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Executive Summary

Introduction

In 1995, the Bureau of Land Management completed the Coos Bay Shorelands Final Management
Plan to guide the use of BLM lands on the North Spit of Coos Bay. Under that plan and

its associated Environmental Assessment (EA), the BLM established specific management
objectives to provide for public use and natural resource conservation. Since then, changes in
land ownership, environmental conditions and the passage of time necessitated a plan update.
The North Spit Plan (the Plan) was prepared to reflect the current situation. Any proposed
actions outside the scope of the previous Environmental Assessment will require a new EA. This
summary provides a brief outline of the Plan and describes management objectives and actions.
The Plan focuses exclusively on comprehensive management of the 1,864 acres of BLM land on
the North Spit (the Spit). The remainder of the Spit is managed by other federal agencies, state
agencies, and private interests.

Prepared by an interdisciplinary team of specialists, the North Spit Plan:

» describes the resources on the North Spit;

» addresses changes that have occurred since the 1995 Shorelands Plan was completed;
 clarifies management direction for BLM lands on the Spit;

* reports accomplishments; and

» describes ongoing management actions.

Overarching goals are to:

» provide a broad range of recreational opportunities on the Spit while managing for the
protection, maintenance, and rehabilitation of the area’s natural systems;

» protect and interpret the Spit’s biological, cultural and natural resources; and to

* involve and foster open communication among all interested parties during the development
and implementation of the North Spit Plan.

Background

The North Spit of Coos Bay is a large, isolated peninsula northwest of the communities of Coos
Bay, North Bend, and Charleston in Coos County, Oregon. The Spit supports a unique assemblage
of habitats in a relatively confined area including estuarine, fresh water wetlands, mudflats,

and forested uplands. The importance of this natural area is amplified by its proximity to one

of the largest urban areas on the Coast. Consequently, the Spit experiences considerably high
recreational use and pressure for industrial development.

In 1995, in recognition of the Spit’s high ecological and recreational values, portions of it were
given special designations by BLM to guide management and use. Approximately 725 acres of
the Spit are classified as an Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC). Areas of Critical
Environmental Concern are public lands where special management attention is required to protect
important historic, cultural, or scenic values, fish and wildlife resources, or other natural systems
or processes. The Spit is also a BLM Special Recreation Management Area (SRMA). SRMAs
are defined as areas where specific recreational activities and experience opportunities will be
provided on a sustained yield basis. The North Spit Plan provides for the preservation of ACEC
and SRMA values through specific and compatible management actions related to recreational
access, cultural and historic preservation, wildlife and plant conservation and management, and
educational and interpretive opportunities.
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Public Scoping

Prior to drafting the North Spit Plan, public comments on North Spit management were solicited
via letters, presentations, public service announcements, and newspaper notices. Thirty-six
people responded and provided 56 specific comments. BLM determined from the comments the
following general areas of concern:

Public access to the jetty and beaches
Western snowy plover management
Development of lands

All-terrain vehicle use

User fees

Protection of resources

Land exchanges

Flexibility of management

Boat dock use

Firearm use

Responses to these concerns are presented in the Plan’s introduction and relevant issues are further
discussed elsewhere in the document.

Plan Format

Part One describes BLM’s planning framework. In the BLM planning system there are three
levels or tiers:

1. National and State Level: Laws, regulations, directives, and policies
2. District Level: Coos Bay District Resource Management Plan (May 1995)
3. Field Office Level: Activity Plans (site-specific plans such as the North Spit Plan)

Each of these levels is discussed in terms of its relevancy to the North Spit Plan.

Part Two reviews the original 1995 Shorelands Plan and outlines the status of its management
actions. The 1995 Coos Bay Shorelands Plan identified issues, concerns, and opportunities on the
Spit, and included specific management actions pertaining to each of the following subjects:

* Education and Interpretation

* Land Tenure and Cooperative Agreements
* Law Enforcement

* Recreation

* Vegetation

+ Wildlife Habitat

Management actions listed in the 1995 Shorelands Plan were reviewed and updated (Table 2

of the Plan). The actions fall into four categories: accomplished, accomplished in part, not
accomplished, and ongoing. Actions in the the Shorelands Plan that were not accomplished
include those where land exchanges have removed or precluded lands from BLM jurisdiction and
therefore are no longer applicable to BLM management of the Spit.

