbs necessary to carry wildfire, and to 8 greater extent through mogern cay
Tire cuppression, wildlire 15 no Jonger a common cécurrance ih the area.

The riparian arses aleng the river host & diversity of willowe, shrubs anc harowood Trees,

1 the Towar elevatione, the r-parisn foragt tenda to ba composad of cottomwoods,
nawtharna, and alder whila the higher elevations tend te support a riparian forest of
birss, alder, and dogwood. Remlogical status of the ripartan vegatatien along the South
Fark i3 generally mid-seral, 2ithougn some sections aff the river 2re in early seral

gondi T ion.
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According to an ifnventory by The Natiure Copservancy, the Shake Table Mountadin and Jackass

Croeax AfeAc pOS5ess UNique vegetation commuritias ano protectsd plant species. Two Fadersl
Candidate CRitegory 2 specisgs are wnowm o occur within the praliminary designated boundary
of the river. They ara:

Mimulus washingtongangis (Washington monkey T lower}
Axtragalys giathanys var. djurmus (John Day milk vetcn}

The Souih Fork of the Jobn Day River is the anly known area worltwide where The Astragalus
dlaohanus cocours. As an snnwalsblannial, this plant is somewhat resiliant 1o disturbance.
This, plus its prefarred habitat of Barren zoils makes this specyes unaTTected by most
land manegemant practices. Thelypodius eucosmum (arrow leaf thelypedy) . enother Federgl
Gardidate Category 2 species, 15 highly suspected &T coourritg in the area but has yet to
be decumentad.

wWithin tha South Fark of the Jobhn Bay River area there are approximately 100 acraz of
commarsial vorestland classified as withdrawn and approximately 20 acres clagpified as
Fragile Resiri¢cfad. Theses garcels range from 5-12 acrez in 2ize and are scattsred alohg
the rivar. If harvest avar accurs, it would most likely ba Tar oeivage ctily.

FastT timber harvesting within this ¢orridor has been salvage harvest only, on four
separate occasions, ainca practically all of ths camercial forestland within the csrridor
is glazzified as withdrasn Trom the timber bease. Alzo, no future forest management
activities ara plarned within the etrridor. TheresTors, past legging sctivities hawve had
ne Adverse impast on the current wiidtife and fish habitat values and Tuturs activitias
shauld havwe o advarse impacts on Ehe futurs values of the corrider,

The availjabis archagclegical and athnoc-historics information reveals that a wids variaty o7
plants wara axplofted within the John Day Aiver Basin mest recently by groups tmlonging 1o
the Confederated Tribas of the Warm Sorings amg Umatilla. Treaties signed by both groups
in the 1850's with the U.5. covermment provide Tor "the privilege of...gathering roots and
berries, .. on unclaimed Tarde in commen with citizens, % also secured to them™, Recent
informetion suggeste that traditional gathering practices &re s5till BeYng pursugd by
tribat members, but no specific data existz on the uss of plant rexcurces within the river

satrtdor.

PRELIMIMARY FINDIMG

The South Fork of the John Day River corridor contains & aumber &T relatively pristine
plant communities and two BigniTicant special status plant speciss. The diversity of plant
commun ties provides impartant wildlifa habitat, interpretive cpportunities, and sesthetic
values to the arem and iz therefare considered to b8 an autstancingiy remarkzble valug.

Dus to huwan use of the reeoures, past early 3aral condditions Timited wildliFfe habitat
egpecially within riparian areas. This sigmificamtly reduced habitat avajlabitity thereoy
Feducing wildlife populaticns as well, Mdltitudimous government agencies and private
aitizens have worked cecpargtively 10 enfiance vegetative conditiont an sevaral miles of
the South Fork and 1% tritutaries 8a part of a multi-agency Coprdinated fescurca Plan.
Thers 15 ocpportunity to continue to improve the qualiities of the South Fork's wagetative
commurities through this type & ccoperative effort.
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REHISTORIC,/ TRAGITIONAL USE VALUES

Grizeria tor_Qutstandingly Remarkagle Aating

The river ar area within the river corridor contains = site{s) where thars is evicence of
pecupation or uss by Mative americans. 3ites must bs rarm, one—af-a-kind, have unusual
charecteristics or sxseptional human interest valua{s). Sites may have national ar
regional importance Tor interpreting prehiztary; may Be rare and represent an are: where 2
culturs or cultural period was first identitied and described: may have been used
concurrantly by twe ar mare culturai greups: or may have been usec by culfural greups Tor
rare or sacred purposes. OF particular walue will ba pristine gitas that hawve Aot been
dizturbad.

HISCAESION OF PRE-HISTERIC/TRADITIONAL USE waLUES

Most Wnewr cultura]l sites aro Tocated on the main 2tem of tha Jabn Day River betwasn
alarme and Cottonwood Brigdga where an -ntsnsive cultural inventary has been conoucted.
nforturately, & 1imited amount of cultural resource SUrvays have been CoNGUCLEO algng ihe
South Fark of —he John Cay Piver though tha area most Tikely haz axcellent potential 1o
provide intormation about past culturss and their ugs of Fiverain resources.

Two majol surveve wers conducted for timber salea sruth of Dear Cresk in 1981 ang 1385 but
only § prediztoric sites and one prehistoric isoigte ware recorded. The recarded 5119%
wars mostly 11thic scatters, %ome with shallow subsurface deposits. There is gvidence t
mggest that a prehistoric frail routa exists i the designatad area that onca connested
‘Mg Crocked River to the South Fori of the Johh OBY.

]
Thera are indications that gt lsast one rock art site exists within the corridar. A
prehistoric campsits and toel mamufacturing site haz been documented on the Scuth Pork anc
potantial for discovering mars prehistoric recources along this fork’s carridar rangs Trom
Tow %o high depending on the =ection.

availabla data iz limited conserning use of tha river corridor for tracditicnal use or
religicus practices. According te the 1nwolved Mative Amarican groups, any &rea where
native plants and animais ocour are considerad traditicnal use logatigns. Thia wowid
indicate that z majority of tho BiM langa within the corridor could be uzed far
tragiticnal Lge practices, dinsluding grazing, =s provided in the treaties for @azn <rFibe.
A corenrted offort to conduet ethnclogical and sthnepotanical research should be puraued
in ortder ta i1luminate our etrrent ungerstanding of the past usa of the rivar canyon.
Fecent caligious practices within the river corridor ars umknown ahd will most Tikaly
ramain sa TOF obvicus reASohs, Again, athnalngical work would probably be usafdl far
praviding & general knowledge about certain ceramcniss and practices without ravealing
particular significant loeations, other than in genaral terms.

PACLIMINARY FIMDING

ATtmough few cultural rescurce sitse have been recordsd within the South Fork of tha Jofr
Day River corridor, thers i2 excellent potential Tor discovering sigmificent premistoric
myros mnonciated with the stver. Should more informatisn he recctded, interprefive
peszibilities for tha prebistoric cultural resources of the area sewsn promising. e miver
sanyon ig an important traditionat uso area to Indian fribke= and is asagciatod With traaty
Yghts on ceded lanos, Making the cwltural resource values on this stretch of river
notable, Appropriate tribes will be conodltes with as part af the planning offoct,
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HISTORLIC/CULTURAL VALLER

Criteria for Dutstandingly Remgrxable Rating

The river ot area within the river corriger contains a =1te(s) or redturals) associarsd
with a migmiTicent event, an impartant person, of & cultursl activity of the past that was
rare, unusyal, or one=of-a=kind in the region. A historic aits{s) and/or featurs(s) in
MoST cases 1% 50 years or clder, OF particular signiTicance are sites or features 11ared
in, or arg sligibla for shclualon 9p, the Mational Register of Ristesic Places.

DISCUSSICH OF HISTORIC/O0LTURAL VALUES

A Timited amcunt of cultura] resodree survey has been conducted along the Sourh Foark o
ths John Day Rivar howaver thers ia moderate potential for discovering homesteads,
irrigation featuras, and other historic sites associated with homesteading, lagging. and

mining,

ACcording to Mielsan, Mewwan, and McCart (19851, an old wagon read used during the mining
noom of the mid 1800°e crosses the South Fork Somewhers near the ridoe sowth of HMartin
Creak ard Magfc Lantern Creek, Wagon ruts and some ancisnt juniper stumps used as crag
'oga ars s%117 vizsible 1n the arsa. The wagon road apparsntly returned to the Seuth Forx
nsar Aldrich Gulch and headed north alomg the river towards Dayville.

Some of the drainages and tributaries of the South Fark havas intriguing namaz such as
Murdgror’s Cresk and Magic Lantarn Creel, ma deubt with intarssting histories behing the
Many of these names have numersus conflicting atories about their origin,

The crogsroads commundty of Izee near the junction of the Post—Paulina Htghwey and the
Dayville=Hines foad was onee an fncorporated town, A post office apparsntly axisted at
[zpe betwsen the years of 1889 - 1984, A grange hall and sehoo! still eedure today $o teld
the story. [n addition, the remains of Old E1lyngeon Mill benwesn Deer and Indian Cresk
5ti1l exist, though located on private Tand. A faw old gquarey =1tes and one burned
historie ashin are also present in places n=ar the river.

PRELIMINARY FIMDING
Although Tew cultural resource z4tas hava Besh recordsd within the South Fork of the John
Cay River corridor, there is &xcellent potential Tor discovering significant historie

gites due to the existence af the river. Should mors infermation ba rscoeded, 1nterpeetiva
possibilities for the histeric cultural rescurces of the area would Tikely be promizing.

GTHEA SIMILAR YALUES

Asgessments of additigmal river—-ralated values may be comoleted upon receiving the results
of subject expart soficitations far information snd significance,
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APPEMNDIX B

H.ELIG TNYOLVEMENT PLAN FOR RESCOURCE ASSESSMENT

1. Gomplete internal draft of Sowth Fork of tha John Day River Rescurts AgzEsament,
Orgaing review and aditing using interdizciplinary aporoach.

Internal Interdisciplinary Raview Toam:
Cwrn =mith, Aszistant District Manager
Uick Cosgriffe, Arsu Managetr
Briss Cunninghams, Public Affairs/Project Manager
Wayrne Elmore, NRtural Resatrca Speciaiist
tuZan Meinars, Agoreation (rayiew [sam laader)
Dan Wood, GQutdoor Recrasfion Planner
Aoy Pear], wildertass (MRS)
Brad Kallgr, Wildlife Bialogist
Sarah Nichols, Studsnt Traines [Wildlite Binlogist)
Cavid Youmg, Fishery Bialogist
Jemas Eisrar, Stuoent Traitnees (Figheriss)
Deninis Davis, Genlogist
Rah Halworson, Boranist (MRS
Jobn Zanecanslla, Archasclogist

Extarnal Frofessional Rewview:
Suzanna Crowley Thomas, USFS, archaeoiogy/history
Errol Slairs, ODFW, wildlife/fish
Ted Fremd, NPS, paleontology
Frank l=May, SDFW, wiidlifesfiah
2. Complete regvissd internal drafi and have Management Team Revicw,
2. Mgil Fecouree Assesament draft to interasted public and profazsignats for comment.

4. Revize draft besed or public comment and =end ta State Ot mee.
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APPENDIX D

RAESOUPCE ASSESSMEMT PROCESS (INM OEFTH)
I. PURFCSE AMD WEED

The importante of a thorolgh rescurce assessment cannot be owerstated. The resource
agsassment Serves 82 the feundaticn of the river manegement plarting proceas. It
detarminas whith river-relatad feaatures are truly outstandingly remarkable or contribute
supstantially ta the river zeriing and the functioning of iiF =cosyatsm. It 18 not
intendead to serve as an aligibility avaluation.

Usually the initial =tep in the ryver managemAnt planning prosess, the resourca asesssment
muat take intm constderation il featurss which ara directly river-ralated. This sariy
fdentification and evalugtion will help arisure thet significant features ars not
overlocked and thet & holistic approach to isvestigating the inter-relationsnip among
various Teatures 18 achieved.

The idemtification and documentation of cutstandingly remarkeble and athar =ighificant
values ig a first step in devalaping management preascriptions that protact and ennancs
river valuas., A thorough ressurcs assessment providas the basis wheh which manacament
daciaicna affecting ressuress within the planning area can be made during the interim

pericd panding plan completton and approval. Additionally, the findinga and conclusions
reachad Bt the end of the assesament effort will be usdd in management plan scoping,
imeluding specific itsue identification and establishment of final sdministrative
BaUndariss.

o6rg ara thrae componenta of the resource assesement process. Fist 18 the identifigatian
‘of any outstamgingly remerkable valums not specifically identifiad by Congress, tut tound .
prasant nevertheless, within plamimg ares boundaries. Second {3 the identification and
detartinetion of significance lavels for river—-related valuss which are not cetermined to
ba cutetendingly remarkable, yet contritute substantfally to a river's overall character.
Third i3 tha confirmatian of the outstandingly remarkable values set forth for specific
Fivers {0 the Omndbus Oreges wild and Scenic River Act ([sea the Comgreszfonal Record -
Serate, vol, 134, dated Oetober T, §988).

[t i important to remembes that the term “outstandingly remarkable” as usged fn the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act has mever been precisely defined. Conssausntly, any aetermination of
cutstandingly remarkable values iz a matter of informed professional juogment and
intarpretation. The anly rirm expectstion is that the basis for the judgment be adaquatatly
documented in the HR3ource aageiameant.
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TI. WALUE AEEESSMEMT

A1l wvalues assasgad snould be diractly river-related, or owe thelr existends toc the river
ecayatan, The rationals far & girect river relationship is that the program 1nvolves the
Wild and Scenic Rivars Systam rather than a gereralized Jand and retourcs conservaticn
program. It iz tharafore appropriate to foous atterntion on the river and resourcas
diractly related to jt.

The raspurcas to be assasse=d are spec:tically identified in the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
{PL 80-542) and include scenidc, recredrion, geplegic, fish and wildTife, historig,
asultural, and other simifar values., Other similar values insluda, but are not limited to,
hydrologis, botanic and scolagical rescurces,

III. SIGNIFICANMCE THRESHDLDS

In oroer to be assesied as “outstAndingly ramarkable™, & river—-raiated valus must be a
unigue, rare or axemalary teatire that 15 sianiticant at & reagicnal or naticnal Tavel.
Those river-ralated values that are not assessed as cutstandingly remarkanle but
contribute substantially to the functioning of tha river system angd river astting shauld
be described gnd thair laevel of significances iedicetad. |

The gecgrapihic regions {€) described in the 1250 Stetowide Cocmprehensive Ouitoor
Recreation Flan [SXUAP) for Oregon may ba used Ya&r comparing certain river-related valuee
ameng the rivers in a "region”. Secause of the Tecation of rivers in spacilic SCOAP
ragions to contiguous state borders {Weshingtonr, Idanhc, Nevada, and CaliTornia),
geagraphic regicns can be modified as necessary to provide tha basis for meaningful
comparative anaiysis Tor nan—recreation values such as Tisherdies ar cultural rescurces.

Guidelines for asses=ing values are moant to et minimum threshslds to establish
outstandingly remarkanla values ad are illustratiwe, not all-ineluzdive, In spe cases, a
valup may meat some ar all of the eriteria, yet may net, for a well-documentied reascn, ba
fdetermimad to b an autstandingly remarkabTe# valus. [n ahother situation, a vwalue may be
ealled outstandingly remarksbls Tor 4 reasen not fisted 1n thess guides. The important and
eritical step is to document the raticnal far ths detérminarion,
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COMMENTS T DAMTT RESOURCE ASGESRMENT

The EiM recsived many commants from the public after the draft Regouwrte Assagsments wera
published. Some comments szestfically addressed the Resource Assessnent wnila others
pertained %o river planmiag. Only those cooments specitically addressiflg this Resource
Assassmant will be iraluded hera. Comments on Piver planning will Be aodressed 98 the
John Oay Fiver Managemsent Plan and Envirpomental Impact Statement.
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
John Day Fowsil Beds Marieoal Mopument
420 Waar Muin
Jobhnr Day, Oregono S7TAL4S

13 maverber 1930

Suzap Meiwsrs
Bursan of Lamd Manogomant
B,.J. Bex 550
Brinevills, Oregon 97754

P CUzow:

I cegrat ot howims more #ime bto look ower the South Fork Wild -1:.11:-1 Joenic
fiver srelim bowmydary ratardal von sent me for camment on paleontological
values. Tha fvllowing notes might pe belpfnl.

In termms of scenery, the exposuras of colummmr Jodtting and fasdap Jiges aps
vary lmpresalwve at places along the river, pacbichalacly badwess Smoky And
Ol {iver Cresks and 1n the gorge near Black Camyon Creek. FPichure Gorow basalis
dominate the awrent of this northerlyr end of the myped regicn, and the e
paleoneolnqicat items of Interest coneist of intarbasalt oot and trank casbs.

The expoEurcee of ocoosiderable paleomtological inkterest Bégin Alotg the
goutkern and of #he area. South of Izee the John Day River hés oitb through
4 Jarasgic (150 = 193 mm) sequence of marine vwolecaniclastics. This Sequencs
of Ehe Suples, Wicsly, Byde, Snowehoe, Trowbridge, amd Lonescne Pormations
CONTEALNS ammenibes, bivalves, and phyoonellid brachiopode; ascgoe of the
ammonites are quite significant buot have been "hit® by amateur collectora.

& far as the main scem, there are portions of tie civer where the traveller
is axposed to extrmordinary owborors of Clamw besnlia, Iabara, ard azscorted
volcaniclaegtics, many of them right at the civer lavel. Thezs affec soeal Tonte
material for study of volcanic processes ahd  related  Jdepositicnal
ey lronment=. If theee aren't cutstanding, I am pozzled by the wodstick ther
iz emploved. Perhape it i5 becaugse these outcrops do not ocootpy tha majority
of the deainsge, oe perhaps there simply 1a oo advocate for geology. AL any
rate, the paleontolegiceal valuse are gutstanding by any ariteria.

sincam=ly,

"'_/F_.--

R

Ted Fremd
Palecntrologist



Confrdarated Tribag of ths Umatilla Indlan Raservation

EESQURCE AZSESSMENT

S¢uth Fork of the John Day River
Hatiosnal Wild and Sesnic River

Regusest Ior Amandment and Additien to USDI
Bureau of Land Manageament and O3DA Forest Sarvica
Dra2ft Wild and Scenic River Resource Assussment
Auguat 1351

Submitted by: '
cbnfndnrntgd Tribes of the Meatilla Indian Rgservatlnn
Departmant of Hatural Resourses
Envirynmantal Planming/Rights Protactien

Decembar 1591 . -
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We aptrecslate the gppertunity to reviaw and prmr.f.:da commant on

the Wild and Scanic River/Draft Resource A=ie=zamant fgr the Sguth
Fork of the Jahn Day. The comments rceflect the Tribas genuins
cancarn and interest for the Piver's futurs menagemant plans.

(1}

{2)

{3)

(&)

T

(3)

+f (8]

98

The reztaratisn of the riparian areAz la a major concern of
the ¢TUIR, The resourca assessnent confyonts the axcessive
road constructien, fire guppression, angd damaging grazing
practices which omeurred in the past but mors foons neads to
pea put on ths futnre restoration plans. Standards and time
rrames naad %o &atahlished ror rastoratieon ta ascoemplieh
DFC'a. The resgurce asdezamant ahould also peint out that the
river corrideor is in nesad af aggresgive grazing nanagemsnt coe
to Its fragile stats.

Water guality shetld alse be addrassad (since 1t i= directly
tried to the riparian cenditicna) noting whether or nat they
are im conformance with Oragean State Watar Quality Standerds,
Thiz wiil provide the frapsawsrk for Dpanagsnent plan
development, and will guide developmant af a plan to bring
temparaturss down, and if nacessary as=aign a target
termperatura goal.

The draft aheild discuss the competitive uses for water during
the yaar (l.a. +the irrigstieon needs v=. fLisheriea
fanintanance) . The assezsmsnt ahsuld alsg addrg=s the resnlts
of thla cempatitive u=a that affact the "eutatsmfingly
reoarkahla" fighariqes vaibe.

L separate =ection on data gaps/ressarch needs to be added o
the raesgource stxeaspmant. This sitold loelude a review of
areas whaere additienzl informaticn iF necex=ayy to manage the
rassmrcas of the corridor.

The resolrcs agsessment palnts sut that tha Jeohn Day River hes
one of the last wild anadromout flsk runs in the Faciflc
Horthwast. It iz commen amcnyg Yessuroa IEsessments O
conclude that good or axcellent £1zh habltat axists, howaver,
to suppert fuch a2 statemenat, accurats fish habitat surveys are
needad for mai=matem and tribmtac-les far arffective management
plan developmant. This recommendaticsn isa consistent with
intens and lett=r =f tha U5FE Tri-Pegional Anadromcus Filshb
Policy Inplementation Guide. '

Trihal wmenkers of the Confederated Tribas of the Uaatilla
Inéian Beservaticn have seasanally aceupisd the 5.1k John Day
miver *or fishinmg and bunting purposes at Daual and Accustomed
prass in conjunctien with the Warm Springs Tribe. Becausa =f
£hi= historical ocsupancy, a separate cultoral  pPeacurca
rasearch eaffort 12  aesded, The current analy=z=ca are
inconsis=ant with Pederal and Begional mandatas and dirsctlvas
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{i.4. Forest plap cilbtural resource inventory rssvirements,
Haticnal EHistoric Preservation Act guidelines for rascurca
agdesdnent) . Gilven that the rescurca Ascessment ghijactive iz
to agsexx the resource ailgnificance of river relatad w=luea,
it 1a i{mosrative that a thorough afrfort of inrermatisn
Gollectlon be made. In addition to the atandard walk-tiurmuooh
archaealogical surveys, tha Forest and BIY need to wark wits
tha CTUIR to cgllect the ethnohisteorical inforpation that may
wall set some sites of localltiess apart from athers, Farrhaw,
goad ethnrohistorical infarmation is necessayy 4o comduet
conprehat=iva ground surveys,

(7} The resourca assessment should explain tho reasons Far e
abasnee of Chincolk in the sguth Fork Basiw.

