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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Thisdocument combinestheM edford District Annua Program Summary and the M onitoring Report for
fiscal year 1999. The Annua Program Summary addressestheaccomplishmentsof theMedford Districtin
areassuchaswatershed analysis, Jobs-in-the-Woods, forestry, fire, recreation, and other programs. It also
providesinformation concerning theM edford District budget and timber recei pt coll ections. Theresultsof
theAnnua Program Summary show that theM edford Digtrictisfully and successfully implementingthe
ResourceM anagement Planand Northwest Forest Plan.

TheM onitoring Report compilestheresultsand findingsof implementation monitoring for fiscal year
1999, thefourthfull fiscal year of implementation of theM edf ord Di strict Resource M anagement Plan.
Althoughthe Annua Program Summary givesonly avery basicand very brief descriptionsof theprograms,
resources, and activitiesinwhichtheMedford Districtisinvolved, thereport doesgivethereader asense of
thelargescope, complexity and diversity involvedinmanagingtheMedford District’ spubliclandsand
resources. Althoughthereareandwill continueto bechallengeswhichwill requireustoadapt andtogive
our best, themanagersand empl oyeesof M edford District take prideintheaccomplishmentsdescribedin
thisreport.
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Medford RMP, Summary of Renewable Resource Management
Actions, Directions and Accomplishments

RMPRESOURCEALLOCATION FISCAL YEAR 1999 CUMULATIVE PROJECTED
ORMANAGEMENT PRACTICE ACCOMPLISHMENTS| ACCOMPLISHMENTS DECADAL
ORACTIVITY 1996-1999 PRACTICES
Regeneration harvest (acres offered) 245 2,966 10,400
Commercid thinning/density management/

uneven age harvests (acres offered) 2,453 36,868 44,900
Site preparation (acres) 8,207 12,868 6000
Hazardous Fuel Reduction/Ecosystem Restoration

(burning acres) 4,880 6,927 —
Hazardous Fuel Reduction/Ecosystem Health and

Recovery (mechanical acres) 3,327 7,724 —
Maintenance Work & Animal damage control (acres) 10,055 14,240 —
Precommercia thinning (acres) 3,827 23,432 78,000
Brush field/hardwood conversion (acres) 0 0 —
Planting/ regular stock (acres) 1,117 6,815 2,700
Planting/ genetically selected (acres) 290 1,104 10,300
Fertilization (acres) 893 2,222 57,000
Pruning (acres) 836 1,280 18,600
New permanent road const. (miles) 8 17 300
Roads fully decommissioned/ obliterated (miles) 18 120 —
Roads closed/ gated (miles)* 49 207 —
Timber sale quantity offered (mm board feet) 21.84 234.79 571
Timber sale quantity offered (mm cubic feet) 3.69 39.87 96.9
Noxiousweed control, chemical (acres) 37 87 —
Noxious weed control, other (acres) 5,005 5,365 —
Livestock grazing permits or leases
(Allotment leases / lease renewals) 7815 235/48 —
Reservoirs or springs constructed or

maintained (units each) 3 4 —
Livestock fences constructed (units/miles) 6/25 18/175 —

* Roads closed to the general public, but retained for administrative or legal access.
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Medford RMP, Summary of Non-Biological Resource or Land Use
Management Actions, Directions and Accomplishments

RMPRESOURCEALLOCATION
ORMANAGEMENT PRACTICE

ACTIVITYUNITS

FISCAL YEAR 1999
ACCOMPLISHMENTS

CUMULATIVE
ACCOMPLISHMENTS

1995-1999

Redlty, land sdes (actiong/acres) 0 1/120
Realty, land purchase (actiong/acres) 1/27 1/27
Redlty, land exchanges (actions/acres acquired/disposed) 1* 3/ 7369 /3306
Realty, R& PP |eases/patents (actions/acres) 0 0
Redlty, road rights-of-way acquired