Other changes to note include those pertaining to the threatened Western snowy plover. The 1995
Shorelands Plan proposed several actions pertaining to snowy plovers and ocean beach access
that were never implemented (Table 2, Management Action 5). Changes to management actions
are a result of a revised public access strategy implemented subsequent to the grounding of the
New Carissa in 1999. The strategy pertains to the management of public lands on the Spit and
allows for public use while protecting plovers and promoting their recovery (USDI FWS 2000).
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Strategy details are described in Part Three under Species of Special Management Concern and are
summarized in Table S-1.

The Shorelands Plan made some recommendations that were not listed as actions. Errors are
noted and additions or changes to these recommendations are listed and explained.

Part Three describes the cultural, natural, and recreational resources on the Spit. Resources are
grouped into five categories:

» Physical, including Water, Geology, Soils, Minerals, Coal Bed Methane, Oil and Gas
* Biological, including Vegetation, Wildlife, and Fisheries

e Cultural and Historical

* Recreational

e Visual

Part Four presents management actions on BLM-administered lands for the next ten years. The
remainder of this summary focuses on Part Four as it brings the reader up to date on management
objectives, accomplishments, and ongoing and proposed activities.

North Spit Management, 2005

Table S-1 summarizes management objectives and actions for BLM lands on the North Spit. The
objectives and actions reflect the goal of the North Spit Plan to conserve the natural, cultural, and
recreational values of the Spit. Due to the interrelationship of the various resources at the Spit,
many actions apply to more than one objective. Objectives and actions in the North Spit Plan are
consistent with BLM policies, state and federal regulations, ACEC planning documents, and the
1995 Shorelands Plan. For the North Spit Plan, objectives and proposed actions were reviewed
and revised based on current conditions and needs, and will be implemented as funding allows.
Objectives correspond to the resources described in Part 3 as well as to other BLM programs such
as land tenure, environmental education and interpretation, site protection and administration,
and monitoring and research. With the exception of the latter, the objective and actions for each
resource or program are presented in alphabetical order, starting with Cultural Resources. The
objective for Monitoring and Research is placed at the end because several of the resources and
programs have actions under this heading.

Monitoring is used to: 1) ensure that the management goals, objectives, and actions are being
followed (implementation monitoring); 2) verify if the actions are achieving the desired results
(effectiveness monitoring); and 3) determine if the underlying assumptions of the Plan’s goals
and objectives are sound (validation monitoring). Ongoing or proposed monitoring actions
are included for Cultural Resources, Environmental Education and Interpretation, Geology,
Recreation, and Vegetation and Wildlife Resources.

Updated maps, tables, and appendices are presented to clarify information presented in the Plan.
They include detailed descriptions, lists, and chronologies of key interest including site names,
ownership boundaries, an update of 1995 management actions, wildlife and plant lists, and land
tenure history. A glossary and a list of acronyms are presented to assist the reader with unfamiliar
terms.



Coos Bay District — Umpqua Field Office

‘1dg ayy uo spuey orjqnd Sunoage sjususnipe anud) pue| ay) Jo A10)s1y
[eorSojouoid & surejuod ¢ xipuaddy 'saanoalqo jesuw 03 sjeridordde
se spuef o1jqnd 0} $$009€ INSUD 0} SJUSWSN[PE AINUS) PUE] JOPISUO))

“sIseq 958I-£q-0580

© UO PANSSI SUONEZLIOYINE PUE PIMAIAQI 8 [[IM
skem-jo-y3u1 pue ‘syusad ‘saseay 1oj suonesrjdde
aimjny "osn Ul K[JULLING I PUE PINSST AIoM
Kem-Jo-S)YSLI $S300® pue AJ[1N [BIOAS