{8) The wildlife sectiom would be complers with a mors datsiled
aection dascribing the diverme wildlife habitat that ix
availaple (i.a. the largs acreage =f uneut forest on the We=t
gide of the River.) T4a sectiomr ahould address isauss= el
aa, What are the furture panagement plans £for the Forestad
area? How much does thiz forested sectisn contribute tm the
exlsting fish and wildlifs populatiome oand hakitat?

(9) The CIUVIR was a sca-author in develsoping the Upger Grands Romde

Bivar apaduemens Fish Habjtar Drotacst atic
Monitoring FPisn. This docnment was draftad in responss ko

eoncerns avar contipuing decline= of Snake River spadromous
fisheries atocks, lozsas of Upper Srande Fonde Spring chinock
in 1989, and the degraded cendition of habitar iy +he cranda
REonde watershed. The dorument addrsssas soma pertimset (s=nas
and presenta a future plan to counter act the degradaticon of
the hahitat and specins. We sacemmend ysing this decument as
a land managemant model. I have attached a copv of tha plan
for vour rmeview,

Overall the rescurce assgssment covera & koard ayeay of
natural resourcas that make the South Fork Jolno Day Eiver amd ie's
sortidor aignificant. The C¢TUIR support=s tha dasignation of the
acenic, fiahery, recrsaticnal, betspical, and wildiife with the
condition that the akove concern* are thorcughly addre=xzgd amendad
Lo the rescurce assessment.

Singarely,

dlm&ﬂﬂfﬁﬁ

Tricia Quaenpts
Rights Protection Assistant
CTC R

tag a:'\SFEIDAY.WSE
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Oregon Tro

Speaking out for Oregot’s fis

Harry R. Coagriffem
Central Ore&gon Rescurce Arax Managar I

Buraaud &f Land MHanagement |

Prinvilia, OR aT7Th4 L |Akarn Fir 7y

Daar Mr., Cosgriffe:

i appraciats the appartynity to commesmt s tho resourss
redesament for tha South Fork of the Johm Day River. As a
ragident of drant County far the past aleven yedars: | hava a
kaan interest in management policies affecting local
resgurcas.,. ..particulariy those resgurce==s that are as
important as water and figheries. Although the 3South Ferk
i & loce]l waterway, decisian: congerning ftz future could
be felt throughout the John Day River Basin {JORE).

AH nated in your assesament the JORBE i3 unigua with
respact ta wild anadromous f1%h runs. The gona pasls —
contained within the populations of this bpaszin c=uld be
vikal Lo the vigor and survivabilikty ef anadromous zfp=cias
throughout the middle and upper Cotumbiz River Basin (CRE).
Considering th& present condition af apadromous runa
throughout the CRE | beligva 1t would be difficult to
averstats the 1mpertance of the JDRE to zalmenid production.

A majer ftributary within the JORE, tha Sauth Fork has’
tha capability to make am fmportant contributiam ta the
aystem by proyiding high quality water, aignifisant flows,
and good spawning areaz far steslhesad and othar resident
ipecies, Any activities that would adverasly affect thesae
cohtributiona could have Far-reaching consaquemces.

Bafore conatructimg = fish passage around lze=e Faile It
might be Denaficial ta consider possihla =ffects on fiah
popuiationa absve that point. & §s my understanding that
populations af redhand trout abiove the falls may have =
genetic Influencs on fiah below the falls., | thiz iz the
casze then | suppcsa the dquestign of whether the hem=Fits of
an expanded spawning area for staelhead would cutwaigh the
potzntial reduction or losx aof sgurces of genetfs varfiabiley
from axisting fish peputations above the Fails.

| am sure anycna Tamiliar with this part of the coumtery
1% aware of Lthe paat and presant impacts of Tagging,
Jtaring, and mining cn riparian resourees. Fortunataly
thets {% & move Towsrd corrsasting past abusas and
formulating pelicies that recognize the importancs of a wide
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var sty af ressurces., A8 nated in the asses=mant, there are
no recrsatizmal davelopments aleng the Soukh Fork. | can
appreciate the value af recreational asppartunities yet |
also have an understanding of how vulnerabis some systems
ara ko heavy use, regardleas oaf the naturs 2f that use.
woyld certainly hape that any futurs considerations of
"peacreational davelapmantas will atrongly zonsider the
potential timpacis of {ncreazed human activity.

4nce again | appreciate= the appartunity to make theae
visws Kriown and would l1ke ts be kapt informad ef furthar
step=s in developing a management plan Ffor the South Fork.

sincerely,

g é’wﬁﬁgﬁ_

Ranald E. Gaither
Oregan Trout

ce! Myroan
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James Fenna

Deschutes Area Manager
Pur=su of Land Management
P.0O Box S50 Y
Prinaville, Oregon 97754

Daar Mr. Kenna:

Thank you for the cppeortunity to review the draft Scuth Fork Jehn
Day Wild and Scenic River Resourca Aszesament. The Wilderneaa
Sogipty fully supperts the "out=steodingly remarkabkla" designation
of the segpic, fi=hery, recrestisnal, botanical, and wildlifa
values, Hawevar, therse are several araas of conesin to The
HWildermesa Soclety which we addrese balow. :

tur greatest conoein is the condition &f the riparian zones and
cgther botapical valua=s. Humsn u=e= 5Ff the rivar corridor have ao
stres=zpd potential climax riparisan zones, that mest are in aarly
seral staaes. The draft assassment frankly describes how past
gracing has interouptad ecologicaily =igniflcant activities
ranging from nesting to natvral wildflrse. Tt also admita that
fire suppression, road constitction, and "other management
proactices” have changed the Dakeup of natural plant communitles.
But the draft doa=s npob and aheuld alearly characteriza these
"ehanyest g1 the affaptsa made 83 reveras tham.

He apposa lhprovipng sapal conditisns by implementing fencing. As
yau he Joubt kmew, fenelng wlll inverrupt wildlife movement, aa
welli- pe comtiremiss the ares’s acenle values which are already
ntderminsd by the =sad. We are cancerned that tha araa,
Experially the ripapian zenes, will met bha able to rebound
without, at least, a suapension of all grazing activities. Such
B suepan=isn would ales bhe an appropriate measure toc prassrva
these ol ipaxy Zobses who=se gearcity, aa tha draft congadses,
gialifigs then for "panagement asa outatandingly ramarkabla
values." (Page 14) Tha plan muat not risk endangering tha two
Federal candidate Category 2 speclee that exizt in this ¢oroidar.

The unicuas sccurrance of Astragalus digphanus makes this corrider

fild 3% ALDER, SUITE P15, PORTLAND, CIX 97202

102 (4003) 2480452
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particularly impertant. H®ave Apiragalius Afaphapya conmunltiss
besn affected by anmy of tha "management practices' that hava
changed other vegetation?

The "putstanditgly remarkable" designetion of the fishery .
resouzrces rectqiizes the sensitivity eof the rrdband population
and the ipportsnce of the John Day River basin as one af The last
wild apadremsns rish runs In the Paciric Neorthwest. We must deo
avaryrhine poasible to enhancs and procect thess reglonally
algniricant resource=. The propeaad FPish passage arcund Izes
Falla ahould be sarefully scrutinizad. If wourld he a shame to
dagtrray existing sueposxful populations in an attempt te create
new onea. The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act calls for the
pretection and ennancemant of valuss on a rroo-flowing rivar. A=
a man-made disruption of the natural river flow, thisa proposed
passage is lncensistent with the reqmirements =f tha Act.

In =ddition, the draft should axplain the abksapce of Chincok in
phe Seuth Fork basin, We are alse concerned that the current
palley of supplementipy the wild redband populatien with hatchery
Fingeriings is more & reaponse to racresaticnal demands than a
reaponse to the long-term welfara of the "senaitive specias"
roadhand that have t= =smpete with thess hatchery fish.

The assassment is= a&l=2a vagua regarding hew the "aport catch of
10,000 figh," k=% affectad the redband and stealhead populations.
Regarding the fishery praliminary fipdinga, wa regquest A thoreugh
deseription of tha afforts and results of attempts to "rastore
tha riparian aystem.® In what waya has water guality besn
paignifianntly improvaed?® What ara the "increased benafits to

the fiaharyrnt

At to watsr gunality, the draft describas how the demands for
irrigatiopn use and fisheries meintenance are at their greatest
during the =ams months. But it aheuld alsc describe the results
of this competition for this "out=tandingly remarkable” fishery
CRECOLTER - How have agtioultural activities affeatsd tha
riparian sonesx? What effores have boan mads to xesk altarnative
irrigation tachnoleogy? The draft’s opaning river description
shanld awpand on its vague comments ragarding the "mostly gravel
o dirt read.? How aleas ip that road to the river? Doess run-
off from %*ha road ocentribuots te the furthey srosicn of the
atragsed ripariac genss or any decline io water quality? Dowss
the road presant agy dangar to wetlands or other ripariam

haphitnta?

Fegarding the recreaticn secticn, the Wildernexs Society is
concarned thet without azzeszzing the current impast of vimitors,
the copnstruction of the Natlenal Back Country Byway and the
likaly visiter increase, c<ould cause unforseqen damwads o riparizn
zones already strasssd by grazing. Ths predicted insrsssed
visitor load requires developing a camping strategy that would
githar limit or concentrate vizltars away from riparian zones and
other areas that have been damaged by cartle. Heowsver, by
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United States Department of the Interior [Raac:
I
EURTAT OF LAND MANAGEMENT 3

Primartils Districs (Mo :E:if ] [

P10, Bow 530 {185 £ 4th Skraas)
?: ll/(:;/l ) 66T

Prinsile, Orepon 37754

M1 oo

Ertal Claire

Jakn DAy OSsvrict

Qregan Departwent oT Fisn and Wilglife
P. d. Hax 9

wabn Oay, CR 9TS45

faac Srral;

I have recsived many commenta on tha Rgsoursi Aszasspan* of thg Jokn Oay
River. 3Zcome of the czxments reduirs additional Fi1sh axperiise that you have.
Would yau nelp me spgwhe the follgwing questions:

1. Why are chinpgk abssnt from the Seuth Fark 3asin?

2, What is tha hatchary supplemestation palicy Ffar the Joba Qay Bivar?
what current supptementetion ag=ions &re saing on?

3. What ara the interactiona batuman hat=kery 12k and wiTd stock in the
John ey Rivar, tn terms of zampetition, productivity and diseasa?

4. Please agassz the impact af the present spect cateh of Tish an reatand,
steplhead and eRinoak.

L What riparian mstoraticon erforts are baing meada on Siate cwred Tand 'n
tha Jahn Day Basin? . y

Erral, thamks agasin far yaur Relp, Would you De aBTe to respond by February
15, 19927 L&t me N,

Sinceraly,

!
ﬁ/ﬂwid K. Youns
Bistrict Fishery Biologia:
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JEN 1T 12
AEAORARTUN L
TO: Dan Nead ) -
FROM: BEob Videurel |

2TBITAT: Heswonse o Wildarnaess Zooiaty E:qgest- in HE=garcs +o
Ferest withaCorridor :
o .
Froturse fowess manacement =lans we=t o2 the South Fork Jehn Day
Biwer nmd within the »ild ond sgenic coarridor ars none. Ho zlavned
tipker activities zr= achadzled 413 the currant ll-Ferr Diznm.

Tipker maragement of foress lacds within agy wild angd =cenis rivews
cor=idor, (1/4 pile ==chk sids), would ba czr=fully analyced.

Houwevar, sincs omost of “hase favear londga=-a ﬂl;gtd a= copnzrgial
forest lands and lizted aF resi-icted or poasrastricted, =& must
con=ide» tham avail=ble for forest osnsgemens 2otlvitiss (soe Jobw
Day SME, 1883},

2ams of the=e cormercial Forest land acres are listed as witbdwawun
from the tixber basa, E&Pnpts to opesx up mere land for timkes
harvesting withim this corridor iz vary unlikaly is thia dacagds,

Pha for=stsz «s=t &Ff the hishuay and above the Izes Folls ores ave
tm T.185., E.2TE. The history of {imber harvestimg githin this
togwnship hea been simile» to harvesting om any ALH conmee=ial
Pormss lands within +bis Disirict. Thet iz, =11 harvasting has
baer the —artizl eutting mathed, which lncluces &Varstory ramairsl
=% 50 — TOX of the ovarstezv,. (maturs, =znd/or decadent slday tra=sg)
amd conmercial thimning . (havyeating of commercial aized trecs down
ta 10 4mehes diap=tar breast hebtght, (TZEY ] to a 24 - 35 fogt laava
trze spAcing.

Tigter harvesting withtw this tesnsbip has bee=n rathar Llght ovar
the past 50 vawsrs, szre=cially @ithin ke 1/4 ril= corrider of the
+iver, Witbim this corridesw, silvage havvest of under § HEF waph
have taken mloce in the yesws of 1973, 1568, 1965, and 1361.

The oniy regular timber h=-vest operation within thia town=hio and

within one mile af the apzt a3lds oF the river took zlzes in 1334, o

Mithix thizs timber zals of 2,2 wmillisn bosard Zeat [MMBF),¥¢trhe
gedtorm nounoaries of tha unilta slosest to the rlver, (three of the
tualve units) . wer= spproximately 1/2 mils from the sdst side oI
the river. In addifien, all thzee of thezs amits were abowve and
7ell beygpd tha top of the rims along the sast banks of the rivar.

Included within this 1284 timber sails, Do new road comatepetion
took mlace. A1l »eed work uas maintenance and removation only.
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£ s abing : - kely davelop=d Zor timbar
ating ‘read. network waz mest like

-E{“;\Lf:::s Lhet Emek plage ia 1958 (1.5 'MMEF) and in 1853 (3 MMEF).

. A , -= — - = - .

' = i, = .o . _ ' - . hi
fukire aptivitiss o east of  the =xlver and Ritkis +hi=

A iﬁp, s rimbar harve=t aperation is schedulad for 1956 oy 1‘39':_';_

tﬂt: iz a pla»ned hsligepiter ¥yarding eparatisan and oo hargpa=t unit

E; }.._T,.anngd within 1/4 =ile of the river.

- 1t «f the P-In::di.ﬂ.: diccussion, it c=x be detesmiasd, that
Mi: f::sins activities havs no advar_s: impant on the currant
¥ 4dife and habitat valuea of this esrridor. The future, 1H26-97,
ﬂl.\-as-b operstion should have oo adverse= impacts on the futuors

walv#d of the subjzct carrider.

[ | -'{Ll
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APPENDIX J STANDARDS FOR
RANGELAND HEALTH

AND

GUIDELINES FOR LIVESTOCK
GRAZING MANAGEMENT

FOR
PUBLIC LANDS ADMINISTERED BY THE
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
INTHE STATES OF OREGON AND
WASHINGTON

AUGUST 12, 1997
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Standards for Rangeland Health and
Guidelines for Livestock Grazing
Management for Public Lands in Oregon and
Washington

Introduction

These Standards for Rangeland Health and Guidelines for Livestock Grazing Management for Public Lands in
Oregon and Washington were developed in consultation with Resource Advisory Councils and Provincial
Advisory Committees, tribes and others. These standards and guidelines meet the requirements and intent of 43
Code of Federal Regulations, Subpart 4180 (Rangeland Health) and are to be used as presented, in their
entirety. These standards and guidelines are intended to provide a clear statement of agency policy and
direction for those who use public lands for livestock grazing, and for those who are responsible for their
management and accountable for their condition. Nothing in this document should be interpreted as an
abrogation of Federal trust responsibilities in protection of treaty rights of Indian tribes or any other statutory
responsibilities including, but not limited to, the Taylor Grazing Act, the Clean Water Act, and the Endangered
Species Act.

Fundamentals of Rangeland Health

The objectives of the rangeland health regulations referred to above are: “to promote healthy sustainable
rangeland ecosystems; to accelerate restoration and improvement of public rangelands to properly functioning
conditions; . . . and to provide for the sustainability of the western livestock industry and communities that are
dependent upon productive, healthy public rangelands.”

To help meet these objectives, the regulations on rangeland health identify fundamental principles providing
direction to the States, districts, and on-the-ground public land managers and users in the management and use
of rangeland ecosystems.

A hierarchy, or order, of ecological function and process exists within each ecosystem. The rangeland
ecosystem consists of four primary, interactive components: a physical component, a biological component, a
social component, and an economic component. This perspective implies that the physical function of an
ecosystem supports the biological health, diversity and productivity of that system. In turn, the interaction of the
physical and biological components of the ecosystem provides the basic needs of society and supports
economic use and potential.

The Fundamentals of Rangeland Health stated in 43 CFR 4180 are:

1. Watersheds are in, or are making significant progress toward, properly functioning physical condition,
including their upland, riparian-wetland, and aquatic components; soil and plant conditions support
infiltration, soil moisture storage and the release of water that are in balance with climate and landform and
maintain or improve water quality, water quantity and the timing and duration of flow.

2. Ecological processes, including the hydrologic cycle, nutrient cycle and energy flow, are maintained, or
there is significant progress toward their attainment, in order to support healthy biotic populations and
communities.

3. Water quality complies with State water quality standards and achieves, or is making significant progress
toward achieving, established Bureau of Land Management objectives such as meeting wildlife needs.
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4. Habitats are, or are making significant progress toward being, restored or maintained for Federal
threatened and endangered species, Federal Proposed, Category 1 and 2 Federal candidate and other
special status species.

The fundamentals of rangeland health combine the basic precepts of physical function and biological health with
elements of law relating to water quality, and plant and animal populations and communities. They provide
direction in the development and implementation of the standards for rangeland health.

Standards for Rangeland Health

The standards for rangeland health (standards), based on the above fundamentals, are expressions of the
physical and biological condition or degree of function necessary to sustain healthy rangeland ecosystems.
Although the focus of these standards is on domestic livestock grazing on Bureau of Land Management lands,
on-the-ground decisions must consider the effects and impacts of all uses.

Standards that address the physical components of rangeland ecosystems focus on the roles and interactions of
geology and landform, soil, climate and water as they govern watershed function and soil stability. The biological
components addressed in the standards focus on the roles and interactions of plants, animals and microbes
(producers, consumers and decomposers), and their habitats in the ecosystem. The biological component of
rangeland ecosystems is supported by physical function of the system, and it is recognized that biological activity
also influences and supports many of the ecosystem’s physical functions.

Guidance contained in 43 CFR 4180 of the regulations directs management toward the maintenance or
restoration of the physical function and biological health of rangeland ecosystems. Focusing on the basic
ecological health and function of rangelands is expected to provide for the maintenance, enhancement, or
creation of future social and economic options.

The standards are based upon the ecological potential and capability of each site. In assessing a site’s condition
or degree of function, it must be understood that the evaluation compares each site to its own potential or
capability. Potential and capability are defined as follows:

Potential-The highest level of condition or degree of function a site can attain given no political, social or
economic constraints.

Capability-The highest level of condition or degree of function a site can attain given certain political, social or
economic constraints. For example, these constraints might include riparian areas permanently occupied by a
highway or railroad bed that prevent the stream’s full access to its original flood plain. If such constraints are
removed, the site may be able to move toward its potential.

In designing and implementing management strategies to meet the standards of rangeland health, the potential
of the site must be identified, and any constraints recognized, in order that plan goals and objectives are realistic
and physically and economically achievable.

Standards and Guidelines in Relation to the Planning
Process

The standards apply to the goals of land use plans, activity plans, and project plans (Allotment Management
Plans, Annual Operating Plans, Habitat Management Plans, etc.). They establish the physical and biological
conditions or degree of function toward which management of publicly-owned rangeland is to be directed. In the
development of a plan, direction provided by the standards and the social and economic needs expressed by
local communities and individuals are brought together in formulating the goal(s) of that plan.

When the standards and the social and economic goals of the planning participants are woven together in the
plan goal(s), the quantifiable, time specific objective(s) of the plan are then developed. Obijectives describe and
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quantify the desired future conditions to be achieved within a specified timeframe. Each plan objective should
address the physical, biological, social and economic elements identified in the plan goal.

Standards apply to all ecological sites and land forms on public rangelands throughout Oregon and Washington.
The standards require site-specific information for full on-ground usability. For each standard, a set of indicators
is identified for use in tailoring the standards to site-specific situations. These indicators are used for rangeland
ecosystem assessments and monitoring and for developing terms and conditions for permits and leases that
achieve the plan goal.

Guidelines for livestock grazing management offer guidance in achieving the plan goal and objectives. The
guidelines outline practices, methods, techniques and considerations used to ensure that progress is achieved in
a way, and at a rate, that meets the plan goal and objectives.

Indicators of Rangeland Health

The condition or degree of function of a site in relation to the standards and its trend toward or away from any
standard is determined through the use of reliable and scientifically sound indicators. The consistent application
of such indicators can provide an objective view of the condition and trend of a site when used by trained
observers.

For example, the amount and distribution of ground cover can be used to indicate that infiltration at the soil
surface can take place as described in the standard relating to upland watershed function. In applying this
indicator, the specific levels of plant cover necessary to support infiltration in a particular soil should be identified
using currently available information from reference areas, if they exist; from technical sources like soil survey
reports, Ecological Site Inventories, and Ecological Site Descriptions, or from other existing reference materials.
Reference areas are lands that best represent the potential of a specific ecological site in both physical function
and biological health. In many instances potential reference areas are identified in Ecological Site Descriptions
and are referred to as “type locations.” In the absence of suitable reference areas, the selection of indicators to
be used in measuring or judging condition or function should be made by an interdisciplinary team of
experienced professionals and other trained individuals.

Not all indicators identified for each standard are expected to be employed in every situation. Criteria for
selecting appropriate indicators and methods of measurement and observation include, but are not limited to: 1.
the relationship between the attribute(s) being measured or observed and the desired outcome; 2. the
relationship between the activity (e.g., livestock grazing) and the attribute(s) being measured or observed; and 3.
funds and workforce available to conduct the measurements or observations.