for public/agency use (actions) 10 36
Redlty, road rights-of-way granted (actions) 24 74
Redlty, utility rights-of-way granted (actions) 3 21
Communication sites, rights-of-ways (actions) 2 2
Special Use Permits (actions) 6 6
Redlty, withdrawals completed (actions/acres) 0 0
Redlty, withdrawals revoked (actions/acres) 0 0
Minera/energy, total oil and gasleases | (actions/acres) 0 0
Minera/energy, total other leases (actiong/acres) 0 0
Mining plans approved (actiong/acres) 0 0
Mining clams patented (actions/acres) 0 0
Minera materia sites opened (actions/acres) 0 0
Minera materid sSites, closed (actions/acres) 0 0
Recreation, maintained off highway

vehicle trails (areas/acres) 0 3125570
Recrestion, maintained hiking trails (trail/miles) 5/71 19 /160
Recrestion, sites (sites/acres) 0 14/ 1097
Cultura resource inventories (sites/acres) 78/ 8,000 189/ 28,439
Culturd/higtoric sites nominated (sites/acres) 1 1
Hazardous materia sites (identified/cleaned) 31/31 70/59

*Land Exchange was with the U.S. Forest Service, Public Law 105-32
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INTRODUCTION

ThisAnnua Program Summary isareview of the programson theMedford District Bureau of Land
Management for the period of October 1998 through September 1999. Theprogram summary isdesigned
toreporttothepublic, local, stateand federal agenciesabroad overview of activitiesand accomplishments
for fiscal year 1999. Thisreport addressestheaccomplishmentsfor theMedford Districtinsuch areasas
watershed analysis, Jobs-in-the-Woods, forestry, recreation and other programs. Includedinthe Annual
Program Summary istheM onitoring Report for theMedford District.

BoththeNorthwest Forest Plan (NFP) and the Resource M anagement Plan (RM P) embracethe
conceptsof ecosystem management inabroader perspectivethan had beentraditional inthepast. Land
useallocationscoveringall federal landswithintherangeof the spotted owl wereestablishedinthe NFP.
Anaysessuchaswatershed analysesand | ate-successional reserveassessmentsareconducted at broader
scaleandinvolvelandownersinadditionto BLM personnel . Requirementsto conduct standardized surveys
or inventoriesfor specia statusspeci eshavebeen devel opedfor implementation at theregiona level.

Implementation of the NFP beganin April 1994 with thesigning of the Northwest Forest Plan Record
of Decision. Subsequently, withthesigning of theRM P Record of DecisioninJune1995, theMedford
District beganimplementation of theRM Pwhichincorporatesall aspectsof theNorthwest Forest Plan.
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BUDGET

TheMedford District receivesitsannua operating budget from congressionally appropriated and non-
appropriated sources. All appropriated fundsareidentifiedinthelnterior Appropriationsand Related
AgenciesAppropriationBill. Infiscal year 1999, theMedford District received atotal of $16,747,000in
appropriated fundsincluding $16,045,000in Oregon and CdiforniaGrant Landsand $702,000in Manage-
ment of Landsand Resourcesappropriations. Thedistrict also received anadditional $13,102,000innon-
appropriated funds, including funding fromthefollowing sources:. forest ecosystem healthandrecovery
funds, timber salepipelinerestorationfunds, fuel hazard reductionfunds, road usefeecollections, recreation
feecollections, reimbursementsfor work performedfor other agenci es, and other mi scellaneoussources.
Thetotal availablefiscal resourcesinfiscal year 1999 availableto the M edford District was $29,849,000.

Appropriation FY 1998 FY 1999

Oregonand California Land Grant $ 20,534,000 $ 16,045,000

Management of Lands& Resources 492,000 702,000

Non-appropriated 9,769,000 13,102,000

$30,795,000 $ 29,849,000
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LAND USE ALLOCATIONS

L andsadministered by theBL M will bemanaged to maintain or restoreheal thy, functioning ecosystems
fromwhichasustai nabl e productionof natural resourcescan beprovided. Ecosystem managementinvolves
theuseof ecol ogical, economic, social, and managerial principlesto achievehedthy and sustainablenatural
systems.