‘QUe’ Oy1oRJ SUBL]
o Suope Ayoe diy) Sinqasoy au Jo yuou
10o1ed JATg d10€ (18 ue Joj ssasSoxd ur Apuarmnd
ST TesodsIp pue] 7 "asea] 10 ‘0Tes ‘93uYoXa 10]
PAIaJJ0 2q P[nod uejd dAlsudyaidwo)) Ajuno)
5000 dy) £q pajeaul[ap se M9 Pue ‘SOF
‘AMT-€ spwsIp Suruoz urym jdg ayy uo
SPUE] TG QWOS ‘JJATY ) I AOUBPIOIIL U]

‘payst|duwoooe a1am suonIsimboe
921y, ‘[esodsIp duo pue suonisiboe pue|
[enuood noj paynuap! ueld SPue[aIoys 661 AL

“sjuotmsaAut drjqnd prengayes pue

‘sanadod T areprjosuod ‘sjaored NTg-uou

o sanrun}ioddo [eU0T)Ea1dI PUE SANTEA 90IN0SAT
[eINJBU UO PASEq SUAUSNIPE AINU) PUB] AZHLIOL] 1§

S

INLSOrayv FUONIL ANVT

ndg oy uo seare puepom pue uelredi jo
SAN[EA [RUOTIEAIOAI PUE [RJUWUOIIAUD 3T]) JNOQE ssauareme drjqnd astey

ndg 2y uo yoranno 1aa0fd
Sutuueld uaym uelg yoeaNNQ) JOAO]J AMOUS UIAISIA 1JRIP Ay} 35

“popaau se sKe[dsip aanaidiojur aoe[dar 10 d1e10Y
“1s150]09e01Y
J0LSI(] Avg S00) AU} PUE SIqLI) UBIPU] PAJSAIAIUI (1A UOTJBUIPIO0D

w1 j1dg oty Jo A103STY [EJUSWUOIIAUS-09[ed JO [eIny[no Jo1dioju]

orgnd
AU} AAJ0AUI Jey) SJUAD pue santuniioddo [euoryeonpa [erdads jonpuo)

“UOTJRULIOJUT
JJRUILIASSIP PUE SIOJISIA JOBIUO 0} SIAJUNOA 1O [BUOSLIS AZI[I()

“NdS YHON AU} U0 SUOTEPUIWIOII S} Juatud[duur
pue JoLsI( Ay 1oy smoadsold uoneanpa [eyudwuonAud ue dojardq

“yoranno pue uoneonpa arqnd oy Sururepad
sansst uo wed) Sunyiom 19a0]d Amous Aousferdur
oy Ym A19A1RId00D JIOM 0) aNUNUO))

“BAIE 1) JNOQE UIRI] 0} SJUAPNIS 10J
1dg ay 18 sjooyds 103 sduy pjay 1soy 0) anUNU0))

‘sarpuniioddo [euonearodr

PUE S21NSO[0 [eUOSEAS Jnoqe d1jqnd oy oeanpa
0} PaITy 21oM $19)21d1AUT [BUOSEAS “PI[LISUT PUR
padofaaap a1am Yso1y & pue susis aana1diuy

‘saptunyioddo pue
suorpe[n3ai jo woyy uuojul pue ndg ayy jo dew e
ynm s103181A ap1ao1d 0} padojaAap sem a1nyo01q

“AQy317 poad] PuR 200.4] ON 2ADIT
se yons swresSo1d [euoneanpa y3noiu d1yd asn
puey edun wnwiunu e poddns pue ‘santuniioddo
[RUOIIBAIOAI PUB SAN[RA 99IN0SAI Auew s J1dg

ay 10y uonerdardde pue ssoudreME JOWOI] 17

NOLLVLIddUHALNI
Pue NOLLVONAd TVININNOYIANA

“syny josuong) 1
Tep\ PHOA 3U) JO Jojouuniad ay oy 9oud) Yul| ureyo paSewep oAowaY