Assessments and Monitoring

The standards are the basis for assessing and monitoring rangeland condition and trend. Carrying out well-
designed assessment and monitoring is critical to restoring or maintaining healthy rangelands and determining
trends and conditions.

Assessments are a cursory form of evaluation based on the standards that can be used at different landscape
scales. Assessments, conducted by qualified interdisciplinary teams (which may include but are not limited to
physical, biological and social specialists, and interagency personnel) with participation from permittees and
other interested parties, are appropriate at the watershed and sub-watershed levels, at the allotment and pasture
levels and on individual ecological sites or groups of sites. Assessments identify the condition or degree of
function within the rangeland ecosystem and indicate resource problems and issues that should be monitored or
studied in more detail. The results of assessments are a valuable tool for managers in assigning priorities within
an administrative area and the subsequent allocation of personnel, money and time in resource monitoring and
treatment. The results of assessments may also be used in making management decisions where an obvious
problem exists.
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Monitoring, which is the well documented and orderly collection, analysis and interpretation of resource data,
serves as the basis for determining trends in the condition or degree of function of rangeland resources and for
making management decisions. Monitoring should be designed and carried out to identify trends in resource
conditions, to point out resource problems, to help indicate the cause of such problems, to point out solutions,
and/or to contribute to adaptive management decisions. In cases where monitoring data do not exist,
professional judgement, supported by interdisciplinary team recommendation, may be relied upon by the
authorized officer in order to take necessary action. Review and evaluation of new information must be an
ongoing activity.

To be effective, monitoring must be consistent over time, throughout administrative areas, and in the methods of

measurement and observation of selected indicators. Those doing the monitoring must have the knowledge and
skill required by the level or intensity of the monitoring being done, as well as the experience to properly interpret
the results. Technical support for training must be made available.

Measurability

It is recognized that not every area will immediately meet the standards and that it will sometimes be a long-term
process to restore some rangelands to properly functioning condition. It is intended that in cases where
standards are not being met, measurable progress should be made toward achieving those standards, and
significant progress should be made toward fulfilling the fundamentals of rangeland health. Measurability is
defined on a case-specific basis based upon the stated planning objectives (i.e., quantifiable, time specific),
taking into account economic and social goals along with the biological and ecological capability of the area. To
the extent that a rate of recovery conforms with the planning objectives, the area is allowed the time to meet the
standard under the selected management regime.

Implementation

The material contained in this document will be incorporated into existing Land Use Plans and used in the
development of new Land Use Plans. According to 43 CFR 4130.3-1, permits and leases shall incorporate
terms and conditions that ensure conformance with 43 CFR 4180. Terms and conditions of existing permits and
leases will be modified to reflect standards and guidelines at the earliest possible date with priority for
modification being at the discretion of the authorized officer. Terms and conditions of new permits and leases
will reflect standards and guidelines in their development.

Indicators identified in this document will serve as a focus of interpretation of existing monitoring data and will
provide the basis of design for monitoring and assessment techniques, and in the development of monitoring and
assessment plans.

The authorized officer shall take appropriate action as soon as practicable but not later than the start of the next
grazing year upon determining, through assessment or monitoring by experienced professionals and
interdisciplinary teams, that a standard is not being achieved and that livestock are a significant contributing
factor to the failure to achieve the standards and conform with the guidelines.
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Standards for Rangeland Health

Standard 1 Watershed Function — Uplands

Upland soils exhibit infiltration and permeability rates, moisture storage and stability that are
appropriate to soil, climate and landform.

Rationale and Intent

This standard focuses on the basic physical functions of upland soils that support plant growth, the maintenance
or development of plant populations and communities, and promote dependable flows of quality water from the
watershed.

To achieve and sustain rangeland health, watersheds must function properly. Watersheds consist of three
principle components: the uplands, riparian/wetland areas and the aquatic zone. This standard addresses the
upland component of the watershed. When functioning properly, within its potential, a watershed captures,
stores and safely releases the moisture associated with normal precipitation events (equal to or less than the 25
year, 5 hour event) that falls within its boundaries. Uplands make up the largest part of the watershed and are
where most of the moisture received during precipitation events is captured and stored.

While all watersheds consist of similar components and processes, each is unique in its individual makeup.

Each watershed displays its own pattern of landform and soil, its unique climate and weather patterns, and its
own history of use and current condition. In directing management toward achieving this standard, it is essential
to treat each unit of the landscape (soil, ecological site, and watershed) according to its own capability and how it
fits with both smaller and larger units of the landscape.

A set of potential indicators has been identified for which site-specific criteria will be used to determine if this
standard is being met. The appropriate indicators to be used in determining attainment of the standard should
be drawn from the following list.

Potential Indicators

Protection of the soil surface from raindrop impact; detention of overland flow; maintenance of infiltration and
permeability, and protection of the soil surface from erosion, consistent with the potential/capability of the site, as
evidenced by the:

« amount and distribution of plant cover (including forest canopy cover);
« amount and distribution of plant litter;

» accumulation/incorporation of organic matter;

« amount and distribution of bare ground;

« amount and distribution of rock, stone, and gravel;
 plant composition and community structure;

« thickness and continuity of A horizon;

* character of microrelief;

» presence and integrity of biotic crusts;

 root occupancy of the soil profile;

* biological activity (plant, animal, and insect); and

» absence of accelerated erosion and overland flow.

Soil and plant conditions promote moisture storage as evidenced by:

« amount and distribution of plant cover (including forest canopy cover);
« amount and distribution of plant litter;

 plant composition and community structure; and

» accumulation/incorporation of organic matter.
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Standard 2 Watershed Function - Riparian/Wetland Areas

Riparian-wetland areas are in properly functioning physical condition appropriate to soil, climate, and landform.
Rationale and Intent

Riparian-wetland areas are grouped into two major categories: 1. lentic, or standing water systems such as
lakes, ponds, seeps, bogs, and meadows; and 2. lotic, or moving water systems such as rivers, streams, and
springs. Wetlands are areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and
duration to support, and which under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically
adapted to life in saturated soil conditions. Riparian areas commonly occupy the transition zone between the
uplands and surface water bodies (the aquatic zone) or permanently saturated wetlands.

Properly functioning condition of riparian and wetland areas describes the degree of physical function of these
components of the watershed. Their functionality is important to water quality in the capture and retention of
sediment and debris, the detention and detoxification of pollutants, and in moderating seasonal extremes of
water temperature. Properly functioning riparian areas and wetlands enhance the timing and duration of
streamflow through dissipation of flood energy, improved bank storage, and ground water recharge. Properly
functioning condition should not be confused with the Desired Plant Community (DPC) or the Desired Future
Condition (DFC) since, in most cases, it is the precursor to these levels of resource condition and is required for
their attainment.

A set of indicators has been identified for which site-specific criteria will be used to determine if this standard is
being met. The criteria are based upon the potential (or upon the capability where potential cannot be achieved)
of individual sites or land forms.

Potential Indicators

Hydrologic, vegetative, and erosional/depositional processes interact in supporting physical function, consistent
with the potential or capability of the site, as evidenced by:

« frequency of floodplain/wetland inundation;
« plant composition, age class distribution, and community structure;
* root mass;

 point bars revegetating;
 streambank/shoreline stability;

* riparian area width;

« sediment deposition;

* active/stable beaver dams;

 coarse/large woody debris;

 upland watershed conditions;

« frequency/duration of soil saturation; and

» water table fluctuation.

Stream channel characteristics are appropriate for landscape position as evidenced by:

« channel width/depth ratio;

« channel sinuosity;

 gradient;

« rocks and coarse and/or large woody debris;
< overhanging banks;

« pool/riffle ratio;

« pool size and frequency; and

 stream embeddedness.
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Standard 3 Ecological Processes

Healthy, productive and diverse plant and animal populations and communities appropriate to soil, climate and
landform are supported by ecological processes of nutrient cycling, energy flow and the hydrologic cycle.

Rationale and Intent

This standard addresses the ecological processes of energy flow and nutrient cycling as influenced by existing
and desired plant and animal communities without establishing the kinds, amounts or proportions of plant and
animal community compositions. While emphasis may be on native species, an ecological site may be capable
of supporting a number of different native and introduced plant and animal populations and communities while
meeting this standard. This standard also addresses the hydrologic cycle which is essential for plant growth and
appropriate levels of energy flow and nutrient cycling. Standards 1 and 2 address the watershed aspects of the
hydrologic cycle.

With few exceptions, all life on earth is supported by the energy supplied by the sun and captured by plants in
the process of photosynthesis. This energy enters the food chain when plants are consumed by insects and
herbivores and passes upward through the food chain to the carnivores. Eventually, the energy reaches the
decomposers and is released as the thermal output of decomposition or through oxidation.

The ability of plants to capture sunlight energy, to grow and develop, to play a role in soil development and
watershed function, to provide habitat for wildlife and to support economic uses depends on the availability of
nutrients and moisture. Nutrients necessary for plant growth are made available to plants through the
decomposition and metabolization of organic matter by insects, bacteria and fungi, the weathering of rocks and
extraction from the atmosphere. Nutrients are transported through the soil by plant uptake, leaching and by
rodent, insect and microbial activity. They follow cyclical patterns as they are used and reused by living
organisms.

The ability of rangelands to supply resources and satisfy social and economic needs depends on the buildup and
cycling of nutrients over time. Interrupting or slowing nutrient cycling can lead to site degradation, as these
lands become increasingly deficient in the nutrients plants require.

Some plant communities, because of past use, frequent fire or other histories of extreme or continued
disturbance, are incapable of meeting this standard. For example, shallow-rooted winter-annual grasses that
completely dominate some sites do not fully occupy the potential rooting depth of some soils, thereby reducing
nutrient cycling well below optimum levels. In addition, these plants have a relatively short growth period and
thus capture less sunlight than more diverse plant communities. Plant communities like those cited in this
example are considered to have crossed the threshold of recovery and often require great expense to be
recovered. The cost of recovery must be weighed against the site’s potential ecological/economic value in
establishing treatment priorities.

The role of fire in natural ecosystems should be considered, whether it acts as a primary driver or only as one of
many factors. It may play a significant role in both nutrient cycling and energy flows.

A set of indicators has been identified for which site-specific criteria will be used to determine if this standard is
being met.

Potential Indicators

Photosynthesis is effectively occurring throughout the potential growing season, consistent with the potential/
capability of the site, as evidenced by plant composition and community structure.

Nutrient cycling is occurring effectively, consistent with the potential/capability of the site, as evidenced by:

 plant composition and community structure;
< accumulation, distribution, incorporation of plant litter and organic matter into the soil;
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» animal community structure and composition;
* root occupancy in the soil profile; and
« biological activity including plant growth, herbivory, and rodent, insect and microbial activity.
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Standard 4 Water Quality

Surface water and groundwater quality, influenced by agency actions, complies with State water quality
standards.

Rationale and Intent

The quality of the water yielded by a watershed is determined by the physical and chemical properties of the
geology and soils unique to the watershed, the prevailing climate and weather patterns, current resource
conditions, the uses to which the land is put and the quality of the management of those uses. Standards 1, 2
and 3 contribute to attaining this standard.

States are legally required to establish water quality standards and Federal land management agencies are to
comply with those standards. In mixed ownership watersheds, agencies, like any other land owners, have limited
influence on the quality of the water yielded by the watershed. The actions taken by the agency will contribute to
meeting State water quality standards during the period that water crosses agency administered holdings.

Potential Indicators
Water quality meets applicable water quality standards as evidenced by:

+ water temperature;

« dissolved oxygen;

« fecal coliform;

* turbidity;

* pH;

» populations of aquatic organisms; and

« effects on beneficial uses (i.e., effects of management activities on beneficial uses as defined under the
Clean Water Act and State implementing regulations).
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Standard 5 Native, T&E, and Locally Important Species

Habitats support healthy, productive and diverse populations and communities of native plants and animals
(including special status species and species of local importance) appropriate to soil, climate and landform.

Rationale and Intent

Federal agencies are mandated to protect threatened and endangered species and will take appropriate action
to avoid the listing of any species. This standard focuses on retaining and restoring native plant and animal
(including fish) species, populations and communities (including threatened, endangered and other special
status species and species of local importance). In meeting the standard, native plant communities and animal
habitats would be spatially distributed across the landscape with a density and frequency of species suitable to
ensure reproductive capability and sustainability. Plant populations and communities would exhibit a range of
age classes necessary to sustain recruitment and mortality fluctuations.

Potential Indicators

Essential habitat elements for species, populations and communities are present and available, consistent with
the potential/capability of the landscape, as evidenced by:

» plant community composition, age class distribution, productivity;
» animal community composition, productivity;

 habitat elements;

« spatial distribution of habitat;

« habitat connectivity; and

 population stability/resilience.
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Guidelines for Livestock Grazing
Management

Guidelines for livestock grazing management offer guidance in achieving plan goals, meeting standards for
rangeland health and fulfilling the fundamentals of rangeland health. Guidelines are applied in accordance with
the capabilities of the resource in consultation, cooperation, and coordination with permittees/lessees and the
interested public. Guidelines enable managers to adjust grazing management on public lands to meet current
and anticipated climatic and biological conditions.

General Guidelines

1. Involve diverse interests in rangeland assessment, planning and monitoring.

2. Assessment and monitoring are essential to the management of rangelands, especially in areas where
resource problems exist or issues arise. Monitoring should proceed using a qualitative method of
assessment to identify critical, site-specific problems or issues using interdisciplinary teams of specialists,
managers, and knowledgeable land users.

Once identified, critical, site-specific problems or issues should be targeted for more intensive, quantitative

monitoring or investigation. Priority for monitoring and treatment should be given to those areas that are
ecologically at-risk where benefits can be maximized given existing budgets and other resources.

Livestock Grazing Management

1. The season, timing, frequency, duration and intensity of livestock grazing use should be based on the
physical and biological characteristics of the site and the management unit in order to:

a. provide adequate cover (live plants, plant litter and residue) to promote infiltration, conserve soil moisture
and to maintain soil stability in upland areas;

b. provide adequate cover and plant community structure to promote streambank stability, debris and
sediment capture, and floodwater energy dissipation in riparian areas.

c. promote soil surface conditions that support infiltration;
d. avoid sub-surface soil compaction that retards the movement of water in the soil profile;
e. help prevent the increase and spread of noxious weeds;

f. maintain or restore diverse plant populations and communities that fully occupy the potential rooting
volume of the soil;

g. maintain or restore plant communities to promote photosynthesis throughout the potential growing
season;

h. promote soil and site conditions that provide the opportunity for the establishment of desirable plants;
|. protect or restore water quality; and

j- provide for the life cycle requirements, and maintain or restore the habitat elements of native (including
T&E, special status, and locally important species) and desired plants and animals.
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2. Grazing management plans should be tailored to site-specific conditions and plan objectives. Livestock
grazing should be coordinated with the timing of precipitation, plant growth and plant form. Soil moisture,
plant growth stage and the timing of peak stream flows are key factors in determining when to graze.
Response to different grazing strategies varies with differing ecological sites.

3. Grazing management systems should consider nutritional and herd health requirements of the livestock.

4. Integrate grazing management systems into the year-round management strategy and resources of the
permittee(s) or lessee(s). Consider the use of collaborative approaches (e.g., Coordinated Resource
Management, Working Groups) in this integration.

5. Consider competition for forage and browse among livestock, big game animals, and wild horses in
designing and implementing a grazing plan.

6. Provide periodic rest from grazing for rangeland vegetation during critical growth periods to promote plant
vigor, reproduction and productivity.

7. Range improvement practices should be prioritized to promote rehabilitation and resolve grazing concerns
on transitory grazing land.

8. Consider the potential for conflict between grazing use on public land and adjoining land uses in the design
and implementation of a grazing management plan.

Facilitating the Management of Livestock Grazing

1. The use of practices to facilitate the implementation of grazing systems should consider the kind and class
of animals managed, indigenous wildlife, wild horses, the terrain and the availability of water. Practices
such as fencing, herding, water development, and the placement of salt and supplements (where
authorized) are used where appropriate to:

a. promote livestock distribution;
b. encourage a uniform level of proper grazing use throughout the grazing unit;

c. avoid unwanted or damaging concentrations of livestock on streambanks, in riparian areas and other
sensitive areas such as highly erodible soils, unique wildlife habitats and plant communities; and

d. protect water quality.
2. Roads and trails used to facilitate livestock grazing are constructed and maintained in a manner that

minimizes the effects on landscape hydrology; concentration of overland flow, erosion and sediment
transport are prevented; and subsurface flows are retained.

Accelerating Rangeland Recovery

1. Upland treatments that alter the vegetative composition of a site, like prescribed burning, juniper
management and seedings or plantings must be based on the potential of the site and should:

a. retain or promote infiltration, permeability, and soil moisture storage;
b. contribute to nutrient cycling and energy flow;

c. protect water quality;
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d. help prevent the increase and spread of noxious weeds;
e. contribute to the diversity of plant communities, and plant community composition and structure;
f. support the conservation of T&E, other special status species and species of local importance; and

g. be followed up with grazing management and other treatments that extend the life of the treatment and
address the cause of the original treatment need.

2. Seedings and plantings of non-native vegetation should only be used in those cases where native species
are not available in sufficient quantities; where native species are incapable of maintaining or achieving the
standards; or where non-native species are essential to the functional integrity of the site.

3. Structural and vegetative treatments and animal introductions in riparian and wetland areas must be
compatible with the capability of the site, including the system’s hydrologic regime, and contribute to the
maintenance or restoration of properly functioning condition.

Glossary

Appropriate action-implementing actions pursuant to subparts 4110, 4120, 4130 and 4160 of the regulations
that will result in significant progress toward fulfillment of the standards and significant progress toward
conformance with the guidelines. (see Significant progress)

Assessment-a form of evaluation based on the standards of rangeland health, conducted by an interdisciplinary
team at the appropriate landscape scale (pasture, allotment, sub-watershed, watershed, etc.) to determine
conditions relative to standards.

Compaction layer-a layer within the soil profile in which the soil particles have been rearranged to decrease
void space, thereby increasing soil bulk density and often reducing permeability.

Crust, Abiotic-(physical crust) a surface layer on soils, ranging in thickness from a few millimeters to a few
centimeters, that is much more compact, hard and brittle, when dry, than the material immediately beneath it.

Crust, Biotic-(microbiotic or cryptogamic crust) a layer of living organisms (mosses, lichens, liverworts, algae,
fungi, bacteria, and/or cyanobacteria) occurring on, or near the soil surface.

Degree of function-a level of physical function relative to properly functioning condition commonly expressed
as: properly functioning, functioning-at-risk, or non-functional.

Diversity-the aggregate of species assemblages (communities), individual species, and the genetic variation
within species and the processes by which these components interact within and among themselves. The
elements of diversity are: 1. community diversity (habitat, ecosystem), 2. species diversity; and 3. genetic
diversity within a species; all three of which change over time.

Energy flow-the processes in which solar energy is converted to chemical energy through photosynthesis and
passed through the food chain until it is eventually dispersed through respiration and decomposition.

Ground water-water in the ground that is in the zone of saturation; water in the ground that exists at, or below
the water table.

Guideline-practices, methods, techniques and considerations used to ensure that progress is made in a way
and at a rate that achieves the standard(s).

Gully-a channel resulting from erosion and caused by the concentrated but intermittent flow of water usually
during and immediately following heavy rains.
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Hydrologic cycle-the process in which water enters the atmosphere through evaporation, transpiration, or
sublimation from the oceans, other surface water bodies, or from the land and vegetation, and through
condensation and precipitation returns to the earth’s surface. The precipitation then occurring as overland flow,
stream flow, or percolating underground flow to the oceans or other surface water bodies or to other sites of
evapo-transpiration and recirculation to the atmosphere.

Indicators-parameters of ecosystem function that are observed, assessed, measured, or monitored to directly or
indirectly determine attainment of a standard(s).

Infiltration-the downward entry of water into the soil.
Infiltration rate-the rate at which water enters the soil.

Nutrient cycling-the movement of essential elements and inorganic compounds between the reservoir pool
(soil, for example) and the cycling pool (organisms) in the rapid exchange (i.e., moving back and forth) between
organisms and their immediate environment.

Organic matter-plant and animal residues accumulated or deposited at the soil surface; the organic fraction of
the soil that includes plant and animal residues at various stages of decomposition; cells and tissues of soil
organisms, and the substances synthesized by the soil population.

Permeability-the ease with which gases, liquids or plant roots penetrate or pass through a bulk mass of soil or a
layer of sail.

Properly functioning condition-Riparian-wetland: adequate vegetation, landform, or large (coarse) woody
debris is present to dissipate stream energy associated with high water flows, thereby reducing erosion and
improving water quality; filter sediment, capture bedload, and aid in flood plain development; improve flood-water
retention and ground water recharge; develop root masses that stabilize streambanks against cutting action;
develop diverse channel and ponding characteristics to provide the habitat and water depth, duration and
temperature necessary for fish production, waterfowl breeding, and other uses; and support greater biodiversity.
The result of interaction among geology, soil, water, and vegetation.

Uplands: soil and plant conditions support the physical processes of infiltration and moisture storage and
promote soil stability (as appropriate to site potential); includes the production of plant cover and the
accumulation of plant residue that protect the soil surface from raindrop impact, moderate soil temperature in
minimizing frozen soil conditions (frequency, depth, and duration), and the loss of soil moisture to evaporation;
root growth and development in the support of permeability and soil aeration. The result of interaction among
geology, climate, landform, soil, and organisms.

Proper grazing use-grazing that, through the control of timing, frequency, intensity and duration of use, meets
the physiological needs of the desirable vegetation, provides for the establishment of desirable plants and is in
accord with the physical function and stability of soil and landform (properly functioning condition).