*$201n0591 o1103s1y21d Jo uoneasasald pue uonodjoid
PONUIU0) 2INSSE 0} AQLL], UBIPU] d[[INbOY) AU} PUE SUBIPU] ME[SIS
pue ‘enbduip) 10M07 ‘S000) Y} JO SIQLLL, PAJLIIPJUOY) AU} YIA IO

pasodoag suonay

'S90IN0SAI
[eamy[no dLojsty Sururewor 9A10s01d 0} NUNU0Y)

SuroguQ suonoy

‘1A YMON 9t} UO SANIALOR [BIOPA)
Jo 10381y oy Surjrejep weyoaqg mo( uaydelg
UBLIOISIY PAjou Aq pajojduoo sem j0dor v

paysiduoddy suonay

“ndg aty) uo $901n08a1 [EINY[ND JuepodWI AAIISAI 1|
SAANOSTT TVINLTND

$3A1399[qQ yudwISRUR

*SuondL Y} Jo uonpdrrdsap 3)9[dwod & 10§ § Jaed IS *SAUIJAI unaoddns pue suoneue[dxd pafre)dp diow sapiaoad ueq yuds
YpaoN YL nds ypioN 3yj 10y pasodoad pue ‘Surosu() ‘paysiduwroddy suondy pue saAndRlqQ yudwagdeury Jo Aremwing *1-S d[qeL




Draft North Spit Plan - June 2005

Bay side camping.

After the BLM acquired these lands in 1984, the agency prepared the North Spit Plan Amendment
to the Master Framework Plan (MFP) and placed these lands under an interim designation of
Limited to Designated Existing Roads and made limited OHV use legal on the North Spit for

the first time. The December 1985 MFP makes reference to the off highway vehicle opportunity
presented by the dunes, but defers this decision until a full analysis of the impacts could be
conducted. The full analysis of impacts and final motorized vehicle designations for the Coos
Bay District, including the North Spit, did not take place until the Coos Bay District RMP was
completed ten years later in 1995.

During the RMP planning process, a range of alternatives for motorized vehicle access were
analyzed after extensive public participation through the Final Coos Bay District Proposed
Resource Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement. Through the Record of Decision
and Resource Management Plan that followed the EIS, all of the 1,660 acres in the Coos Bay
Shorelands SRMA were formally designated as Limited to Designated Roads and Trails in May
1995. This more controlled alternative was chosen over a Limited to Existing Roads and Trails
designation to make this activity more manageable, control route proliferation and to ensure the
conservation of sensitive resources on the Spit.

The decision on which roads and trails would be open for use was later resolved through the
Coos Bay Shorelands Plan of 1995 when the individual roads and trails were inventoried and
then designated as open or closed. The four roads/trails designated as open by this plan were the
South Dike Road, the Foredune Road, the Re-Route Road, and the Bay Side Road (Map 3). The
remaining trails were then designated as closed to motorized use.

The Coos Bay Shorelands Plan included two management actions that stated OHV use in the sand
dune areas on the Spit would be allowed to occur under a permit. Implementation of this permit
concept would have made these areas defacto open areas and would have been in conflict with the
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land use allocation handed down by the Coos Bay District Resource Management Plan. Because
this management action was inconsistent with the BLM’s own policy and regulations and the
Record of Decision for the RMP, these management actions were removed from the Coos Bay
Shorelands Plan through a plan maintenance action in 2000.

On the lands immediately adjacent to the BLM parcels on the Spit, OHV recreation is prohibited
on the beach between the northern BLM boundary and the Bull Run Sand Road north of Horsfall
Beach from May 1 to September 30 to provide for a non-motorized recreation setting. The
foredune and forest lands in the ODNRA south of the Horsfall Beach Road to the BLM boundary
are closed year-round to OHV use to provide for non-motorized recreation and to protect sensitive
resources. The COE lands on the North Jetty are still closed to OHV use, except for motorized
use on established roadways. The Oregon Department of Parks and Recreation Department has
closed the ocean beach adjacent to BLM to all ATV use and closes the ocean shore to motorized
use from March 15 to September 15. On the private parcels and on Port of Coos Bay lands, use is
controlled and limited to established roadways where access is allowed.

While OHV cross country use on the North Spit has been officially controlled by federal and state
regulations for a long time, actual enforcement of these restrictions is relatively recent. The listing
of the snowy plover in 1993 and the grounding of the New Carissa and the subsequent emergency
closure in 1999 promoted the agency to place more resources and management focus toward
controlling this use on the Spit.

The BLM has placed most of its enforcement efforts in those areas on the Spit with the highest
resource values (e.g. snowy plover nesting habitat and interior wetlands). Compliance with

OHV designations in these areas has been goodin the interior of the Spit. Compliance varies on
the beach and in plover areas. This is not the case in the 80 acre dune area located next to the
Roseburg chip facility. This area is used as a defacto “open area” by people who choose not to use
the legal and managed OHV open areas, located 1.5 miles away, in the ODNRA.

New Carissa 2002.
58
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Visual Resources

The public lands on the south shore of the North Spit are a dominant visual resource element in
the overall scenic backdrop of the Coos Bay estuary. The quality of visual resources directly
influences a community’s potential for tourism, high-end real estate development, and the area’s
desirability for business and residential relocation.

Visual resources on the public lands are managed through the BLM’s land use planning process.
Through this inventory and classification process, public lands are placed in one of four visual
resource management classes. These management classes range from the total preservation of the
existing landscape in Class I, to allowing major modifications of the landscape character in Class
IV (Map 4). The lands on the North Spit were classified in the Coos Bay District RMP as follows:

e Class II. The public lands in the northwest corner of the ACEC and within the SRMA in
T25S, R14W, Section 13 and T25S, R13W Section 18 were given this fairly protective
classification to preserve the quality of the recreation setting. Objectives for Visual Resource
Management in this area are to retain the existing character of landscape. Changes in any of
the basic elements (form, line, color, texture) caused by a management activity should not be
evident in the characteristic landscape. Contrasts are seen, but must not attract attention.

e Class III. Within two parcels adjacent to the Trans Pacific Lane in T25S, R13W in Sections
5 and 4, public lands were classified as Class III. Objectives for VRM management in these
parcels would be to partially retain the existing character of landscape. Contrasts to the basic
elements caused by a management activity are evident, but should remain subordinate to the
existing landscape.

* Class IV. The majority of the public lands on the North Spit are VRM Class [V. VRM
objectives in these areas allow for major modifications of the existing character of the
landscape. Contrasts that are created by management activities may attract attention and be
a dominant feature of the landscape in terms of scale, but should repeat the form, line, color,
and texture of the characteristic landscape.
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PART 4 -NORTH SPIT MANAGEMENT, 2005

Introduction

Part Four presents management actions on BLM-administered lands for the next ten years.
Management actions are described in alphabetical order except for Monitoring and Research
which is found at the end of the section. There are no management actions for fish on BLM lands
on the Spit. Geology management actions are located under Monitoring and Research.

The aim of the North Spit Plan is to conserve the natural, cultural, and recreational values of the
Spit. Management objectives reflect that aim and are consistent with BLM policies and state and
federal regulations. These objectives were described in detail in the Draft Shorelands Plan (USDI
BLM 1989), incorporated in the Final Shorelands Plan (USDI BLM 1995), and included in North
Spit ACEC planning documents (USDI BLM 1999). For the North Spit Plan, these objectives
were reviewed and revised based on current conditions and needs, and will be implemented as
funding allows. They are listed below, followed by the reasons for action, planned actions, and
actions accomplished or ongoing since the 1995 Shorelands Plan. Due to the interrelationship of
the various resources at the Spit, many actions apply to more than one objective.

Management Objectives

Objective 1 — Preserve important cultural resources on the Spit.

Objective 2 — Promote awareness and appreciation for the Spit’s many resource values and
recreational opportunities, and support a minimum impact land use ethic through educational
programs such as Leave No Trace and Tread Lightly.