Reference area-sites that, because of their condition and degree of function, represent the ecological potential
or capability of similar sites in an area or region (ecological province); serve as a benchmark in determining the
ecological potential of sites with similar soil, climatic, and landscape characteristics.

Rill-a small, intermittent water course with steep sides; usually only a few inches deep.

Riparian area-a form of wetland transition between permanently saturated wetlands and upland areas. These
areas exhibit vegetation or physical characteristics reflective of permanent surface or subsurface water influence.
Lands along, adjacent to, or contiguous with perennially and intermittently flowing rivers and stream, glacial
potholes, and shores of lakes and reservoirs with stable water levels area typical riparian areas. Excluded are
such sites as ephemeral streams or washes that do not exhibit the presence of vegetation dependent upon free
water in the soil. Includes, but is not limited to, jurisdictional wetlands.
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Significant progress-when used in reference to achieving a standard: (actions), the necessary land treatments,
practices and/or changes to management have been applied or are in effect; (rate), a rate of progress that is
consistent with the anticipated recovery rate described in plan objectives, with due recognition of the effects of
climatic extremes (drought, flooding, etc.), fire, and other unforeseen naturally occurring events or disturbances.
Monitoring reference areas that are ungrazed and properly grazed may provide evidence of appropriate recovery
rates. (See Proper Grazing Use)

Soil density-(bulk density)-the mass of dry soil per unit bulk volume.
Soil moisture-water contained in the soil; commonly used to describe water in the soil above the water table.

Special status species-species proposed for listing, officially listed (T/E), or candidates for listing as threatened
or endangered by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of the Endangered Species Act; those listed
or proposed for listing by the State in a category implying potential endangerment or extinction; those designated
by each Bureau of Land Management State Director as sensitive.

Species of local importance-species of significant importance to Native American populations (e.g., medicinal
and food plants).

Standard-an expression of the physical and biological condition or degree of function necessary to sustain
healthy rangeland ecosystems.

Uplands-lands that exist above the riparian/wetland area, or active flood plains of rivers and streams; those
lands not influenced by the water table or by free or unbound water; commonly represented by toe slopes,
alluvial fans, and side slopes, shoulders and ridges of mountains and hills.

Watershed-an area of land that contributes to the surface flow of water past a given point. The watershed
dimensions are determined by the point past, or through which, runoff flows.

Watershed function-the principal functions of a watershed include the capture of moisture contributed by
precipitation; the storage of moisture within the soil profile, and the release of moisture through subsurface flow,
deep percolation to groundwater, evaporation from the soil, and transpiration by live vegetation.

Wetland-areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient

to support, and which under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for
life in saturated soil conditions.
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Appendix K Limits of Acceptable Change

Limits of Acceptable Change (LAC) is a process for establishing acceptable and appropriate resource and social
conditions in recreation settings. LAC is based on the premise that change to the ecological and social
conditions of an area will occur as a result of natural and human factors. The goal of management is to keep the
character and the rate of change due to human factors within acceptable levels and consistent with desired
future conditions. The primary emphasis of the LAC system is on the conditions desired rather than on how
much use an area can tolerate. The management challenge is not one of how to prevent any human-induced
change, but rather one of deciding what change should occur, how much change will be allowed, what
management actions are needed to guide and control it, and how the managing agencies will know when the
established limits are being or have been reached.

In managing the John Day River, the LAC process is designed to be the foundation for the long-term protection
and enhancement of the desired future conditions for recreation that have been identified in this plan. For the
most part, the desired future condition for John Day River segments identified by this plan strives to maintain the
existing character of the river canyon, to preserve the existing condition of campsites and recreation sites where
found to be acceptable, and to rest or close areas where conditions are found to be unacceptable.

As used on the John Day River, the LAC process involves two parts completed concurrently, which have already
begun and would be continued under any alternative. The first part, involves extensive data collection on current
resource and social conditions, and determining what change is acceptable while maintaining desired future
conditions. Key indicators would be selected which allow future tracking of the physical or social conditions (i.e.
vegetation loss within campsites, number of encounters per day with other groups). For each indicator a
standard or threshold level would be set, which determines the amount of change that will be accepted. The
standards then serve as “triggers” which alert managing agencies to unacceptable change.

The second part of the process involves developing a set of strategies and a range of management actions
which may be implemented if and when continued monitoring of conditions indicate that one or more of the
“triggers” has been or is about to be reached, resulting in a level of change that is unacceptable. A list of
potential management actions designed to reverse or prevent unacceptable trends would be determined in
advance, so as to be ready for implementation if and when continued monitoring efforts indicate they are
needed. When needed, managers may then select the management action or combination of actions likely to
bring that indicator back within acceptable levels. Management actions previously implemented to protect
resource and social conditions such as group size limits and porta-potty and firepan requirements, would be
continued unless modified as a result of the LAC process.

In spring of 1999, extensive data collection was begun on the current physical condition of campsites in
Segments 2 and 3. For the next two years, the condition of these sites will continue to be monitored before and
after each boating season, and social surveys will be conducted to collect social preference data. Simultaneous
with review of the data collected, strategies for dealing with potential unacceptable conditions would be
developed. Examples of potential management actions which may be considered for use on the John Day if and
when LAC determines they are needed include but are not limited to staggered launch times, temporary
campsite closure, a campsite reservation system, reduction in allowable party size, limitations on the number of
watercraft per group, and boating use limits. If resource and social conditions do not meet the “trigger” point and
management actions are not necessary at this time, a list of management actions will be ready for potential
implementation in the future. The LAC process may be initiated on other river segments if future resource and
social conditions become a concern, and the monitoring data collected through LAC may be used in the
management of other resources.
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Appendix L Allotment Summaries

The Central Oregon Field Office of the Prineville District administers 122 allotments which contain public lands
which lie within either the Wild and Scenic River boundaries or within 1/4 mile of the river of the non-designated
segments. This appendix summarizes the river related management and monitoring of each allotment as well as
what actions would be required to implement the four alternatives on each allotment.

The allotment category is the result of a prioritization process which occurred during the Resource Management
Planning process and was reviewed during the allotment evaluation process. The three categories are improve
(), which designates those allotments which contain the highest public land resource values, maintain (M) and
custodial (C) which designates those allotments which contain the least public land resource values.

Miles of river bank, acres within the Wild and Scenic River boundaries and total acreage within the allotment are
presented for use in determining the highest priority allotments.

Riparian management in 1988 shows an approximation of the grazing management in place at the time of
designation.

NEPA documents refers to those documents prepared specifically to alter the grazing management on the
allotment following designation of portions of the river.

Riparian management in 1999 shows the grazing regime which occurred in 1999 on a river bank mile basis.

Monitoring studies are included if they are on the river bank (riparian monitoring) or in a pasture which lies
wholly or partially within either the Wild and Scenic River boundaries or within 1/4 mile of the river on non-
designated segments of the John Day River.

Ecological Status was measured using the Soil Vegetation Inventory Method. The inventory took place in the
late 1970s, the report was completed in 1980 (see discussion of Condition and Trend under Vegetation in
Chapter 2). Most of the public lands covered under the Two Rivers RMP (Prineville District) were inventoried.
Public lands in Grant County were administered by the Burns District of the BLM in the mid 1980s; few of those
public lands were inventoried.

Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing. The majority of the material presented in Appendix L has not
changed since the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. However, in responding to public comments
the grazing prescriptions for the Preferred Alternative have been further refined. In order to protect
public land riparian areas, grazing in pastures with livestock access to riverbank would be limited to
periods when river flows at the USGS Service Creek gauging station exceed 2,000 cubic feet per second
(cfs). As noted in the description of the Preferred Alternative, for pastures grazed in winter, the flow
limitation is intended to be an interim management constraint. Exceptions would be made for scattered
tracts of public land. An available option for areas outside of Wilderness Study Areas is the use of a
temporary electric fence which restricts livestock access to riparian areas. Further constraints,
standards and remedies are described in Chapter 3, Monitoring and description of Proposed Decision.

129



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2617 Emigrant Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 1l River Miles 5.6 - 13.4
M

26

private 7.2 public 0.6

private 323 public 215

private 5130 public 661

Season long, 3.0 rm private (below WSR designated segment)
excluded

none

same as above.

none

established 23 Sept ‘93. Not re-measured.
climax: 55 acres

late seral: 254 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 327 acres

unclassified: 25 acres

Construct approximately 0.7 miles of fence in sections 18, 19 and 24,
rest the new, ‘Upriver Pasture’ for 3 years, adjust the lease to confine
grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures
with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to 60 days during the December 15 to

May 1 period.

private 2.8 public 0.6
private 34 public 7
private 0.6 public 0.1
private 300 public 200
10

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2604 Philippi
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 9.5-11.0
M

64

private 15 public 0.0

private 155 public 42

private 2677 public 942

winter and spring, area subject to trespass grazing during low flows
none

same as above

none

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1990. Monitoring shows an increase in perennial bunchgrass.
climax: O acres

late seral: 193 acres

mid seral: 184 acres

early seral: 608 acres

unclassified: 37 acres

adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.0 public 0.7

private 0 public 40

1
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2648 Hartung
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 1 River Miles 13.4-15.8 and 17.2 - 18.4
I

16

private 2.9 public 0.7

private 308 public 243

private 1201 public 700

spring and summer

96-009

voluntary non-use by permittee. NEPA analysis has been completed
for river fencing and rotation grazing, decision has not been issued.
Photo point at river mile 15 established in 1998.

Upland trend (Daubenmire) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1992 and 1998. Grazing has occurred regularly through the critical
growing season, monitoring shows an increase in Gutierrezia
sarothrae.

Upland trend (Daubenmire) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1993. Same grazing as above, monitoring shows an increase in Stipa
comata.

climax: 43 acres

late seral: 183 acres

mid seral: 164 acres

early seral: 150 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private 2.9 public 0.7
private 35 public 8
private 0.0 public 3.7
private 40 public 560
13

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2594 Morehouse and Elliot
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 15.8 -17.2
M

3

private 0.4 public 1.0
private 109 public 62
private 169 public 65
spring and summer.

96-009

voluntary non-use by permittee. NEPA analysis has been completed
for exclusion of allotment, decision has not been issued.

Photo point at river mile 17 established in 1987, re-measured in 1992
and 1998. Under spring and summer grazing, a decrease in rush and
willow, an increase in thistle and possibly a widening of the flood plain
has occurred.

Upland plot (Daubenmire) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1992 and 1998. Spring and summer grazing, monitoring shows a loss
of perennial bunchgrass and an increase in Gutierrezia sarothrae.
climax: 5 acres

late seral: 22 acres

mid seral: 20 acres

early seral: 18 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private 0.4 public 1.0
private 5 public 12
private 0.5 public 0.3
private 200 public 65
3

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2555 Hoag
Location:
Category:
AUMs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment1l River Miles 16.0-17.3
not available

not available

private 0.3 public 1.0
private 118 public 213
private 786 public 364

unleased, grazed during low flows by trespass livestock
none

unleased, trespass resolved

none

none

adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2562 J Bar S
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 1 River Miles Left 18.4 - 18.9; Right 18.5 - 18.9
I

4

private 0.0 public 0.9

private 0 public 115

private 1311 public 115

0.5 miles exclusion, season long on 0.4 miles.

96-009

0.5 miles exclusion, voluntary winter or spring use by permittee.
NEPA analysis has been completed for rotation grazing of uplands
and spring grazing on riparian area not excluded with fence, decision
not issued.

Photo point at river mile 18.5 established in 1987 and remeasured in
1989, 1992 and 1998. Cattle were excluded with a fence since early
1980s, monitoring shows no obvious change.

none

climax: 9 acres

late seral: 39 acres

mid seral: 35 acres

early seral: 32 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

exclusion, winter and spring. Adjust the lease to confine grazing
period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with
access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by
plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be
restricted normally to 60 days during the December 15 to May 1
period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on public lands within riparian
exclosure.

private 0.0 public 0.4
private 0 public 11

private 0.0 public 1.0
private 0 public 120
4

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2513 Big Sky
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 1 River Miles Right 17.3 - 18.5 and 18.9 - 20.4
M Left 18.9-22.8

60

private 5.4 public 1.2

private 953 public 454

private 8425 public 1215

season long

93-067, 96-009

exclusion of 0.5 miles of river bank of public and 3.3 river bank miles
of private, voluntary winter or spring use by permittee on 0.7 river
bank miles of public and 2.1 river bank miles of private.

Photo point on tributary was established in 1995 and remeasured in
1998. Exclosure fence was constructed in 1995, monitoring shows
increased herbaceous vegetation.

Upland trend (Daubenmire) established in the Creek Pasture in 1987
and remeasured in 1992 and 1998. Critical growing season or fall
grazing, monitoring shows a decrease in perennial bunchgrasses in
1992 and an increase in Gutierrezia sarothrae in 1998.

climax: 63 acres

late seral: 439 acres

mid seral: 464 acres

early seral: 204 acres

unclassified: 45 acres

exclusion, spring, winter. Adjust the lease to confine grazing period
within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to
riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by plant
phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be restricted
normally to 60 days during the December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust
lease to prohibit grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure.

private 2.1 public 0.7
private 12 public 3
private 0.0 public 3.3
private 580 public 680
30

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2540 Persimmon Woods
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 1l River Miles 22.8 - 23.9
C

5

private 1.1 public 0.0
private 295 public 0
private 2209 public 40

unleased, grazed during low flows by trespass livestock
none

unleased, trespass resolved

none

none

climax: 3 acres

late seral: 14 acres

mid seral: 12 acres

early seral: 11 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2637 V.O. West
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment1l River Miles 20.4 - 22.1
M

15

private 1.4 public 0.3
private 183 public 193
private 3150 public 223

winter grazing occurred on the allotment with riparian areas subject to
grazing by trespass livestock during low flows.

none

exclusion on 1.0 miles of private, winter grazing on 0.3 miles of public
and 0.4 miles of private.

none

Upland trend (3x3 Photo point) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1992. Grazing occurred every other winter, no change was obvious.
climax: O acres

late seral: 67 acres

mid seral: 23 acres

early seral: 124 acres

unclassified: 9 acres

exclusion, winter and spring. Adjust the lease to confine grazing
period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with
access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by
plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be
restricted normally to 60 days during the December 15 to May 1
period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on public lands within riparian
exclosure.

private 0.4 public 0.3
private 2 public 2
private 0.0 public 0.5
private 30 public 160
12

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2595 Morris
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 1l River Miles 22.1 - 26.6
I

53

private 3.0 public 1.5
private 82 public 396
private 996 public 833

spring use with some trespass grazing during low river flows.

none

exclusion on 0.2 miles public and 1.6 miles of private, spring use on
1.3 miles of public and 1.4 miles of private, grazing ends before the
critical growing season.

Photo point was established on river mile 22 in 1987 and not
remeasured.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) was established in 1987 and remeasured
in 1992. Grazing occurred in the critical growing season, monitoring
showed no obvious change.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) was established in 1987 and remeasured
in 1992. Grazing occurred in the critical growing season, monitoring
showed a decrease in perennial bunchgrasses.

climax: O acres

late seral: 80 acres

mid seral: 141 acres

early seral: 581 acres

unclassified: 31 acres

Construct 0.7 miles of fence on public land in section 14. Adjust the
lease to confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to
June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use
would be determined by plant phenology, herd size and available
forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days during the
December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on
public lands within riparian exclosure.

private 1.4 public 1.3
private 8 public 8
private 0.5 public 0.7
private 100 public 440
14

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2560 Baseline
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 1 River Miles 23.9 - 28.5
M

30

private 3.0 public 1.6
private 520 public 220
private 3255 public 598
spring and early summer

none

exclusion of 1.2 miles of private land, spring and early summer
grazing on 1.2 miles of public and 0.4 miles of private and non-use on
0.4 miles of public and 1.4 miles of private.

Photo point at river mile 26 was established in 1987 and remeasured
in 1988 and 1993. Grazing occurred into July, no change was
obvious.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) was established in 1987 and remeasured in
1993. After deferred grazing, monitoring shows a decrease in
rhizomatous grass.

climax: 17 acres

late seral: 121 acres

mid seral: 145 acres

early seral: 293 acres

unclassified: 22 acres

exclusion. Build 0.7 miles of fence on public land, 0.4 miles of fence
on private land in sections 25, 30 and 31. Adjust lease to prohibit
grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure.

private 0.4 public 0.7
private 3 public 9
private 0.0 public 0.5
private 20 public 160
5

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2598 Hay Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 1 River Miles Right 29.0 - 30.8 and 31.1 - 31.5
I Left 28.9-31.5

126

private 3.1 public 1.7

private 354 public 295

private 2418 public 1518

season long

95-080

exclusion of 0.2 miles of public land and 1.0 miles of private land,
winter and early spring grazing on 0.8 river bank miles of public and
0.2 miles of private, summer grazing on 0.7 miles of public and 1.9
miles of private river bank.

Photo point at river mile 29 was established in 1987 and remeasured
in 1989 and 1995. Pasture was grazed season long, is now grazed in
winter, monitoring shows increased herbaceous vegetation, increased
vigor in alder and recruitment of cottonwood.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in North Pasture was established in 1987 and
remeasured in 1995. Pasture was grazed in summer and winter, now
it is grazed in winter and early spring, monitoring shows an increase in
Sporobolus cryptandrus.

climax: 122 acres

late seral: 514 acres

mid seral: 460 acres

early seral: 422 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing, pursue opportunities to exchange lands on
Sherman county riparian areas for lands elsewhere in the WSR

boundary.

private 1.6 public 1.2
private 10 public 7
private 0.0 public 2.5
private 80 public 320
8

approximately 60 acres of public land in Sherman county could be
traded for private lands elsewhere in the WSR boundary, eliminating
the need for 0.8 miles of fence.

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2520 Smith Point
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 1 River Miles 30.8-31.1, 31.5-34.1
I

93

private 15 public 4.0

private 200 public 1481

private 200 public 2596

season long

89-058, 90-005, 98-100

exclusion on 1.0 miles of private river bank, 2.7 miles of public river
bank, spring grazing on 0.5 miles of private and 1.3 miles of public.
Decision to exclude the remainder has been issued but not
implemented.

Photo point at river mile 33 established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1992 and 1998. Spring and fall grazing, monitoring shows
increase in rushes after 1988. No grazing after 1993, monitoring
shows a further increase in rushes.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Con Pasture established in 1987 and
remeasured in 1992 and 1998. Grazed in growing season in ‘88,
rested for 3 years and grazed in growing season in ‘92, monitoring
shows a loss of Agropyron cristatum and Sitanion hystrix. Rested
from autumn 1993 to 1998, monitoring shows a loss of Agropyron
cristatum, Poa sandbergii and Gutierrezia sarothrae and an increase
in annuals, Chrysothamnus sp. and Agropyron smithii.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Gilliam Pasture established in 1987 and
remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Rested in 1988 and 1991, grazed
during growing season in 1989 and 1990 and grazed during summer
in 1992, monitoring shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana and
Eriogonum sp. Rested after 1993, monitoring shows an increase in
knapweed and no change in bunchgrasses.

climax: 552 acres

late seral: 999 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 949 acres

unclassified: 96 acres

same as existing, construction of 1.8 miles of fence (0.5 miles on
private, 1.3 miles on public). Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on public
lands within riparian exclosure.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 200 public 2596

93

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2597 J.T. Murtha
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 34.1 - 39.7
I

269

private 7.0 public 4.2
private 800 public 1228
private 5333 public 4510
season long

99-117

exclusion of 0.6 miles of private land, rotation grazing (alternating rest
and season long)

none

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Esau Canyon Pasture was
established in 1987 and remeasured in 1992. The plot contained no
perennial plants, no change is obvious.

climax: 981 acres

late seral: 3407 acres

mid seral: 2092 acres

early seral: 825 acres

unclassified: 280 acres

exclusion of 0.6 miles of private, rotation (alternating winter - spring
grazing with rest). Construct 4.5 miles of fence, splitting Esau Canyon
Pasture and implement rotation grazing schedule in uplands
(according to EA #99-117). Adjust the lease to confine grazing period
within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to
riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by plant
phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be restricted
normally to 60 days during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private 6.3 public 2.8
private 80 public 36
private 1.8 public 1.0
private 1680 public 3560
99

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2597 J.T. Murtha
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 2  River Miles Right 39.7 - 50.1, Left 39.7 - 40.9,
I 41.0-45.9,46.1 - 48.6, 48.7 - 50.1
same as above

private 3.5 public 16.9
private 938 public 2748
private 1913 public 3596
season long

99-117

rotation (alternating rest with spring - winter grazing) on public land,
season long on irrigated private

Photo point at river mile 44, established in 1987 was remeasured in
1989, 1992 and 1997. No change is obvious.

Photo point at river mile 43, established in 1987 was remeasured in
1992. The view of the riparian zone is a long distance view, but there
appears to be an increase in sedges and rushes.

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from 0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.71 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (frequency) in the Billiard Pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1992. Under the two pasture rotation system
Artemisia tridentata and Gutierrezia sarothrae declined, percent bare
ground decreased and microbiotic crusts increased. Perennial
bunchgrasses were stable.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Saddle Pasture was established in
1987, lost and had to be re-established in 1992. There appears to be
a loss in Artemisia tridentata and a decrease in Agropyron spicatum
under the two pasture rotation system.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Devils Pasture was established in 1987,
lost and re-established in 1998. There appears to be a decrease in
sagebrush and an increase in Eriogonum sp. and Psoralea lanceolata.
described in segment 1

Exclude camp sites on river left 43.6 - 45.5 with 2 miles of fence.
Implement rotation grazing system (alternating rest with spring - winter
grazing for public and unfenced private lands in segment). Adjust the
lease to confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to
June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use
would be determined by plant phenology, herd size and available
forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days during the
December 15 to May 1 period.

private 3.3 public 6.7
private 39 public 83
private 3.0 public 0.0
private 520 public 3800
125

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2636 George Weedman
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 40.9 -41.0
C

6

private 0.0 public 0.1
private 0 public 51
private 2910 public 343
non-use by permittee, fenced in with 2597
none

same as above.

none

none

climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres
mid seral: 159 acres
early seral: 171 acres
unclassified: 13 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 1
to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 0.1
private 0 public 1
private 0.0 public 1.3
private 0 public 100
1

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2553 Willow Spring
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 2  River Miles 45.9 -46.1, 48.6 - 48.7
I

20

private 0.0 public 0.3

private 0 public 227

private 560 public 1127

non-use by permittee, fenced in with 2597

none

same as above

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from 0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.07 river miles in 1995.

none

climax: 301 acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 401 acres

early seral: 384 acres

unclassified: 41 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 1
to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 2
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 560 public 1127
20

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2591 Miller
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 50.1 - 54.8
I

47

private 0.7 public 4.0
private 42 public 812
private 1964 public 1896
season long

99-080

voluntary spring use changing to permanent spring use with
implementation of latest decision. Decision requires construction of
1.3 miles of fence to create a riparian pasture.