Objective 3 — Prioritize land tenure adjustments based on natural resource values and recreational
opportunities on non-BLM parcels, consolidation of BLM properties, and the safeguarding of
public investments.

Objective 4 — Manage the North Spit SRMA to provide for a range of recreational opportunities
that contribute to meeting traditional as well as projected recreation demand within the region
while protecting the area’s natural, cultural, and scenic resources.

Objective 5 — Provide and maintain adequate visitor facilities, services, signing, and programs
that are appropriate for the area’s recreation opportunity setting and that serve to protect the Spit’s

sensitive resources.

Objective 6 — Conserve, enhance, or restore natural habitats, with an emphasis on habitats that
support special status plant and wildlife species.

Objective 7 — Maintain wetland areas in a condition supportive of a healthy aquatic ecosystem.

Objective 8 — Facilitate improved management of the Spit through monitoring to learn more about
the natural and cultural resources of the area and to assess the effects of management actions.

Cultural Resources

Objective 1. Preserve important cultural resources on the Spit.
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Reasons for Action

* By law, BLM is required to protect cultural resources. These laws include the
Archaeological Resources Protection Act, American Indian Religious Freedoms Act,
National Historic Preservation Act, and the Native American Graves and Repatriations Act.

* The Coquille Indian Tribe (CIT) and Confederated Tribes of the Coos, Lower Umpqua and
Siuslaw Indians (CTCLUSI), both federally-recognized tribes, have expressed concern about
protection of cultural sites along the Southern Oregon Coast. The Spit is within the ancestral
territory of the CTCLUSI.

Actions Accomplished or Ongoing
* In 2000, a report was completed by noted historian Stephen Dow Beckham detailing the
history of federal activities on the North Spit (Beckham 2000). The majority of this report
concerns the construction and maintenance of the North Jetty, beginning in 1890. The
history of the U.S. Lifesaving Service station is also described in detail.
» Continue to preserve remaining historic cultural resources.

Proposed Actions

*  Work with the Confederated Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indians as well
as the Coquille Indian Tribe to assure continued protection and preservation of prehistoric
resources.

* Remove damaged chain link fence from the perimeter of the World War II Quonset huts.
Environmental Education and Interpretation

Objective 2. Promote awareness and appreciation for the Spit’s many resource values and
recreational opportunities, and support a minimum impact land use ethic through educational
programs such as Leave No Trace and Tread Lightly.
Reasons for Action

* Environmental education and interpretation can encourage responsible use of the Spit

area, thereby reducing resource degradation, violations, and vandalism. Education and

interpretation can enhance the visitors’ experience.

* Education and interpretation may be used to communicate the BLM’s management goals to
visitors.

Environmental Education and Interpretive Themes

The environmental education and interpretation conducted at the Spit should be planned and
implemented according to the following themes:

Theme #1: The Spit landscape is an intricate web of related parts that is constantly changing due
to natural and human actions.

Topics: natural history - system dynamics - interrelationships - ecosystem concepts - plants

and animals found at the Spit - dune systems - introduced species - hydrology - biodiversity -
threatened and endangered species - habitats
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Theme #2: Due to its close proximity to both the ocean and Coos Bay, people have used the
Spit for a variety of purposes, including recreation, industry, military installations, commerce,
transportation, etc.; all of these actions have shaped the land in some way.

Topics: human history - human impacts - land use planning - introduced species - weeds -
management goals - New Carissa - recreation opportunities

Theme #3: Good stewardship is essential in maintaining the health and integrity of the Spit.

Topics: appropriate behavior - Watchable Wildlife methods - Leave No Trace / Tread Lightly
outdoor ethic - management support and challenges - involving visitors

Actions Accomplished

* A brochure was developed to provide visitors with a map of the Spit and inform them of
regulations and opportunities.

* A variety of interpretive signs and a kiosk have been developed and installed at the boat
launch ramp, the overlook to the New Carissa, and various access points. Seasonal
interpreters have been hired in past summers to educate the public about seasonal closures
and recreational opportunities.