Photo point at river mile 51, established in 1987 was remeasured in
1988, 1989, 1990, 1994, 1996 and 1998. The photos show growth of
a Russian olive, loss of an alder seedling and sagebrush.

Photo point at river mile 53, established in 1991 was remeasured in
1994 and 1996. Number and size of willow have increased.

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.76 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in the Deep Canyon Pasture was established
in 1987 and remeasured in 1990, 1994 and 1998. The area was
burned by wildfire in 1994 and rested in 1995 and 1996. Artemisia sp.
decreased and Eriogonum sp. has increased since 1994. Perennial
grasses have increased since 1987.

climax: 171 acres

late seral: 731 acres

mid seral: 741 acres

early seral: 162 acres

unclassified: 70 acres

construction of 1.3 miles of fence in sections 14 and 23. Rest the
riparian pasture for three years, then adjust the lease to confine
grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures
with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to the March 1 to May 1 period.

private 0.7 public 4.3
private 4 public 26
private 0.0 public 1.3
private 420 public 1780
42

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2509 Belshe
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 54.8 - 56.3
I

62

private 0.0 public 1.5
private 0 public 411
private 1080 public 1840

spring and early summer, riparian zone subject to trespass during low
flows.

97-137

spring

Photo point established on river mile 55 in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, 1994 and 1996. No change is obvious.

Coverboard plots on planted willow in Little Ferry Canyon were
established in spring 1995 and remeasured in the fall 1995, showing
willow survival and growth during rest following fire in 1994.

Willow Report shows no change in the extent of willow communities
within the allotment between 1981 and 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in the Indian Cove pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. No change is obvious.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Indian Cove pasture was established
in 1987 and remeasured in 1990. An increase in perennial
bunchgrass occurred under spring and early summer grazing.
climax: 1246 acres

late seral: 166 acres

mid seral: 103 acres

early seral: 257 acres

unclassified: 68 acres

Construct 1.0 miles fence in section 23 and 26, rest mouth of Little
Ferry and the Gooseneck for three years. Adjust the lease to confine
grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures
with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to the March 1 to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 1.5
private 0 public 9
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 160 public 1440
48

1040 acres (22 AUMSs) of the Dipping Vat allotment, fenced in with the
Belshe allotment, would also have to be canceled.

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2572 Laffoon and Carlson
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment2  River Miles 56.3 - 64.7
I

85

private 0.0 public 8.4
private 45 public 1446
private 1652 public 3655
season long

94-078, 96-024, 96-058

voluntary non-use taken by permittee on 5.4 miles, exclusion of 0.7
miles and spring use on 2.3 miles.

Photo point at river mile 57, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, 1994, 1996 and 1998. Spring grazing was implemented
in 1996, no change is obvious.

Photo point at river mile 61 was established in 1994 and remeasured
in 1995. No change is obvious.

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.44 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Middle pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990, 1994 and 1998. Perennial bunchgrasses
decreased and dalmation toadflax increased.

climax: 2266 acres

late seral: 45 acres

mid seral: 368 acres

early seral: 841 acres

unclassified: 135 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit
grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure.

private 0.0 public 7.5
private 0 public 56
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 120 public 3095
50

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2522 James Brown
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 64.7 - 71.8
I

66

private 1.4 public 5.7
private 152 public 1202
private 1968 public 2527
season long

96-058

exclusion of 2.1 river miles public, spring grazing on remainder.
Photo point at river mile 67, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, 1994, 1996 and 1998. Season long grazing until 1995,
then spring grazing, no change is obvious.

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from 0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.12 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in South pasture in 1987 and
remeasured in 1990, 1994, and 1998. With season long grazing
there’s been a steady increase in Stipa comata and Gutierrezia
sarothrae, Eriogonum sp. has been stable.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in North pasture in 1995 has not
been remeasured.

climax: 540 acres

late seral: 1060 acres

mid seral: 457 acres

early seral: 377 acres

unclassified: 93 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally the March 1 to
May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure.

private 0.5 public 6.5
private 3 public 39
private 0.3 public 0.0
private 680 public 2200
24

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2521 Horseshoe Bend
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 73.0 - 76.0
I

43

private 1.2 public 1.8
private 145 public 260
private 1471 public 737

rest with some spring and early summer use beginning in 1990,
riparian zone subject to trespass during low flows.

97-062

spring

Photo point on river mile 75 established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990 and 1996. No change obvious.

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from 0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.03 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in River pasture established in 1987 and
remeasured in 1990, lost and re-established in 1996. Perennial
bunchgrass decreased to 1990 and increased to 1996.

climax: O acres

late seral: 80 acres

mid seral: 630 acres

early seral: O acres

unclassified: 27 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 1
to May 1 period.

private 1.0 public 1.5
private 6 public 9
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 140 public 380
10

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2538 Decker
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 71.8 - 73.0, 76.0 - 80.8
I

206

private 0.4 public 5.6

private 9 public 1063

private 1823 public 2999

spring and early summer, riparian area subject to trespass during low
flows.

97-038

spring, planning and decision for 0.2 miles of fence (excluding of 1.1
river bank miles) has been issued but not implemented.

Photo point on river mile 76, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, 1994, 1996 and 1998. Photos show a widening of the
river channel.

Willow Report shows an increase in willow communities from 0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.31 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Chisholm pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990, 1994 and 1998. Dalmation toadflax and
perennial bunchgrasses increased.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Middle pasture was established in 1995
and no remeasured.

climax: 146 acres

late seral: 2153 acres

mid seral: 249 acres

early seral: 339 acres

unclassified: 112 acres

construct 0.2 miles of fence (see EA#97-038). Exclude campsites in
Chisholm Canyon pasture with 0.5 miles of fence. Adjust the lease to
confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on
pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally the March 1 to May 1 period. Adjust lease
to prohibit grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure.

private 0.4 public 5.6
private 2 public 33
private 1.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 2000
93

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2619 Sid Seale
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 50.1 - 83.7
I

733

private 2.5 public 31.1
private 157 public 5980
private 25,303 public 13,676

fences stopped grazing by permittee on 18.8 miles of river bank, but
many of those riparian areas were subject to trespass during low
flows. Season long grazing of 15.1 miles of river bank by permittee.
95-008

rest or exclusion of 20.3 miles of river bank, spring or winter grazing of
13.3 miles of river bank. Decision for a 0.2 mile fence, excluding
another 3.2 river bank miles, was issued but not implemented.

Photo point at river mile 76, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, 1994 and 1996. Pasture was grazed season long, is now
grazed only in the winter or spring, monitoring shows an increase in
willow after 1990.

Photo point at river mile 69, established in 1991 and remeasured in
1994, and 1996. Cattle were excluded with a fence since 1950s, the
monitoring shows no obvious change.

Photo point at river mile 61, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1989, 1990, 1994, and 1996. Cattle were summer grazed until
1991, then excluded from pasture, monitoring shows an increase in
willow.

Photo point at river mile 53, established in 1991 and remeasured in
1994 and 1996. Trespass grazing occurred during summer low flows,
the area now receives non-use, monitoring shows an increase in
willow and rushes.

Photo point at river mile 80, established in 1995 and remeasured in
1998. Pasture was grazed season long, is now grazed only in the
winter or spring, monitoring shows an increase in willow.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 3.2 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (frequency) in Buckskin Pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990 and 1995. Grazing is a deferred treatment,
monitoring shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Owens Basin was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Grazing occurred during critical
growing season until 1992, then rested, monitoring shows an increase
in perennial grass after 1990.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Beef Hollow Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990, 1991, and 1994. Grazing was season
long, is now grazed only in the spring or winter and was burned in
1988 and in 1992. There is no discernable change.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Shellrock Pasture was established in 1987
and Remeasured in 1990, 1991, and 1994. Grazing was a deferred
treatment until 1991 and has since been rested, monitoring shows an
increase in perennial grass.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Fern Hollow Pasture was established in
1991 and remeasured in 1994. Grazing occurred in summer or fall,
monitoring shows an increase in Gutierrezia sarothrae and perennial
grasses.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) at Gooseneck was established in 1991 and
remeasured in 1994. Trespass grazing occurred in the summer, the
area now receives non-use, monitoring shows a decrease in Stipa
comata and Eriogonum and an increase in Sitanion hystrix.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

climax: 3362 acres

late seral: 4864 acres
mid seral: 1900 acres

early seral: 2006 acres
unclassified: 465 acres

construct 0.2 miles of fence (see EA#95-008). Construct 0.7 miles
fence to exclude Cordwood camp, prohibit grazing in Hoot Owl camp.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit
grazing on public lands within riparian exclosures.

private
private

private
private
545

0.8
4

4.4
2430

public
public

public
public

6.8
36

3.9
11,916

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2608 Rattray
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles Right 83.7 - 93.5
I Left 83.7-91.9
534

private 2.3 public 15.7

private 208 public 2496

private 16,716 public 7982

season long

93-037, 96-110

exclusion on 1.2 miles of private and 4.5 miles of public, winter use on
0.8 miles of private and 7.7 miles of public, rotation (spring and non-
use) on 3.8 miles of public.

Photo point on river mile 86 established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1989, 1990, 1993 and 1994. Management was season long,
changed to a rotation of spring and non-use in 1999. No change is
obvious.

Photo point on river mile 92 established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, and 1994. Management was non-use or winter use. No
change is obvious.

Photo point on river mile 88, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, and 1994. Management was season long, changed to
spring in 1997. No change is obvious.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.18 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Horse Mountain pasture was established
in 1987 and remeasured in 1994. Management was non-use or winter
use. Sporobolus cryptandrus appears to have increased in vigor.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Devils Pasture was established in 1987,
lost and re-established in 1990.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Pine Hollow pasture was established in
1987, re-established in 1990 and remeasured in 1991 and 1994.
Management was spring or late summer, changed to winter or spring
in 1997. Monitoring shows an increase in perennial grasses and
sedges.

climax: 209 acres

late seral: 3134 acres

mid seral: 3458 acres

early seral: 1361 acres

unclassified: 272 acres

Implement 5 years rest in Pine Hollow Pasture. Adjust the lease to
confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on
pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to 60 days during the December 15 to
May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure.

private 0.4 public 7.1

private 2 public 43

cancel grazing in the Pete Enyart riparian pasture, 9 AUMSs.
private 2.8 public 0.0

private 165 public 3720

148

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2629 Tatum
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 80.8 - 82.9
I

113

private 0.0 public 2.1
private 0 public 422
private 3242 public 2889

non-use by permittee, riparian areas subject to trespass grazing
during low river flows.

none

spring

Photo point on river mile 82, established in 1988 and remeasured in
1990, 1994 and 1997. Non-use from 1988 to 1992, then spring
grazing. No change is obvious.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.02 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in River Pasture B was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990, 1991 and 1994. No use until 1992, then
spring grazing. No change is obvious.

climax: 532 acres

late seral: 1281 acres

mid seral: 458 acres

early seral: 511 acres

unclassified: 107 acres

Exclude livestock from campsites by cancelling grazing in River ‘B’
pasture. Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 1
to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 2.1
private 0 public 13
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 160 public 1240
45

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2518 Pine Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 82.9 - 83.6 and 91.9 - 92.9
I

346

private 1. public 0.7

private 171 public 454

private 10,960 public 5418

season long

93-037

spring, no access of Red Wall area during high flows.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.02 river miles in 1995.

none

climax: 1188 acres

late seral: 3132 acres

mid seral: 785 acres

early seral: 113 acres

unclassified: 200 acres

Rest Big Gulch pasture for five years. Adjust the lease to confine
grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures
with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to the December 6 to February 15 period.

private 0.7 public 0.0
private 4 public 0
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 172 public 760
51

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2623 Steiwer
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 93.5-103.4
I

230

private 4.9 public 5.0
private 535 public 1385
private 38,810 public 4376

spring on 4.0 miles of public, non-use by permittee on 1.0 miles of
public and 2.7 miles of private though the area was subject to trespass
grazing during low river flows, season long on 2.2 miles of private.
87-033

same as above, trespass has been resolved.

Photo point on river mile 100, established in 1988 was remeasured in
1990 and 1994. Management was changed from season long to
spring use in 1987. Photos show an expansion of willow.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 1.87 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (frequency) in Juniper Island pasture established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Management was changed to
spring rotation in 1987, monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Bills Place, established in 1987 was
remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Management was changed to spring
rotation in 1987, monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Juniper Island pasture, established in 1987
was remeasured in 1990, lost and re-established in 1994.
Management described above, monitoring shows an apparent
decrease in Gutierrezia sarothrae and an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

land exchange has eliminated the lands measured from public
ownership.

Exclude grazing from Juniper Island campsite with 0.7 miles of fence.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit
grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure. Pursue
opportunities to exchange lands north of Butte Creek for other lands
within the WSR boundary.

private 2.2 public 4.2
private 10 public 24
private 0.0 public 6.6
private 0 public 1280
53

approximately 160 acres of public land in Wheeler county could be
traded for private lands elsewhere in the WSR boundary, eliminating
the need for 2.0 miles of fence.

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2584 Catherine Maurer
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles Left 92.9 - 106.1, Right 103.4 - 107.0
I

789

private 10.3  public 6.5

private 1427 public 1815

private 26,168 public 14,683

season long

91-038, 95-009, 97-014

exclusion on 0.5 miles of public and 2.6 miles of private, spring use on
1.5 miles private and 3.3 miles public, season long on 6.2 miles of
private and 2.7 miles public.

Photoplot at spring site in Lakes Pasture established in 1998,
management changed from season long to spring use in 1999.
Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 1.34 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Rayburn pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1993. Management was season long use,
perennial grasses increased in vigor and density.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in River pasture was established in 1987 and
remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Management was spring and early
summer use, changed to winter and early spring use in 1997,
monitoring shows an increase in perennial bunchgrasses.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Lakes pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1993. Management was season long, changed to
spring in 1999. Monitoring shows an increase in Bromus tectorum
and Stipa thurberiana and a decrease in Gutierrezia sarothrae.
climax: 151 acres

late seral: 3421 acres

mid seral: 4017 acres

early seral: 6550 acres

unclassified: 544 acres

same as existing management for the Lakes and River pastures. For
the Clarno Rapids area, adjust the lease to confine grazing period
within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to
riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by plant
phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be restricted
normally to the April 1 to June 1 period. For the Rayburn pasture,
develop an allotment management plan or pursue exchange
opportunities for other lands within WSR boundaries.

private 6.9 public 6.0
private 42 public 38
private 0.3 public 6.7
private 880 public 5036
109

approximately 320 acres of public land in Wasco county could be
traded for private lands elsewhere in the WSR boundary, eliminating
the need for 3.5 miles of fence.

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2614 Clarno Homestead
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 2  River Miles 106.1 - 108.3 and 108.7 - 109.3
I

63

private 0.4 public 2.8

private 25 public 396

private 32 public 1693

season long

95-009, 96-060

unleased

Willow Report shows no change in the extent of willow communities
within the allotment between 1981 and 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in 1987 was remeasured in 1993
and 1998. Season long use was changed to non-use in 1990.
Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana and a decrease in
Poa sandbergii.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: O acres

early seral: 1823 acres

unclassified: 70 acres

Adjust lease to retire grazing on public lands within the WSR
boundaries.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2588 Spud
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing: miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 110.7 - 114.5
M

40

private 3.2 public 0.6
private 494 public 148
private 650 public 608

exclusion of 0.1 miles of public river bank and 3.2 miles of private river
bank, these riparian areas subject to limited trespass during low river
flows, spring grazing on 0.5 miles of public river bank.

90-035

same as above except trespass is largely resolved.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.5 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1994. Grazing occurs during the winter, monitoring shows an increase
in Sporobolus cryptandrus.

climax: O acres

late seral: 427 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 159 acres

unclassified: 22 acres

grazing as above, construct 0.3 miles of fence. Adjust the lease to
confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on
pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 1
private 0.0 public 0.4
private 494 public 148
5

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2587 Corral Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing: miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 109.6 - 111.4

I

88

private 1.7 public 0.1

private 66 public 4

private 1200 public 2101

spring, early summer.

97-007

spring use with livestock removed by May 15th.
none

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Corral Canyon Pasture was
established in 1987 and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Grazing
occurs during critical growing season each year except for rest in
1992 and 1997, utilization levels are light to moderate. Monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

climax: O acres

late seral: 17 acres

mid seral: O acres

early seral: 2006 acres

unclassified: 78 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 1.7 public 0.1
private 14 public 4
private 1.2 public 0.3
private 52 public 4

0

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2512 Big Muddy
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 114.5 - 128.1
I

605

private 8.0 public 5.6
private 1069 public 1142
private 64,483 public 14,890

winter and spring use by permittees, riparian areas subject to trespass
grazing during low river flows.

none

spring

Photo point on Currant Creek established in 1987 and Remeasured in
1994. There was no discernable change.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.47 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) west of Melendy Ridge was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1994. There is no discernable change.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Domogalla Canyon was established in
1987, but could not be found in 1994, the study was reestablished.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Currant Creek Canyon was established in
1987, but could not be found in 1994, the study was reestablished.
climax: 197 acres

late seral: 1861 acres

mid seral: 4211 acres

early seral: 8070 acres

unclassified: 551 acres

Construct 3.2 miles fence to exclude 1.9 riverbank miles and rest for
10 years 3.4 miles of riverbank. Adjust the lease to confine grazing
period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with
access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by
plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be
restricted normally to the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 6.9 public 3.2
private 42 public 19
private 1.6 public 3.2
private 396 public 1280
30
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2545 Cherry Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

164

Segment 3  River Miles 128.1 - 131.6
I

438

private 2.6 public 0.9
private 427 public 164
private 49,960 public 11,095

winter and spring use by permittees, riparian areas subject to grazing
trespass during low river flows.

none

winter and spring, trespass largely resolved.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.23 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Horse Heaven Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. There is no discernable
change.

climax: 892 acres

late seral: 3759 acres

mid seral: 3362 acres

early seral: 3082 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the March15 to May 15 period.

private 3.9 public 1.1
private 24 public 7
private 0.0 public 0.9
private 0 public 200
6



2624 Burnt Ranch
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 131.6 - 133.0

C

7

private 0.0 public 1.4

private 0 public 113

private 2080 public 328

spring and early summer

none

early spring (between March 15 and April 15) for two weeks every
other year.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.46 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the River Pasture (riparian management
pasture) was established in 1989 and remeasured in 1995. Grazing
occurred each spring during the critical growing season until 1997
when it changed to two weeks use every other year. Monitoring
shows an increase in Oryzopsis hymenoides.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 316 acres

unclassified: 12 acres

Provide three years rest for the River pasture, then authorize grazing
as stated above for 1999.

private 0.0 public 1.4
private 0 public 8
private 0.0 public 0.9
private 0 public 180
2

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2641 North 80
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

166

Segment 3  River Miles 133.0 - 133.2
C

3

private 0.2 public 0.0
private 9 public 0
private 25 public 78
season long

none

rotation

none

none

climax: 6 acres

late seral: 26 acres

mid seral: 24 acres

early seral: 22 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

private 0.2 public 0.0
private 3 public 0
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
0



2533 Sutton Mountain
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded
other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 135.7 - 140.0
I

1020

private 0.2 public 6.7
private 30 public 1163
private 640 public 25,315

winter and spring by permittee, riparian areas received trespass
grazing during low river flows.

92-021, 92-044

exclusion, non-use and spring. Spring grazing occurs on 2.6 miles of
the river. The Agate Point Wetland Pasture is in non-use pending
improved riparian conditions and encompasses 2.6 miles of the river.
The Priest Hole Field excludes livestock grazing and occupies 0.9
miles of the river. The Liberty Bottom Field also excludes grazing and
consists of 0.8 miles of the river.

Six photo points (trend overview) and five photo points (cover board),
between river miles 136.5 and 137.6, were established in 1995 in the
Agate Point Wetland Pasture. Not remeasured.

Photo point (cover board) on Bridge Creek in the Manning Field was
established in 1989 and remeasured in 1991, 1995, 1997 and 1999.
Spring grazing has occurred since acquisition of the land in 1988.
Grazing use varied from 2 to 3 months between 1988 and 1992, to 3
weeks from 1993 to 1998 with non-use in 1997. Monitoring shows an
increase in willow cover.

Photo point (cover board) on Bridge Creek in the Connley Field was
established in 1989 and remeasured in 1991, 1995 and 1999.
Grazing use varied from 2 to 3 months from 1988 to 1992, to one
month from 1993 to 19996. Non-use in 1997 and 1998. Monitoring
shows an increase in willow cover.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.75 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Stovepipe Springs Pasture was
established in 1987 and remeasured in 1991 and 1995. Grazing
occurs during the spring, monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Stovepipe Springs Pasture was
established in 1988 and remeasured in 1991 and 1995. Grazing
occurs during the spring, monitoring shows no obvious change.
ecological status was determined for 6995 acres, an additional 18320
acres became public in 1992, but status for the acquired land will be
determined when possible.

climax: 897 acres

late seral: 1911 acres

mid seral: 988 acres

early seral: 2940 acres

unclassified: 259 acres

Construct 2.3 miles fence to create 2.6 miles of riverbank exclusion.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to

May 1 period.
private 0.0 public 1.8
private 0 public 11
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

No Grazing: miles of fence private 0.0 public 2.3
acres excluded private 0 public 1240
public land AUMs canceled 45
Other actions

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2592 Mary Misener
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 141.4 - 142.8
I

52

private
private
private
season long
92-044
exclusion
none

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1987 and remeasured in
1991. Grazing occurs during winter and early spring, monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) was established in 1995 and has not been
remeasured. Grazing occurs during winter and early spring.

climax: O acres

late seral: 172 acres

mid seral: 111 acres

early seral: 289 acres

unclassified: 23 acres

1.4
269
640

public 0.0
public 0
public 595

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2532 T. Cole
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 139.0 - 140.8
C

117

private 1.1 public 0.7
private 157 public 374
private 25,280 public 2116

autumn through spring by permittee, trespass grazing during low river
flows.

none

winter, trespass resolved.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 1.06 river miles in 1995.

none

climax: 21 acres

late seral: 864 acres

mid seral: 54 acres

early seral: 634 acres

unclassified: 60 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period.

private 1.2 public 0.6
private 7 public 4
private 0.0 public 2.8
private 42 public 520
17

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2659 Packsaddle
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 143.2 - 144.2
C

20

private 1.0 public 0.0
private 70 public 0
private 481 public 330

winter and spring by permittee, riparian areas subject to grazing
trespass during low river flows.
92-044

exclusion

none

none

climax: 43 acres

late seral: 99 acres

mid seral: 99 acres

early seral: 76 acres
unclassified: 13 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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2577 Byrd’s Point
Location:

Category:

AUMSs within lease:

Miles of river bank

Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 131.7 - 134.2
River Miles 135.3 - 136.4

I

94

private 1.6 public 2.0

private 305 public 285

private 4612 public 1455

season long

87-003, 98-058

exclusion

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.35 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in 1993 and has not been
remeasured.

climax: 224 acres

late seral: 495 acres

mid seral: 442 acres

early seral: 402 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.0 public 1.6

private 80 public 360

25

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2633 Amine Peak
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 122.0 - 131.6
I

294

private 5.7 public 3.9
private 839 public 883
private 11,062 public 4349

winter and spring by permittee, riparian areas received grazing
trespass during low river flows.

87-003

spring

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.58 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in 1995 has not been
remeasured.

climax: 348 acres

late seral: 1479 acres

mid seral: 1304 acres

early seral: 1218 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

Construct 1.5 miles of fence to create 1.6 miles of riverbank exclusion.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period.

private 5.7 public 3.9
private 34 public 24
private 0.8 public 2.1
private 174 public 800
35

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2535 Hayfield
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 118.0 - 119.6
C

11

private 0.9 public 0.7
private 141 public 86
private 2360 public 345
season long

87-010, 90-089

spring

none

none

climax: O acres

late seral: 301 acres
mid seral: 31 acres
early seral: 0 acres
unclassified: 13 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 14 days
during the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 1.2 public 1.2
private 7 public 7
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 90
0

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2656 Dry Knob
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 112.9 - 116.9
C

7

private 3.2 public 0.8
private 731 public 30
private 900 public 275

winter and spring, riparian areas subjected to grazing trespass during
low river flows.

none

autumn through spring
none

none

climax: 22 acres

late seral: 93 acres
mid seral: 83 acres
early seral: 76 acres
unclassified: 1 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period.

private 1.8 public 0.4
private 9 public 2
private 0.1 public 1.1
private 30 public 34
2

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2649 Rim
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

176

Segment 3  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within WSR boundaries.

3

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 40 public 300

private 1606 public 301

n/a, allotment within the WSR corridor, but not on the river.
none

n/a, allotment within the WSR corridor, but not on the river.
none

none

climax: O acres

late seral: 172 acres
mid seral: 0 acres
early seral: 118 acres
unclassified: 11 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.1 public 0.7

private 0 public 300

3



2536 Spring Basin
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles no riverbank on allotment, but portions
I lie within the WSR boundaries.

146

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 3 public 90

private 24,280 public 5363

no riverbank

no riverbank

none

Trend plot (frequency) in the Spring Basin WSA was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990. Grazing generally occurs between
November 1 and February 28. There is no discernable change.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Spring Basin WSA was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990. Grazing generally occurs between
November 1 and February 28. There is no discernable change.
climax: O acres

late seral: 3275 acres

mid seral: 450 acres

early seral: 1438 acres

unclassified: 200 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.1 public 1.1

private 0 public 100

2
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2630 Tripp
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 111.9 - 112.5
I

7

private 0.4 public 0.2
private 18 public 80
private 18 public 80
season long

none

season long

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.16 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (frequency) in the Upland Pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1993. Grazing is winter use only and monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Upland Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1993. Grazing is winter use only and
monitoring shows an increase in Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Upland Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1993. Grazing is winter use only and
monitoring shows a decrease in Poa secunda.

climax: 6 acres

late seral: 27 acres

mid seral: 24 acres

early seral: 22 acres

unclassified: 1 acres

exclusion, construct 0.6 miles of fence. Adjust use authorizations to
prohibit grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure. Reactivation
of use would be dependant upon recovery as evaluated by an
interdisciplinary team and subject to management prescription to
sustain functioning condition.

private 0.4 public 0.2
private 2 public 1
private 0.0 public 0.3
private 18 public 80
7

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2544 Circle S
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 153.7 - 156.0
I

16

private 15 public 0.8
private 120 public 161
private 1596 public 598

non-use by lessee, but trespass use occurring season long.

98-058

spring

Photo point at river mile 153.8, established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Sporadic trespass use occurring season long. Monitoring
shows no obvious change.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.15 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Sporadic trespass use occurring season long. Monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa comata.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: 499 acres

early seral: O acres

unclassified: 19 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period and rested every other year.

private n/a public n/a (same as no grazing)
private public

private 0 public 0

private 0 public 240

3

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

179



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2537 Dead Dog Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 147.6 - 150.2
I

243

private 1.2 public 1.4
private 111 public 90
private 400 public 3906

spring, with trespass use occurring season long

92-044, 98-058

exclusion

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.17 river miles in 1995.

none

ecological status was determined for 1360 acres, an additional 2546
acres became public in 1992, but status for the acquired land will be
determined when possible.

climax: 176 acres

late seral: 414 acres

mid seral: 408 acres

early seral: 312 acres

unclassified: 50 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.0 public 0.3

private 91 public 90

7

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2556 Murray Howard
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 150.2 - 156.0
I

33

private 3.2 public 2.6
private 652 public 475
private 7840 public 846
winter, spring, summer

98-058

exclusion

Photo point (Daubenmire cover board) at river mile 153.4, established
in 1989 and remeasured in 1994. Accurate grazing information not
available, but random observations indicated various amounts of use
occurred spring, summer and winter. Monitoring shows a decrease in
willow density at this study.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.35 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Accurate grazing information not available, but random
observations indicate various amounts of use occurred spring,
summer and winter. Monitoring shows no discernable change.
climax: 59 acres

late seral: 122 acres

mid seral: 362 acres

early seral: 463 acres

unclassified: 39 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.2 public 2.4

private 189 public 320

16

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

181



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2570 Zack Keys
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 148.8 - 149.6
I

58

private 0.6 public 0.2
private 204 public 98
private 1680 public 1607
season long

98-058

exclusion

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.10 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1987, but was destroyed
and reestablished in 1995.

climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 1548 acres

early seral: 0 acres

unclassified: 59 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.0 public 0.6

private 0 public 90

2

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2569 Zack Keys
Location:

Category:

AUMSs within lease:

Miles of river bank

Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 145.6 - 148.8
River Miles 150.9 - 153.7

I

71

private 3.8 public 2.2

private 427 public 449

private 7885 public 2001

season long

98-058

exclusion

Photo point at river mile 152.4 was established in 1989 and
remeasured in 1994. Accurate grazing information not available, but
random observations indicate various amounts of use occurred spring,
summer and winter. Monitoring shows an increase in willow.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.22 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established near river mile 152.4 in
1989, but destroyed and then reestablished in 1995 as a Daubenmire
study.

climax: 203 acres

late seral: 1239 acres

mid seral: 219 acres

early seral: 266 acres

unclassified: 74 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 0.0 public 1.0

private 107 public 440

12

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2589 McQuinn
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

184

Segment 4  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

1

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 322 public 40

no river bank

none

same as above

No established monitoring studies
No established monitoring studies
climax: 3 acres

late seral: 14 acres

mid seral: 12 acres

early seral: 11 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



2578 Logan
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

166

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 13,570 public 2194

No river bank within the allotment
none

same as above

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: 421 acres

late seral: 774 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 918 acres
unclassified: 81 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
2517 Borschawa

Location: Segment4 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
Category: C lies within 1/4 mile of river
AUMSs within lease: 6
Miles of river bank private 0.0 public 0.0
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 2040 public 120
Riparian management in 1988 No river bank within the allotment
NEPA documents none

Riparian management in 1999

same as above

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

No established monitoring studies

Trend plot (3x3) established in 1989 and re-measured in 1993.
Authorized grazing season is May 1 to July 15. Monitoring shows an
increase in Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1993. No re-measured.
climax: O acres

late seral: 56 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 59 acres

unclassified: 4 acres

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: same as existing

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public
other actions
No Grazing: miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public

public land AUMs canceled
Other actions
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2563 Horseshoe Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs'’s within lease:
Miles of riverbank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:

NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:

Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMs canceled

Other Actions

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 158.2 - 170.0
M

100

private 8.8 public 3.0
private 0 public 0

private 26,740 public: 1,667

Exclusion of 0.5 miles, spring grazing (5/1 to 6/15) on 1.5 miles, and
season long on 1.0 mile of public riverbank, season long on 8.8 miles
of private river bank.

None

Exclusion of 0.5 mile of public river bank, grazing from 10/1 until 2/10
on 2.5 miles of public and 8.8 miles of private river bank.

Photo point at river mile 161.7, established in 1987, and reread in
1990 and 1995. Monitoring shows an increase in herbaceous
vegetation on the gravel bars.

Trend plot (3 X 3 photoplot) was established in 1990 and reread in
1995. Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa comata and Sporobolus
cryptandrus

A line intercept study(frequency) was established in 1991. Study has
not been reread.

climax: O acres

late seral: 160 acres

mid seral:. 530 acres

early seral: 333 acres

unclassified: 39 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of October
1 to May 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized
use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size and available
forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days during the
December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on
public lands within riparian exclosure.

private 8.8 public 2.5
private 107 public 36

none

private 8.8 public 2.5
private 1408 public 480
48

None
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2625 David Stirewalt
Location
Category:
AUMs with lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres with WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded

other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled:

Other actions:

188

Segment4  River Miles: 160.3 - 163.0
I

65

private 0.0 public 2.7
private 0 public 0
private 4280 public 1340
exclusion of 2.7 miles of river bank.
none

same as above.

No established photo points.

Trend plot (3 X 3 photoplot) established in 1987 north of the highway
north of the John Day River and reread in 1992. Grazing is excluded
from the area where the study was established. Monitoring showed as
increase in Sporobolus cryptandrus. Trend plot (line intercept) was
established in 1992. Study has not been reread. Grazing has been
excluded from the area where the study was established.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid-seral: 1,121 acres

early-seral: 169 acres

unclassified: 50 acres

same as existing. Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on
public lands within riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be
dependant upon recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team
and subject to management prescription to sustain functioning
condition.

private: n/a public: n/a (same as existing)
private: public:

none

private 0 public 3.2

private 0 public 432

43



2626 Harper Mt.
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of riverbank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within the allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing; miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded

Public land AUMS’s canceled:

other actions:

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 163 - 167.2
I

33

private: 2.2 public 2.0
private: 0 public 0
private 8180 public: 920
Season long

97-121

Exclusion.

No established photo points.

No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private: n/a public: n/a (same as existing)
private: public:

none

private 2.7 public 2.9

private 432 public 464

43
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2613 Frank R. Robinson
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

190

Segment 4  River Miles 164.0 - 164.3
C

4

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 0

private 1230 public 240
spring, summer (5/1 - 8/31)

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: 0 acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: 193 acres

early seral: 0 acres

unclassified: 7 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days

during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 3
private 0.0 public 2.3
private 0 public 115
3



2585 Seek Peak
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles 176.4 - 177.8

C

11

private 1.4 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 1320 public 320

Exclusion of 1.4 miles of private land river bank.
none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: 0 acres

late seral: 285 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 23 acres

unclassified: 12 acres

same as existing.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2627 Robert W. Straub
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

192

Segment4  River Miles 178.0-179.4
C

69

private 0.0 public 1.4
private 0 public 0
private 5000 public 678
Spring and summer

none

exclusion

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 288 acres

early seral: 365 acres
unclassified: 25 acres

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private 0.0 public 1.4
private 0 public 17
private 0.0 public 3.3
private 0 public 224
22



2575 Andrew Leckie
Location:
Category
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSA boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled

Other actions:

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 181.0 - 181.3
I

1

private 0 public: 0.5
private 0 public 0
private 2,000 public 40

exclusion of 0.5 miles of river bank.

none

Exclusion of 0.5 miles of river bank

Photo point established in 1987. Photo point has not been reread.
Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in 1987 and reread in 1988.
Increase in Sporobolus cryptandrus

climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid-seral: 14 acres

early-seral 39 acres

unclassified: 2 acres

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

none

private 0.0 public 1.0

private 0 public 160

1

none
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2554 Charles Hill
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:

NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Ecological Status as measured in 1980

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions

194

Segment4  River Miles 178.5-181.0, 181.3 - 182.8
I

86

private 7.3 public 0.8

private 0 public 0

private 1,520 public 1,835

Spring grazing on 0.8 miles of public and 2.0 miles of private river
bank and summer grazing on 5.3 miles of private river bank.

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) was establish in 1987 and reread in 1991
and 1996. Livestock graze the pasture during the spring, mid-April to
the end of May. Monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot).was established in 1991 and reread in
1996. Livestock grazed the pasture from April 15 until May 31.
Monitoring shows no increase in perennial plants in the study plot.
Agropyron spicatum can only be seen in areas in between rocks.
Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) was established in 1993. Photoplot has
not been reread.

Line intercept study(frequency) was established in 1991 and reread in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture from April 15 until May 31. There
was no increase in the frequency of key species.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) was established in 1991 and reread in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture from April 15 until May 31.
Topography limits the amount of time that livestock graze the area.
Monitoring shows an increase in ground cover of herbaceous
vegetation.

climax: O acres

late seral: 556 acres

mid seral: 1,751 acres

early seral: 156 acres

unclassified: 94 acres.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of April 15
to June 30 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized
use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size and available
forage, but would be restricted normally to 14 days during the grazing
period.

private 7.3 public 0.8
private 88 public: 10
none

private 7.8 public: 1.3
private 560 public: 128
13



2528 Sentinel Peak
Location:
Category:
AUMS'’s within lease
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSA boundaries:
Acres within the allotment
Riparian management in 1988:

NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Ecological status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions

No Grazing miles of fence

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 170.5 - 172.5

C

44

private: 3.0 public: 1.0
private 0 public 0
private 1,335 public 1,240

Spring grazing, April 15 to May 31, of 0.5 miles of public and 1.5 miles
of private river bank and no livestock grazing on 0.5 miles of public
and 1.5 miles of private river bank.

91-018, 88-088, 88-062

same as above

No established monitoring plots.

No established monitoring plots.

climax: O acres

late seral: 474 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 720 acres

unclassified: 46 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of April 15
to May 31 on pastures with access to riverbank.

private 3.0 public 1.0
private 18 public 6
none

private 3.5 public 1.5
private 240 public 80
8

none
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4145 Two County

Location:

Category:

AUMS within the lease:

Miles of riverbank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documentation:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing: miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

No Grazing miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

196

Segment4  River miles 184.5 - 190.5
I

1,105

private 10.6  public 1.4
private 0 public 0
private 12,750 public 13,796
Season long

91-060, 88-030

Exclusion

No established monitoring studies

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft.) established on the allotment in 1988 and reread
in 1993 and 1998. Livestock graze the pasture from May 1 until the
end of Sept. There is no discernable change.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



2662 Johnson Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS'’s Within Lease:
Miles of riverbank:
Acres within WSA boundaries:
Acres within the allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documentation:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles: 182.0 183.5
I

7,698

private 2.5 public 0.5
private 0 public 0
private 11,140 public 7,698
Grazing from 5/1 to 9/30

none

Exclusion

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot( 3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1997 and reread in 1990 and
1995. Grazing occurred from 5/1 to 9/30 in the uplands. Monitoring
showed an increase in Festuca idahoensis.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

none

private: n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2501 Herbert Asher
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

198

Segment 4  River Miles 194.5 - 196.8
I

101

private 4.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 0
private 2039 public 1999

Exclusion of all river bank.

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows an
increase in Agropyron intermedium.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows an
increase in Artemisia tridentata.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in winter. Monitoring shows no
discernable change.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows no
discernable change.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows no
discernable change.

climax: 0 acres

late seral: 608 acres

mid seral: 223 acres

early seral: 1093 acres

unclassified: 75 acres

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



4001 Johnny Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 4
C

196
private
private
private
spring
none
exclusion

Appendices

River Miles 196.2 - 198.2

15
0

1918

public 0.5
public 0
public 1160

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public n/a (same as existing)
public

public n/a (same as existing)
public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2558 Squaw Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

200

Segment4  River Miles 200.0 - 200.8
I

301

private 1.6 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 7800 public 5741
Exclusion

none

same as above

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1990 and 1993. Authorized grazing is 4/1 - 11/30. Monitoring shows
an increase in Agropyron spicatum and Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1990 and not remeasured.
climax: 28 acres

late seral: 1833 acres

mid seral: 2668 acres

early seral: 999 acres

unclassified: 213 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



4076 Cottonwood Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles 205.8 - 207.8
I

204

private 4.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 4440 public 3113
Season long

none

same as above.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1992 and remeasured in
1998. Authorized season of use is 4/15 - 10/30. Monitoring shows the
area heavily grazed.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1988 and remeasured in
1992 and 1997. Livestock graze the pasture from 4/15 - 10/30.

Photos show a decrease in Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1992 and not remeasured.
Photo indicates the area is heavily grazed.

Trend study (3x3 photoplot) established in 1993 and remeasured in
1998. Livestock graze the area from 4/15 - 10/30. Monitoring shows a
decrease in Agropyron spicatum.

Trend study (line intercept) established in 1992 and remeasured in
1998. Livestock graze the area from 4/15 - 10/30. Monitoring shows
no change in the frequency of key species.

same as existing.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4007 Windy Point
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 4
I

407
private
private
private
spring
none

spring

River Miles 207.8 - 209.0

1.2 public 0.0
0 public 0
3330 public 2514

No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public



4068 Sheep Gulch
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles 208.5 - 209.8
I

292

private 2.6 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 2090 public 3499
season long

spring

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1995. Livestock graze the pasture during spring, monitoring shows no
discernable change in vegetation.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Livestock graze the pasture during spring and summer,
monitoring shows a decrease in the frequency of Agropyron spicatum.
Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1989. Livestock graze the
pasture during spring, monitoring shows no discernable change.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Livestock graze during spring and summer, monitoring shows a
decrease in Sitanion hystrix.

same as existing.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4041 Franks Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

204

Segment4  River Miles 212.0 - 212.3
C

225

private 0.3 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 1255 public 2617

Exclusion of 0.3 miles of private river bank.

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1988 and remeasured in
1993 and 1999. Livestock graze this pasture from mid-June until late
August. Photos show an increase in Lupinus spp.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



4023 Triple Fork
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment5 River Miles 226.2 - 226.3
C

20

private 0.1 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 33 public 320

Exclusion of 0.1 miles of private river bank.
same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4084 Lower Damond
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 5
C

36

private
private
private
spring
none.

River Miles 235.0 - 235.4

0.8 public 0.0
0 public 0
220 public 240

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public



4168 Grub Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 5
C

14

private
private
private
unknown
none
exclusion

Appendices

River Miles 249.5 - 251.7

4.4
0

7860

public 0.0
public 0
public 80

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4101 Lower Cupper
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

208

Segment 6
C

39

private
private
private

River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
0 public 0
1600 public 240

allotment contains no river bank

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public
n/a public n/a (same as existing)

public



4094 Dry Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within 1/4 mile of river.
25

private 0.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 0

private 200 public 120

No river bank

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4080 South Stonehill
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

private
private
private
Unknown
none

River Miles 4.5 -5.5

1.0
0

560

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public

0.0
0

public 400

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)



4127 Kimberly
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 6
C

40

private
private
private
exclusion
none

Appendices

River Miles 1.0 - 1.5

0.2 public 0.3
0 public 0
40 public 240

same as above
No established monitoring studies
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4037 Juniper
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

212

Segment 6
C

40

private
private
private
exclusion
none

River Miles 4.8 - 5.4

0.6
0

620

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public

0.0
0

public 400

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)



4031 Coyote Fields
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 6
C

20

private
private
private
unknown
none

River Miles 8.0 - 9.2

1.2
0

1956

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0

public

public
public

public
public

160

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)

Appendices
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4030 Powersite
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

214

Segment 6
C

20

private
private
private
unknown
none

River Miles 5.0 - 6.2

1.2 public 0.0
0 public 0
130 public 120

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public



4025 Portuguese
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
27

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 453 public 160

no river bank in allotment

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4011 CG
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

216

Segment 6
C

31

private
private
private
unknown
none

River Miles 12.0 - 12.8

15 public 0.0
0 public 0
1560 public 240

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public



Appendices

4009 Birch Creek
Location: Segment6 River Miles 3.0 - 9.0

Category: C
AUMS within lease: 368
Miles of river bank private 4.8 public 1.2
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 4840 public 3169

Riparian management in 1988 season long
NEPA documents none
Riparian management in 1999 same as above.
Riparian monitoring No established monitoring studies.
Upland monitoring No established monitoring studies.