Ongoing Actions
» Continue to host field trips for schools at the Spit for students to learn about the area.

* BLM will continue to work cooperatively with the interagency snowy plover working team
on issues pertaining to public education and outreach.

Proposed Actions

*  When a prospectus for environmental education and interpretation is developed for the
District, include a section concerning the Spit. Use its recommendations when developing
and conducting programs and interpretive materials.

» Utilize seasonal or volunteer interpreter(s) when feasible to contact visitors and disseminate
information about the Spit on areas suited for recreation, seasonally closed areas,
compliance issues, etc.

* Special educational opportunities may include: National Public Lands Day events,
Elderhostel tours, beach clean ups, Christmas bird counts, or similar activities that involve
the public.

* Ensure that any interpretation which deals with cultural or paleo-environmental history is
coordinated with interested Indian tribes and the Coos Bay District Archaeologist.

» Rotate or replace interpretive displays as needed. Where applicable develop supplemental
materials to support interpretation and environmental education, such as informational

kiosks, trail guides, brochures, and educational kits.

« Use the draft Western Snowy Plover Outreach Plan (Western Snowy Plover Working Team
2004) when considering any outreach that deals with plovers on the Spit.

« Raise public awareness about the environmental and recreational values of riparian-wetland
areas on the Spit.
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Land Tenure Adjustments

Objective 3. Prioritize land tenure adjustments based on natural resource values and recreational
opportunities on non-BLM parcels, consolidation of BLM properties, and the safeguarding of
public investments.

Reasons for Action

* Adjacent landowner management objectives may not be consistent with BLM’s objectives.
For example, land ownership patterns on the Spit could limit or stop access to much of the
public land.

Actions Accomplished

e The 1995 Shorelands Plan identified four potential land acquisitions and one disposal. Three
acquisitions were accomplished.

Ongoing Actions

* In accordance with the RMP, BLM-administered lands on the Spit within zoning districts
3-EWD, 4CS, and 6WD as delineated by the Coos County Comprehensive Plan could be
offered for exchange, sale, or lease to accommodate local economic expansion and industrial
development. A land disposal is currently in progress for an 80 acre BLM parcel north of
the Roseburg Chip Facility along the Trans Pacific Lane.

* All of the lands on the Spit administered by the BLM are public domain lands and therefore
subject to public land laws. Under these laws, BLM manages for specific uses such as
permits, rights-of-way, leases, special use permits, etc. Several utility and access rights-of-
way were issued and are currently in use. Future applications for leases, permits, and right-
of-ways will be reviewed and authorizations issued on a case-by-case basis.

Proposed Actions

* Consider land tenure adjustments to ensure access to public lands as appropriate to meet
objectives.

Recreation

Objective 4. Manage the North Spit SRMA to provide for a range of recreation opportunities that
contribute to meeting traditional as well as projected recreation demand within the region while
protecting the area’s natural, cultural, and scenic resources.

Reasons for Action

* The BLM designated the North Spit as an SRMA to preserve opportunities for outdoor
recreation and to manage this activity in a manner that is compatible with protecting the
natural and cultural resource values of the ACEC.

* Visitors differ widely in their preferences for recreation activities, settings and facilities.
Balancing these needs within the limited space available on the North Spit is necessary to
provide for a quality resource-based experience, reduce conflicts between users and protect
natural resource values.

* The Oregon Parks and Recreation Department Statewide Trail Plan identified trail
connectivity between agency management jurisdictions as a key statewide trail management
goal. Creating and maintaining connectivity between trail opportunities on BLM lands



Draft North Spit Plan - June 2005

on the North Spit and the adjacent trail systems managed by the USFS, OPRD, and
Weyerhaeuser would enhance overall trail opportunities in the region.

Actions Accomplished

Signs were placed at the ocean beach access points along the Foredune Road; other signs
and maps were placed at various locations to inform visitors of regulations and recreational
opportunities.

Roads and trails that were not designated open were closed using logs, root wads, and signs.
Many of these closed routes are disappearing through natural revegetation.