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period.

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private 6.0 public 2.3
acres excluded private 764 public 193
other actions cancellation of 19 AUMS
No Grazing: miles of fence private 6.0 public 2.3
acres excluded private 764 public 193

public land AUMS canceled 19
Other actions
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4035 Rim
Location: Segment6 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
Category: C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
AUMS within lease: 41
Miles of river bank private 0.0 public 0.0
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 90 public 80

Riparian management in 1988 no river bank
NEPA documents none
Riparian management in 1999 same as above
Riparian monitoring No established monitoring studies.
Upland monitoring No established monitoring studies.

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: same as existing

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public
other actions
No Grazing: miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public

public land AUMS canceled
Other actions
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4178 Cheatgrass
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
4

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 165 public 40

no river bank in allotment

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

219



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4069 Big Spring
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

17

private
private
private

River Miles allotment contains on river bank, but

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
0 public 0
1420 public 80

no river bank in allotment

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public
n/a public n/a (same as existing)

public



4185 Cockran Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 6
C

16

private
private
private
unknown
none

Appendices

River Miles 9.2 - 10.6

1.4
0

1241

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0

public

public
public

public
public

160

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4012 River
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6  River Miles 16.8 - 18.0
C

13

private 1.0 public 0.8
private 0 public 0
private 140 public 135

Exclusion on 0.8 miles of river bank due to topographic barriers and
fencing on adjacent lands.

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



4082 Jack-of-Clubs
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles 16.3 - 18.6
C

25

private 15 public 0.9
private 0 public 0
private 1350 public 200
Exclusion.

none.

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4003 Slickear Mt.

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:

Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7  River Miles 21.5 - 25.0, 25.2 - 31.8
M

537

private 3.0 public 7.1

private 0 public 0

private 28,300 public 3,274

season long

none

Since 1993 the riparian pastures have been grazed from March 15 to
May 15. In 1999 a fall treatment, Oct. 1 until Nov. 30, will be applied.
In the following years the March 15 to May 15 treatment will be
followed.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period.

private 1.3 public 6.3
private 15 public 20
none

private 4.0 public 10.0
private 200 public 620
41

none



4028 Neale Butte
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documentation:
Riparian management in 1999:

Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:

Appendices

Segment 7 River Miles 20.9-27.7
C

119

private 6.0 public 4.0
private 0 public 0
private 1,810 public 712
season long

95-016

Spring grazing on 2.4 miles of public and 1.4 miles of private river
bank and season long grazing on 1.6 miles of public and 4.6 miles of
private river bank.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
June 1 period. Develop allotment management plan.

private 3.2 public 1.2
private 19 public 7
none

private 3.7 public 1.7
private 592 public 160
16

none
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4029 North Fork

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing; miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7
M

316

private
private
private
Season long
None

River Miles 30.1-40.3

11.3
0

public
public

9.1
0

5,505 public 1,894

April 1 to May 31.
Photo point at river mile 35, established in 1995, and reread in 1996,
1997, and 1998. Pasture was grazed season long, is how grazed
during the spring. Photos show an increase in herbaceous vegetation.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private
none
private
private
72
none

11.3
68

11.8
896

public
public

public
public

9.1
55

9.6
720



6532 Doherty
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

Segment 7
C

196

private
private
private
Season long
none

Appendices

River Miles 49.5-55.2

7.9 public
280 public
4120 public

same as above.

none
none.

3.5
200
2015

adjust the lease to confine authorized use within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to river riparian zones.
Dates of actual use will be determined by herd size and available
forage, but will normally be for less than 90 days within the November
1 to June 1 period.

private
private
None
private
private
20
none

7.9 public
48 public
7.9 public
280 public

3.5
18

3.5
200
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

6549 Healy
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

228

Segment 7  River Miles 40.5-48.0
C

107

private 6.5 public .5
private 820 public 140
private 4,000 public 1,007
Season long

none

same as above.

none

none.

adjust the lease to confine authorized use within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to river riparian zones.
Dates of actual use will be determined by herd size and available
forage, but will normally be for less than 90 days within the November
1 to June 1 period.

private 6.5 public 0.5
private 36 public 6
None

private 7.0 public 1.0
private 820 public 140
14

None



4189 Morris
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 7 River Miles 40.0-43.7
C

5

private 3.7 public 0.0
private 440 public 20
private 1,160 public 40
Season long

none

same as above.

none

None .

adjust the lease to confine authorized use within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to river riparian zones.
Dates of actual use will be determined by herd size and available
forage, but will normally be for less than 90 days within the November
1 to June 1 period.

private 3.7 public 0.0
private 24 public 0
None

private 4.3 public 0.3
private 440 public 20
2

None
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4125 Umatilla

Location:

Category:

AUMS Within Lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA Documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7
C

113

private
private
private
Season long
None

River Miles 45.0 to 50.1

4.1 public 1.0
0 public 0
2,020 public 679

same as above.
No established studies.
No established studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period.

private
private
none
private
private
16
none

4.1 public
50 public
4.6 public
656 public

1.0
12

15
160



4042 Johnny Cake Mtn.

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:

Segment 7
C

30

private
private
private
Spring
none

Appendices

River Miles 27.7-30.2

1.5 public
0 public
1,040 public

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

1.0
0
280

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period.

private
private
none
private
private
16
none

1.5 public
18 public
2.0 public
240 public

1.0
12

15
160
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4083 19-20
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No grazing; miles of fence:

Acres excluded

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7

I

26

private
private
private
Season long
None
Spring

River Miles 19.8-20.9

0.8 public
0 public
688 public

0.6
0
160

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period.

private
private
none
private
private
10
none

0.8 public
10 public
1.3 public
128 public

0.6
7

11
96



4139 Bone Yard
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 7
C

148
private
private
private

none

Appendices

River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
lies within 1/4 mile of river.

0.0
0

same as above
No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1995. Authorized grazing is 9/30 - 11/30, monitoring shows a
decrease in Festuca idahoensis.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0
19,300 public 1400
no miles of river bank in allotment

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)
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4122 Big Bend
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

234

Segment 7  River Miles 24.7 - 25.7
C

25

private 0.2 public 0.8
private 0 public 0
private 360 public 280
season long

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



4089 East Monument
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 7
C

52

private
private
private

none

Appendices

River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0
0

620
no river bank within allotment

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0
public 360

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)
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4027 Top Road
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

236

Segment 7  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

9

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private - public 50

no river bank on allotment

none

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public



4015 Mud Springs
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 7  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

30

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private - public 240

no river bank

none

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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4169 Sheepshed Canyon
Location: Segment7 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

Category: C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
AUMS within lease: 13
Miles of river bank private 0.0 public 0.0
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 4800 public 80

Riparian management in 1988 no river bank
NEPA documents none
Riparian management in 1999 same as above.
Riparian monitoring No established monitoring studies.
Upland monitoring No established monitoring studies.

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: same as existing

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public
other actions
No Grazing: miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public

public land AUMS canceled
Other actions
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4135 Gibson Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment9 River Miles 15.0 - 15.2
C

20

private 0.0 public 0.2
private 0 public 0
private 1480 public 120
season long

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period. Pursue opportunities to exchange lands adjacent to
river for other lands within the WSR.

private 0.0 public 0.2
private 0 public 5
private 0.0 public 1.2
private 0 public 40
6
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4046 Three Mile
Location:
Category:
AUMS within the lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within the allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

miles of fence:
acres excluded:
other actions:
No Grazing: miles of fence:
acres excluded

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

No Riparian Grazing,

240

Segment9 River Mile 4.9 - 7.0
C

8

private 3.4 public 0.8
private 0 public 0
private 2,174 public 80

season long
None

Same as above

No established riparian monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1989. Study shows an increase
in the number of and vigor of Agropyron spicatum plants

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to April 1 to May
31 period. Pursue opportunities to develop an allotment management
plan or to exchange lands adjacent to river for other lands within the
WSR.

private 0 public 0.8
private 0 public 40
cancellation of 3 AUMs

private 0 public 0.8
private 0 public 40
3

none



4014 Middle Fork
Location:
Category:
AUMS'’s Within Lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres Within WSR boundaries:
Acres Within allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing, miles of fence:
acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:

Other actions:

Appendices

Segment9 River Miles 33.0 - 36.0, 36.8 - 37.0
C

77

private 5.8 public 0.7

private 0 public 0

private 15,952 public 562

season long

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period. Pursue opportunities to develop an allotment
management plan or to exchange lands adjacent to river for other
lands within the WSR.

private 0 public 0.5
private 0 public 100
cancellation of 10 AUMS

private 0 public 0.5
private 0 public 100
10

none
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4038 Dayville
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

242

Segment 10 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C

141
private
private
private

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
0 public 0
2960 public 1640

No river bank in allotment.

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public

n/a public n/a (same as existing)
public



4020 Murderers Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Appendices

Segment 10 River Miles 6.3 -12.2 and 24.5 - 25.2

M

860

private 0.0 public 5.2 state 8.0
private 479 public 1998 state 390
private 2250 public 16,004 state 15,989

exclusion of 5.4 river bank miles and spring grazing on 7.8 miles
89-054, 93-100, 94-083, 96-075

exclusion of 5.4 river bank miles and rotation (spring and non-use) on
7.8 miles.

Photopoint at river mile 6.4, in the Munjar pasture, established in 1979
and remeasured in 1990. Grazing was excluded, recreation impacts
are noted, banks have stabilized, cottonwood trees have disappeared,
shrub and herbaceous layers have widened.

Photopoint at river mile 7.5, in the Munjar pasture, established in 1980
and remeasured in 1990. Grazing was excluded, some erosion and
downcutting has occurred, but willows have expanded, herbs, alders
and cottonwoods were becoming established.

Photopoint at river mile 9.1, in the River pasture, established in 1979
and remeasured in 1990. Grazing was rest - spring rotation, banks
are healing,, willows have expanded, cottonwood and alder have
established.

Photopoint at river mile 9.8, in River pasture, established in 1979 and
remeasured in 1990. Grazing was rest - spring rotation, banks have
stabilized and vegetated. Willow, alder and cottonwood recruitment
was noted.

Photopoint at river mile 10.1, in River pasture, established in 1980 and
remeasured in 1990. Grazing was rest - spring rotation, banks have
healed, woody vegetation was described as sparse though pictures
show vigorous herbaceous and woody species.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) in Munjar pasture was established in
1976 and remeasured in 1988 and 1990. See riparian management
above, Chrysothamnus sp. has decreased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Munjar pasture was established in 1992
and remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Agropyron spicatum has
increased.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) in River pasture was established in 1976
and remeasured in 1988, 1990, and 1998. See riparian management
above, no change is obvious.

Trend plot (line intercept) in River pasture was established in 1990 and
remeasured in 1998. Chrysothamnus sp. has decreased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in River pasture was established in 1993 and
remeasured in 1998. Gutierrezia sarothrae has decreased in vigor
and Agropyron spicatum has increased.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in River pasture was established in 1993
and remeasured in 1998. Agropyron spicatum and Festuca
idahoensis have increased in vigor and Chrysothamnus sp. has
decreased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1976 and remeasured in 1988, 1989, 1994 and 1998. Grazing every
June changed in 1992 to a rest rotation, an increase in Agropyron
spicatum and Sitanion hystrix has occurred. An extirpation of Purshia
tridentata occurred in the early 1980s due to an infestation of
grasshoppers.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1976 and remeasured in 1988, 1990 and 1998. Sitanion hystrix has
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Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

increased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1990 and remeasured in 1998. Sitanion hystrix has increased.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1992 and remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Agropyron spicatum has
increased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Jackass pasture was established in 1988
and remeasured in 1989 and 1994. See riparian management above,
Gutierrezia sarothrae increased and Agropyron spicatum decreased.
Trend plot (line intercept) in Cougar Gulch pasture was established in
1988 and remeasured in 1989 and 1990. See management for Cow
Gulch pasture, Festuca idahoensis increased.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Cougar Gulch pasture was established in
1988 and remeasured in 1990. No change was obvious.

same as existing

private 0.0 public 3.8 state 4.0
private 0.0 public 35.0 state 36
private 0.4 public 5.4 state 1.7
private 188 public 3057 state 828
private 8 public 146 state 36
none

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4186 Big Flats
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 10 River Miles 34.4-36.1
I

71

private 1.2 public 2.0
private public
private 720 public 900

season long on 1.6 miles of public riverbank and spring grazing on 0.4
miles of public and 2.0 miles of private riverbank.

None

Exclusion on 1.6 miles of public riverbank, the pasture with 0.4 miles
of public riverbank facilitates livestock movement between Big Baldy
and the rest of the Big Flats allotments and is grazed June 1 to June
15,

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft.) photoplot established in 1988 and reread in
1993 and 1998 Livestock graze the pasture during the spring.
Monitoring shows an increase in forbs with no increase in Agropyron
Sspicatum..

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) photoplot established in 1988 and reread in
1998. Livestock graze the pasture during the spring. Monitoring
shows an increase in ground cover and no increase in Festuca
idahoensis.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of June 1 to
June 15 on pastures with access to riverbank.

private 1.2 public 0.4
private 24 public 4
None

private 3.0 public 4.0
private 260 public 310
31

None

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4119 Black Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

246

Segment 10 River Miles

C

188

private 2.4 public
private 370 public
private 2,880 public
No riverbank on public land.
None

Exclusion.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a
private

None

private 3.0
private 80

1

None

public
public

public
public

12.3-135

0.0
20
944

n/a

0.8
10

(same as existing)



4124 Smokey Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 10 River Miles 2.9 -3.9,5.2-5.8
I

307

private 3.0 public 0.2
private public

private 2,160 public 2,213

Topography and fencing on the adjacent private lands limits the
grazing on the 0.2 miles of riverbank. Grazing has been spring
grazing if the livestock drift into the area.

None

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1969 and reread in 1970, 1971, 1972, 1977, 1989, and 1995.
Pasture has been rested for the last two years. Monitoring shows an
increase in ground cover and Agropyron cristatum.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1989 and reread in 1995. Pasture has been rested for two years.
Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of Agropyron
cristatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1969 and reread in 1970, 1971, 1972, 1977, 1989, and in
1995. Pasture has been rested for the past two years. Monitoring
shows no increase in perennial herbaceous vegetation

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1989. Study has not been reread.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1969 and reread in 1970, 1971, 1972, 1977, 1989, and
1995. Pasture has been rested for the last two years. Monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1995. Pasture has been rested for two
years. Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of Agropyron
spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1972 and reread in 1989 and 1995. Pasture has been rested for two
years. Monitoring shows the ground cover and Agropyron cristatum.
Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1989 and reread in 1995. Pasture has been rested for two years.
Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of Agropyron cristatum
and Sitanion hystrix.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 15
to May 31 period.

private 3.0 public 0.2
private 36 public 3
None

private 3.0 public 0.2
private 480 public 32
2

None

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4052 Big Baldy
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

248

Segment 10 River Miles 26.0-34.5
I

600

private 9.6 public 7.4
private 960 public 3411
private 3,090 public 11,132
Season-long

88-011, 89-027, 92-032

There are two pastures within the allotment boundary. One pasture is
rested and one pasture is grazed from April 15 until May 31. The next
year the rotation is reversed.

Photo point was established in the North Pasture in 1995 and reread
in 1996, 1997, and 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1995,
1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed the
pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31 Monitoring shows
the herbaceous vegetation has been maintained and maintenance of
the willow canopy.

Photo point was established in the North Pasture at river mile 29.5 in
the North Pasture in 1995 and reread in 1996, 1997, and 1998.
Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1995, 1997, and will not graze
the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1996 and 1998
from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring shows maintenance of the
herbaceous ground cover and the shrub canopy.

Photoplot established in 1995 in the South Pasture at river mile 33.8
and reread in 1996, 1997, 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture
in 1996 and 1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1995, 1997, and
will graze the pasture in 1999 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
shows maintenance of the herbaceous ground cover and the shrub
canopy.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in the North Pasture in 1988
and reread in 1993 and 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture in
1995, 1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed
the pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
showed an increase in Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in the South Pasture in 1993.
Trend plot has not been remeasured.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in the South Pasture in 1989
and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1996 and
1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1995, 1997, and will graze the
pasture in 1999 from April 15 until May 31 Monitoring shows an
increase in Lupinus sp. and herbaceous ground cover

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the South Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1996
and 1998. Monitoring shows a decrease in the frequency of
Agropyron spicatum and Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the North Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1995,
1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed the
pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
showed an increase in herbaceous ground cover and Agropyron
spicatum.

Line intercept(frequency) study was established in the North Pasture
in 1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in
1995, 1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed
the pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
showed an increase in the frequency of Agropyron spicatum.



Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the South Pasture in

1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1996
and 1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1995, 1997, and will graze
the pasture in 1999 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring showed an
increase in forbs.

same as existing

private
private
None
private
private
278
None

8.8
53

2.0
470

public
public

public
public

7.2
44

9.0
2780

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4103 Rockpile
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

250

Segment 10 River Miles 15.2-26.0
I

928

private 9.8 public 11.8
private 1067 public 2470
private 4199 public 5618
Season long

88-011, 90-069, 91-004, 92-050, 97-040

Spring grazing (April 15-May 31) or rest on 8.8 miles of public and 7.8
miles of private riverbank, season long on 2.0 miles of private
riverbank and 8 days during the summer on 3.0 miles of public river
bank.

Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 17.5 and retaken in 1997
and 1998 in the North Corridor pasture. Livestock will not graze
pasture in 1999. Photos show a dramatic increase in the bank
stability, creation of islands in the middle of the South Fork John Day
River, herbaceous ground cover on the banks, and the shrub canopy
Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 23.1 and retaken in 1997
in the River pasture. Livestock have grazed this pasture for four days
during the summer. Photos show that the old river channel has been
filled in by herbaceous vegetation.

Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 25 and retaken in 1997.
Pasture will be grazed during the spring in 1999. Photos show the
bank stabilizing and herbaceous ground cover on the banks

Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 24.9 and retaken in 1997.
Livestock will graze the pasture during the spring. Photos show that
the banks were revegetated with herbaceous vegetation and the
banks stabilized.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Frazier Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994 and 1998. Livestock grazed the
pasture in late fall in 1998 and will graze the pasture in the late fall in
1999. Monitoring shows an increase in Agropyron spicatum and Poa
secunda.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Frazier Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994 and 1998. Livestock grazed the
pasture in late fall in 1998 and will in 1999. Monitoring shows an
increase of Agropyron spicatum and Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Martin Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock have grazed the
pasture in the late fall for the last two years. Monitoring shows no
increase or decrease in Agropyron spicatum.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Martin Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994. Monitoring shows an increase in
the frequency of Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 Ft. photoplot) established in the River Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock graze the pasture for 8 days
during the summer. Monitoring showed a static trend in vegetation.
Line intercept(frequencyO study established in the River Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock graze the pasture for 8 days
during the summer. Monitoring shows a decrease in the frequency of
Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot).established in the Martin Creek
Pasture in 1994 and reread in 1998. Livestock have grazed the
pasture during the fall for the last two years. Monitoring shows an
increase in the ground cover and Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot). established in the Frazier Creek



Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

pasture in 1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock have grazed the
pasture during the fall for the last two years. Monitoring shows an
increase in ground cover and decrease in forbs.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Doghouse Pasture
in 1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in the
spring in 1998 and in 1999 the pasture will be rested. Monitoring
shows very little change in ground cover or vegetation.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Flats Pasture in
1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock graze the pasture during the
spring. Monitoring shows a decrease in Agropyron spicatum and an
increase in Bromus tectorum.

Line intercept(frequency)study established in the Flats Pasture in
1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock graze the pasture during the
spring. Monitoring shows an increase in Poa secunda, an increase in
Sitanion hystrix, a decrease in Agropyron spicatum, and an increase
in Festuca idahoensis.

same as existing

private 9.8 public 11.8
private 60 public 143
None

private 3.0 public 14.0
private 840 public 2780
278

none

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4104 South Fork

Location:

Category:

AUMS Within Lease:

Miles of River bank:

Acres Within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian Management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

Segment 11 River Miles 48.8 - 52.8

C

215

private 7.9 public 0.1

private 592 public 80

private 5,640 public 1,075
season long

none

winter

No established riparian studies.
No established upland studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the November 15 to April 15 period.

private 7.9 public 0.1
private 96 public 1
private 6.0 public 0.8
private 600 public 80
8

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

252



4044 Soda Creek

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA Documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

acres excluded:

public land AUMS'’s canceled:

other actions:

Appendices

Segment 11 River Miles 42.8 - 45.0
I

309

private
private
private
season long
90-008
exclusion
Photo point established in 1995 on Dry Soda Creek, and reread in
1996, 1997, and 1998. Photos show an increase in herbaceous
ground cover. Beginning in 1992 the pasture has been grazed early
spring or late summer(after mid-August) each year.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) was established in 1989, and reread in 1995 in
the Wildcat Pasture. Beginning in 1995 the pasture has been grazed
in the spring, summer, or fall for four weeks. Photos show an increase
in the vigor of the Festuca idahoensis.

Line intercept(frequency) was established in 1989, and reread in 1995
in the Wildcat Pasture. Beginning in 1992 the pasture has been
grazed in the spring, summer, or fall for four weeks. Monitoring
shows an increase in the frequency of Festuca idahoensis and
Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft.) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995 in
the Poison Creek pasture. Pasture has been grazed during the spring
since 1992. The monitoring shows no change in Festuca idahoensis
and Agropyron spicatum.

Line intercept(frequency) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995
in the Poison Creek pasture. Beginning in 1992 the pasture has been
grazed the spring. Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of
Festuca idahoensis and Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3ft.) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995 in
the Snake Den pasture Since 1992 the pasture has been grazed at
various times for three weeks during the grazing season. Monitoring
shows a decrease in perennial plants.