A sign strategy was developed to assist BLM in providing information to the public on
regulations, recreational opportunities, and natural resources on the Spit.

Ongoing Actions

Continue to provide and manage motorized access on the Spit to support the area’s long-
standing traditional recreation uses while protecting natrual, cultural and scenic resources.

Manage the North Spit to retain a recreation setting compatible with the area’s Rural and
Semi-Primitive Motorized ROS classification.

Provide timely press releases for public service announcements and newspaper notices prior
to any seasonal access restrictions as needed.

Clear sand and debris from the boat ramp each spring prior to reinstalling the docks for
the summer season.

Continue to allow primitive camping on BLM lands on the Spit, except in areas where
signed to protect sensitive plants and wildlife.

Continue to maintain the docks at the boat launch as funding allows.
Continue to permit hunting and shooting on BLM lands on the Spit in conformance with

applicable state and federal laws and regulations. These regulations prohibit shooting
adjacent to and across public roadways and within developed recreation sites.

Proposed Actions

Increase information available about theNorth Spit,

Place improved regulatory and information signs along the sand roads and at ocean beach
access points. Advise visitors to inspect the three existing access points before they commit
to driving onto the beach — the passability of these access points can change on a daily basis
due to waves, high tides and winter storms.

Remove dilapidated fences and fence posts from three locations on the Spit: the fence at
the intersection of the Foredune Road and Trans Pacific Lane, the WWII bunker fence, and
fencing material from the southern interior.

Establish trails for pedestrian and equestrian use within the North Spit interior. Develop and
support local partnerships to assist in maintaining and managing this trail system.

Create and maintain connections between trail opportunities on BLM lands and the adjacent
trail systems on Forest Service, OPRD and Weyerhaeuser lands.

Determine feasibility of designating the Foredune Road open to motorized access from the
South Dike Road north to the USFS boundary

Construct a small equestrian and hiking staging area to provide parking and visitor
information at the portal to the trail system.
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* Implement the completed sign strategy developed to improve communication with Spit
visitors.

» Explore the potential for placing picnic tables at the boat launch facility.

 Include information about wildlife viewing opportunities into the educational kiosk
proposed for the boat ramp area.

Site Protection and Administration

Objective 5. Provide and maintain adequate visitor facilities, services, signing, and programs
that are appropriate for the area’s recreation opportunity setting and that serve to protect the Spit’s
sensitive resources.

Reasons for Action

* Visitation to the Spit is expected to grow as more people become aware of the area, and as
tourism along the southern Oregon Coast increases.

 Facilities, designated roads and trails, signs, and other management tools (e.g., on-site hosts)
reduce and prevent resource damage.

* Contracted services with Coos County agencies enhance fire response and law enforcement
support for the area.

Fire Management
Accomplished and Ongoing Actions

* BLM contracts with the Coos Forest Protection Association for fire response, including the
lands on the Spit. Contracted duties might include: specific action and preparedness plans;
prevention, detection, initial attack, and suppression services; resource protection; fire
notification services; fire investigation; debriefings and contract reviews; and reports.

Proposed Actions

None at this time.

Hazardous Materials Management
Accomplished and Ongoing Actions

See below.
Proposed Actions

* Finish the sampling and report for the Spit Life Guard Station Environmental Site
Characterization.

The structures at the Spit Life Guard Station were serviced by a variety of fueled devices

such as generators and power plants. In 1991, the Bureau of Land Management initiated a
demolition and removal of the structures, and contracted for the location, assessment and
removal of four known underground petroleum storage tanks (USTs) from the site. In late
2002, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) informed the Coos Bay District
Hazardous Materials Coordinator that the removal of the USTs had not been finalized and
documented under the UST program closure rules. A subsequent records search by BLM
concurred. In consultation with DEQ), it was determined that a site assessment was necessary
to comply with the state rules and to receive a No Further Action Required determination and
closure of the case file. A draft plan for this site assessment and a report to DEQ was prepared,
and implementation is planned pending funding. This project is known as the Spit Life Guard