Line intercept(frequency) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995
in the Snake Den Pasture. Since 1992 the pasture has been grazed
at various times for three weeks during the grazing season.
Monitoring shows a decrease in Elymus and an increase in Agropyron
spicatum.

4.4 public 0.0
451 public 0
2,080 public 2,023

same as existing

private: n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private: public:

none

private: n/a public: n/a (same as existing)
private: public:
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4155 Blackhorse Draw
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

Public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 11 River Miles 47.0 -47.8
I

159

private
private
private
season long
89-022
summer
Riparian photoplot established in the Utley Creek pasture in 1990 and
reread every year since 1990. Livestock graze the pasture during the
spring. Monitoring shows an increase in Salix and herbaceous
vegetation.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1989 and reread in 1993 and in
1995. Livestock graze the pasture during the spring. Monitoring
shows an increase in Poa and a decrease in Stipa comata.

15 public 0.0
93 public 55
3,480 public 760

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 15
to May 15 period.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

private 1.4 public 1.0

private 40.0 public 60.0

8



4067 Sheep Creek Butte
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 11 River Miles 40.2 - 42.8, 45.0 - 47.0, 47.8 - 48.8
C

957

private 10.6  public 0.6
private 814 public 310
private 16,360 public 4733
Summer

93-028

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.)established in 1989 near Don’s Butte and
reread in 1995. Livestock have grazed the pasture in the spring or late
fall. Monitoring shows an increase in Festuca idahoensis and Sitanion
hystrix and a decrease in Agropyron spicatum.

Line intercept (frequency) study established in 1989 and reread in
1995 near Don’s Butte. Livestock have grazed the pasture in the
spring or late fall. Monitoring shows an increase in Festuca
idahoensis and Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1989 near Flat's Creek and
reread in 1995. Livestock have grazed the pasture during late fall.
Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa comata and Sitanion hystrix.
Line intercept (frequency) study established in 1989 and reread in
1995 near Flat Creek. Livestock have grazed the pasture in the spring
or late fall. Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa comata and
Sitanion hystrix.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 15
to May 31 period.

private 4.8 public 0.3
private 58 public 3
private 6.2 public 3.0
private 480 public 280
28

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4106 lzee
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 11 River Miles 39.2 - 40.2
C

240
private
private
private
exclusion
None
same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

1.7 public 0.3
131 public 197
1,320 public 1,200

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public

none

private 1.0 public 1.0

private 190 public 197

20

None

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4186 Big Flats
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 11 River Miles 36.1 - 39.2

I

129
private
private
private
Late fall
None

54
201

public
public

0.8
148

5,443 public 1,648

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
September 15 to November 30 on pastures with access to riverbank.

private
private

private
private
14

2.8
34

4.0
180

public
public

public
public

0.8
10

2.0
140

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4154 Morgan Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

258

Segment 11 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C

370
private
private
private

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
140 public 0
2360 public 1847

no river bank on allotment

none

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a public
public

n/a (same as existing)



Appendices

Appendix M Riparian Photographs
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 1  July 1999. The confluence of Ferry Canyon and the John Day River at RM 53.7. The river is just beyond
the far willow clump. Voluntary non-use from summer grazing has allowed development of woody and
herbaceous riparian vegetation. Ferry Canyon Watershed Council promoted good management practices
and upland restoration projects.

Photo 2 August 1980. Ferry Canyon and John Day confluence at RM 53.7. The river is seen in the upper half of
the picture below the two prominent junipers and the cutbank. Much of the desirable riparian vegetation
260 is absent due to summer grazing.




Appendices

Photo 3 July 1999. Looking up Ferry Canyon from near the confluence with the John Day. Showing riparian
improvement due to elimination of summer grazing.

Photo 4  August 1980. Looking up Ferry Canon from near the confluence with the John Day River. Much of the
desirable riparian vegetation is absent due to summer grazing.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
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Photo 5  June 1996. The John Day River at RM 61.3. Showing the results of voluntary nonuse for six years.

Photo 6  June 1990. The John Day River at RM 61.3. Grazing usually extended from late spring into summer.
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Appendices

Photo 7 June 1996. The John Day River at RM 68.8. Low potential site showing no change since the 1991 photo.
Continued livestock exclusion.

Photo 8 June 1991. The John Day River at RM 68.8. Low potential site showing little change after livestock
exclusion since the 1950’s.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 9  July 1994. The John Day River at RM 100.4, showing increasing willow cover since 1990, (refer to
Photo 22). Continued spring livestock use.

Flot '|' HE L =31 B

Photo 10 June 1990. The John Day River at RM 100.4, showing the results of riparian oriented grazing management
started in 1988. Livestock graze during the spring period.
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Appendices

Photo 11  May 9, 1995. The John day River flowing at 10,300 cubic feet per second (cfs) at the confluence with
Sorefoot Creek, RM 106.3. Showing extensive inundation of the lower banks and the riparian areas.
Livestock are unable to access the riparian areas at higher flows during the spring.
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Photo 12 September 9, 1995. The John Day River flowing at 162 cfs at the confluence with Sorefoot Creek, RM 106.3.
Showing full exposure of the riparian areas. Livestock could access the entire river and easily cross.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 13 May 10, 1995. The John Day River flowing at 10,300 cfs at the confluence with Hay Creek, RM 29.7.
Showing extensive inundation of the lower banks and the riparian areas. Livestock are unable to access
the riparian areas at higher flows.

Photo 14  September 14, 1995. The John Day River flowing at 162 cfs at the confluence with Hay Creek, RM 29.7.
Showing full exposure of the riparian areas. Livestock could access the entire river and easily cross.
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Photo 15

Photo 16

Appendices

September 1996. Bridge Creek is a tributary to the John Day River at RM 135.3. Showing the results of
short duration spring grazing practices for nine years.
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September 1987. Bridge Greek is a tributary to the John Day River at RM 135.3. Showing the results
of repeated, season long grazing use.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 17 1997. The South Fork of the John Day River near Black Pine Creek. Improvement in the sedge/rush
community resulting from riparian oriented grazing management. Grazing occurs for three weeks during
the spring with complete rest every third year.

Photo 18 1979. The South Fork of the John Day River near Black Pine Creek. The results of season long grazing.

268



Appendices

Photo 19  1999. The South Fork of the John Day River near Cougar Gulch. The riparian zone has improved by
providing alternative livestock watering sources away from the creek and a riparian oriented grazing
system which allows one month of use during the spring, or late summer, and complete rest every third
year.

Photo 20  1979. The South Fork of the John Day River near Cougar Gulch. Showing the results of season long
grazing.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
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Photo 21 July 1990. South Fork of the John Day River. A riparian oriented grazing system using spring grazing
greatly increased the woody and herbaceous riparian vegetation.

Photo 22 June 1976. South Fork of the John Day River. The results of repeated summer long livestock grazing.
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Appendices

Photo 23  June 1998. Reverie Terrace upland vegetation study along the John Day River at RM 76.6. Showing an
increase in size and number of sand dropseed grass plants. Livestock grazing was changed to spring use
in 1991.
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Photo 24 May 1987. Reverie Terrace upland vegetation study along the John Day River at RM 76.6. The grass in
the study plot is sand dropseed. Livestock grazing occurred during the spring and summer.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Ecological Site: A particular or unique kind of land with specific physical characteristics that differs from other
kinds of land in its ability to produce a distinctive kind and amount of vegetation.

Ecological site (potential vegetation) = f [soil, parent material, relief, climate, biota(animals), time (time for the
biotic community to approximate a dynamic equilibrium with soil and climate conditions)]

Along the John Day River there are several ecological sites that have distinct potential plant communities. Some
of these sites have potential for riparian plant communities and others do not. On the John Day River system,
seven riparian ecological sites have been described which support distinct potential plant communities. The
sites vary greatly in their ability to support riparian vegetation.

1.0 Basalt Cliff /Ledge - This site consists of Basalt cliffs and ledges. It is generally devoid of
soil. Occasionally very sparse vegetation will exist in fractures and crevices.

2.0 Colluvium - This site consists of rubble deposited by colluvial means. Fluvial forces have little to do with this
landform. Boulders that have rolled into the stream are present adjacent to the site and are evident at low flow
levels. Vegetation varies depending on how much fine soil material has accumulated and distance from average
water flows. Hackberry is the dominant woody vegetation with mock orange present in wetter sites. Willows are
generally absent at very few sites. Bunchgrass is typically not present below the mean high water mark. Reed
Canary grass is common. Some emergent species tend to follow the water level as flows recede in the growing
season.

3.0 Cobble/Gravel Bar - This site consists of gravel and cobble bars, including mid-channeland point bars. Bar
material is highly mobile. Vegetation, when present, is typically emergent and tends to follow the waters edge as
it recedes during the growing season. As a result of substrate mobility and the associated shearing action,
woody species are seldom found. Some mid channel bars have willow communities that are becoming
established. These bars are in locations relative to channel shape that allow energy and shearing actions to stay
in a defined pattern and allow for woody species to become better established.

5.0 Terrace Edge - The formation of this site is the result of lateral stream migration into an older terrace
landform. The older terrace is a remnant of the holocene period prior to the John Day adjusting to its current
elevation. The top or flat part of the terrace contains upland species. This site is variable due to slope of the
terrace edge, either vertical or sloping or slumping, and due to parent material of the terrace, either fine textured
or coarse or a mixture of both. The substrate material composition is a factor in erosion rate (active cutbank,
stable vertical bank, slumping recovering bank) which is a function of spatial location with respect to channel
migration. Vegetation varies due mainly to soil texture and flow level fluctuations. Herbaceous and emergent
vegetation follows water levels as it recedes during the growing season. Woody species are seldom found.

5.1 Non-Riparian Terrace Edge - This site consists of shallow soil terrace underlain by coarse fluvial substrate,
typically gravel or cobble. This site is a specific subunit of the previously described terrace edge site. At low flow
levels this site typically grades into gravel bars. Vegetation is limited by the lack of fine soil material and by low
water holding capacity especially when water levels recede. As a result of substrate mobility and the associated
shearing action, woody species are seldom found.

6.0 Alluvial Fan - This site forms a confluence with tributaries and canyon features. It is highly variable and
groundwater relations are a key component. Coarse materials are deposited from the tributary into the main
channel. Some of the coarse material is sheared from the front edge and deposited immediately downstream.
Fine materials are deposited from the main channel both upstream and downstream of the coarse fan. The
areas of fine soils material are subirrigated by the tributary creating a more stable water regime for plant
communities. Vegetation is diverse with both herbaceous and woody vegetation present .

7.0 Hillslope - This site consists of shallow stony colluvium. What little fine soil that is included is loamy in
texture. Fluvial forces have little to do with this landforrn and this site is very stable. Boulders that have rolled
into the stream are present adjacent to the site and are evident at low flow levels. Vegetation varies depending
on how much fine soil material has accumulated and elevation from average water flows. Hackberry is the
dominant woody vegetation with mock orange present in wetter sites. Willows have only been found at very few
sites. Bunchgrass is typically not present below the mean high water mark. Reed Canary grass occurs on some
areas. Some emergent species tend to follow the water level as flows recede in the growing season.
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Appendix N The Wilderness Review Process

The BLM is required by law to conduct a wilderness review of it's lands and recommend to Congress which lands
are or are not suited for wilderness designation. The review process consists of the following three steps:

1. Wilderness Inventory Public lands are inventoried to determine whether or not they possess the wilderness
characteristics described in federal law. Lands found to have these characteristics are designated Wilderness
Study Areas (WSASs). They are managed to preserve those wilderness characteristics until the next step occurs.

2. Wilderness Study WSAs are studied to determine if they are best suited for wilderness designation or for
some other non-wilderness use. This results in BLM recommending to Congress that they designate the WSA or
drop it from further consideration.

3. Wilderness Reporting The BLM presents the results of the wilderness study to the President who presents
the final recommendation to Congress. The designation of federal land as wilderness can only be done by
Congress.

Additions to BLM Wilderness Study Area Lands Within the John Day Basin:

Sutton Mountain and Pat’'s Cabin WSAs - Details concerning the Wilderness inventory for these WSAs can be
found in the Final Sutton Mountain Coordinated Resource Management Plan(CRMP), dated March 1995, and
the Decision Record for the Sutton Mountain CRMP, dated March 1996.

North Pole Ridge WSA - Details concerning the Wilderness inventory and study completed for the original North
Pole Ridge WSA are included in the BLM Wilderness Study Report, Volume 1, pgs. 631-640, dated October
1991.

Details concerning additions to the North Pole Ridge WSA follow:

Unit Number: North Pole Ridge 1, addition to North Pole Ridge WSA
Unit Name: OR-5-8

Description
Size: This unit contains 520 acres adjacent to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Location: Along the John Day Wild and Scenic River about 15 miles northwest of Fossil, Oregon and 15
miles southwest of Condon, Oregon.

Boundaries: The unit is bounded to the south and west by the existing North Pole Ridge WSA and to the
north by a utility corridor in Pine Hollow which contains a buried natural gas pipeline. To the southeast the
unit is bounded by a small parcel of private land and a dirt road that traverses the east side of the river,
then ascends the southwest side of Smith Canyon to the plateau above. To the northeast the unit is
bounded by the John Day River.

Physical Characteristics: Within the unit, the John Day River has cut a 1,500 foot-deep canyon through the
Columbia River Basalt Formation leaving escarpments along the canyon that are interspersed with volcanic
talus and steep bunchgrass covered slopes. The unit includes portions of the John Day River Canyon, and
two small tributary canyons, Zig Zag and an unnamed canyon. Elevations range from approximately 1,000
feet above sea level (ASL) at river level, to 2,000 feet ASL on the knobs and rocky ridges between side
canyons.

The topography of the lands bordering the John Day River range from low river terraces of silt, sand and
cobbles, to rounded grassy hills. At RM 86-87, near the center of the unit, a large bend in the river has
created a river terrace about 75 acres in size. Approximately 15 acres of the river terrace are outside the
unit boundary and are privately owned.
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Away from the river, steep canyon walls of volcanic rock and talus rise towards the canyon rim, located from
one to four miles away. The vegetation includes flats of juniper, sagebrush and snakeweed, to slopes of
bunchgrass. Dalmation toadflax, a noxious weed, has invaded a portion of the large river terrace in the
southern portion of section 9. Noxious weeds have invaded other portions of the unit to varying degrees,
particularly river benches that are regularly washed with flood waters containing weed seeds.

Wilderness Criteria

Size: The unit satisfies the size criteria as it is contiguous with the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Naturalness: The unit appears to have been primarily effected by the forces of nature. The few unnatural
features that exist, include a .4 mile way that parallels the east bank of the John Day River from Thirtymile-
Smith Canyon road to the Northpole Ridge WSA boundary with a .4 mile fence paralleling the way on the
east side. There is also an abandoned agricultural field of approximately 5 acres on a flat between the John
Day River and Thirtymile-Smith Canyon Road. The field is in the process of reverting to natural vegetation.
Overall the imprint of peoples work within the unit is substantially unnoticeable.

Solitude: The opportunity for solitude is outstanding throughout much of the unit. The basalt slopes of the
1,500 foot deep John Day River Canyon engulf the visitor and in many places give one the feeling of being
completely alone. Near the center of the unit, the incised river canyon makes a major gooseneck turn,
greatly reducing visibility around this bend, either upstream or downstream of the visitor’s location. In the
northern portion of the unit the opportunity for solitude is lessened by low rolling hills which increase
visibility in the area between the canyon wall and the river. Despite a lesser degree of solitude in the
northern portion, the unit as a whole contains many secluded spots, either along the river, up side canyons,
or over their connecting ridges.

Recreation: The unit contains many outstanding opportunities for unconfined recreation including float
boating, fishing, camping, hiking, hunting, wildlife viewing, bird watching, photography and viewing
geological, and archeological features.

Supplemental values: Supplemental values found in this unit include 2.5 miles of the John Day River which
provides critical habitat for steelhead, trout and chinook salmon, outstanding scenic quality, a natural
bluebunch wheatgrass plant community, three Federal candidate plant species, protected wildlife including
bald eagles and California bighorn sheep, the Columbia River Basalt formation and archeological sites.

Decision: The results of a wilderness inventory analysis concluded that this unit has wilderness character, worthy
of further wilderness review, and on February 13, 1998, it was approved by the Prineville District BLM for
addition to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Rationale: This unit appears to be affected primarily by the forces of nature, and offers outstanding opportunities
for solitude and primitive and unconfined forms of recreation. The unnatural features present are not dominant in
the landscape.

Unit Number: North Pole Ridge 2, addition to North Pole Ridge WSA
Unit Name: OR-5-8

Description
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Size: This unit contains 760 acres adjacent to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Location: About one mile east of the John Day Wild and Scenic River, about 15 miles northwest of Fossil,
Oregon and 15 miles southwest of Condon, Oregon.

Boundaries: The unit is bounded to the south and east by private land and to the west by the existing North
Pole Ridge WSA. To the north, the unit is bounded by the thirtymile-Smith Canyon Road.

Physical Characteristics: the topography of the lands consists of several volcanic canyons that are deeply
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incised in the Columbia River Basalt Formation. Elevations range from approximately 1,400 feet ASL at the
bottom of Pete Enyart Canyon, to 2,600 feet ASL on the knobs and ridges between side canyons.

The vegetation is sparse in these rugged, rocky canyons, consisting primarily of sagebrush and
bunchgrass. Springs and seeps are visible in the canyon walls, offering small riparian zones and patches of
lush greenery. The bottom of the side canyons is rocky and sparsely vegetated due to the lack of regular
runoff and occasional flash flood events.

Wilderness Criteria
Size: The unit satisfies the size criteria as it is contiguous with the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Naturalness: All portions of the unit appear to be in a natural condition and primarily affected by the forces
of nature, protected from much of man’s influence, primarily due to it's remote location. The extremely
rugged topography of the lands within this unit have made human development difficult and undesirable.
There are no known significant human impacts inside the boundaries of the unit.

Solitude: Outstanding opportunities for solitude exist in the entire unit, due in part to the topography of the
area. The isolated canyons in this unit are so deeply incised that if two parties of hikers were exploring
adjacent side canyons, they would not be aware of the other parties’ presence. By hiking from the John Day
River up one of these side canyons, one could find total solitude away from the sights, sounds and
evidence of other people in the unit.

Recreation: The unit contains many outstanding opportunities for hiking, backpacking, hunting, wildlife
viewing, bird watching, sightseeing, photography and viewing geological, and archeological features.

Supplemental values: Supplemental values found in this unit include the outstanding scenic qualities of the
incised canyons bordering the John Day River, seeps and springs that provide a lush vegetation in contrast
with the otherwise dry landscape, a natural bluebunch wheatgrass plant community, three Federal
candidate plant species, protected wildlife including bald eagles and California bighorn sheep, the
Columbia River Basalt formation and prehistoric sites.

Decision: The results of a wilderness inventory analysis concluded that this unit has wilderness character, worthy
of further wilderness review, and on February 13, 1998, it was approved by the Prineville District BLM for
addition to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Rationale: This unit appears to be affected primarily by the forces of nature, and offers outstanding opportunities

for solitude, and primitive and unconfined forms of recreation without the presence of unnatural features
introduced my modern man.
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Appendix O Visual Resource Management
Classifications

The following are Visual Resource Management Classifications used by BLM.

Class | - The objective of this class is to preserve the existing character of the landscape. Natural ecological
changes and very limited management activities are allowed. Any change created within the characteristic
landscape must not attract attention.

Class Il - The objective of this class is to retain the existing character of the landscape. Changes in any of the
basic elements caused by a management activity should not be evident in the characteristic landscape. The
level of change should be low and must repeat the basic elements of form, line, color, and texture found in the
predominant natural features existing within the landscape. Changes are seen, but do not attract the attention of
the casual observer.

Class Il - The objective of this class is to partially retain the existing character of the landscape. Changes to the
basic elements caused by a management activity are evident, but should remain subordinate to the existing
landscape and should not dominate the view of the casual observer. Changes should be moderate and repeat
the basic elements found in the predominant natural features of the landscape.

Class IV - The objective of this class is to provide for management activities which require major modification of
the existing character of the landscape. Changes may attract attention. Activities may be dominant features of
the landscape but every attempt should be made to minimize the impact of activities through careful location,
minimal disturbance, and repeating the basic elements of the natural features of the landscape.

Class V - The objective of this class is to provide for areas where activities have disturbed the natural landscape
to a point where rehabilitation is needed to bring it up to one of the four other classifications. The level of
rehabilitation will be determined by the minimal standards of the desired management class for the area.

Taken from BLM Manual 8400, Visual Resource Management, dated April 5, 1984.
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Appendix P - Grazing Allotments Proposed to
Have Livestock Class Restrictions

The following is a list of 96 grazing allotments proposed to have livestock class restrictions (no sheep/goat
permits) to protect bighorn sheep. The 20 allotments with an asterisk (*) already have this livestock class
restriction.

Segment 1 Segment 2 Segment 3 Segments 5 & 10
Allotment Number Allotment Number Allotment Number Allotment Number
2500 2509* 2507 4020
2513 2514 2508 4038
2520 2518* 2512 4039
2540 2521* 2515 4052
2547 2522* 2516 4056
2555 2524 2531 4059
2560 2538* 2532 4073
2562 2541* 2533 4077
2594 2543 2535 4095
2595 2549 2536 4103
2597* 2553* 2537 4115
2598 2566 2544 4119
2604 2572* 2545 4124
2617 2574 2556 4164
2620 2581* 2561
2637 2584* 2564
2638 2587 2569
2648 2591* 2570

2593 2576
2597* 2577
2608* 2587
2611* 2588
2614 2590
2616 2592
2619* 2609
2623 2624
2629* 2630
2631* 2633
2636* 2641
2651* 2649

2656

2657

2659

2664
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