Thebuilding blocksfor thisstrategy arecomposed of several mgor land useallocations: riparian
reserves, late-success onal reserves,; adaptivemanagement areas, matrix, whichincludesgeneral forest
management areasand connectivity/diversity blocks; and avariety of specia purposemanagement areas
suchasrecreationsites, wild and scenicrivers, and visual resourcemanagement areas.

TheMedford District hasthefollowing mgor land al ocations.*

Congressiond Reserves 14,267 acres
L ate-Successional Reserves 178,467 acres
L ate-Successional ReservewithinAMA 32,937 acres
MarbledMurrelet Reserve 3,478 acres
Digtrict Defined Reserves 1,290 acres
Connectivity/Diversty Blocks 27,237 acres
Applegate Adaptive M anagement Area 113,912 acres
Reserved Habitat Area 16,732 acres
Genera Forest Management Area 470,776 acres
Totd 859,096 acres

* Allocationsdo not haveany overlapping designations. Thereareapproximately 369,200 acresof riparian
reserves.
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LATE SUCCESSIONAL RESERVES AND
ASSESSMENTS

L atesuccessional reserves(L SRs) areareasestablished by theNFPand theMedford District RMPto
maintainfunctional interactivelatesuccess onal and old growthforest ecosystems. They aredesignedto
serveashabitat for late-successional and ol d-growth-rel ated speci esincluding thenorthern spotted owl.

TheMedford District containsportionsof fivelate successional reservesdesignatedinthe Resource
Management Plan: Elk Creek, Azalea, Galice Block, Munger Butte, and Jenny Creek.

TheJenny Creek assessment hasbeen compl eted and sent to the Regional Ecosystem Officefor
review. TheMunger Butte, Azalea, GaliceBlock and Elk Creek Reservesassessmentshaveall been
completed asajoint effort withthe Forest Service.

APPLEGATE ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT
AREA

TheBureau of Land Management and the Forest Serviceareworking extensively with communities
interested inthe Applegate River Watershed. Work with neighbors, interest groups, and the A pplegate
Partnership hasresultedinincreased understanding about theland and the peopl e.

TheL.ittle Applegate L andscape Planand Designfor the 72,000-acre watershed wascompl eted
through aninteragency teamworkingwithalocally based, multipleresourcevolunteer task force.

Theoveral goalsof theproject focused on:

*  linkinggood sciencetiedto passionand connectionwiththecommunity

* understanding and defining thecultural boundariesand neighborhood networkswithinthelarger
LittleApplegatecommunity

» baancingindividua bestinterest (physologica satisfaction) withmutual community benefits

»  couplingcommunity valuesto ecol ogy and current policies(e.g., Northwest Forest Planfor
federa lands, county zoninglaws, etc.)

Timber salesand forest productscontinueto be outcomesfrom|andscapeprojectsinthe A pplegate
AMA. Landscapesaleshavemultipleobjectives—reducingfirehazard, increasing resilienceof residua
trees, improvingriparianandwildlifehabitat, and reintroducingfire. Generally, slvicultura prescriptionsfor
thecommercia salesrecommend thinning from below using avariety of logging systems. Adjacent brush
fieldsaretreated using mechanica methodsand prescribedfire, aswell astesting reintroduction of native
grassand avoiding noxiousweeds.

Infiscal year 1999, silvicultureactivitieswerecarried out on 3,091 acres: 1,224 acresof understory
reductionincommercia stands, 541 acresof non-forest |land density treatments(oak/shrubland), 326 acres
of treeplanting, 585 acresof precommercial thinninginoldclearcuts, and 415 acresof stand maintenance
(grubbing and scal ping vegetation around trees).
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Fuel shazard reduction burning took place on approximately 2800 acres. 2000 acreswere handpiled
and burned, 533 acreswere broadcast burned, and 279 acreswere underburned.

Collaborationwithcommunitiesisaprimary focusinworkinginthearea. Wecontinueto explorewhat
ismeant by collaborationthrough workshopswiththe A pplegate Partnership and others, how todescribe
parametersof collaboration and decision-making, and how to createthebest forumsfor mutual learning.

Research and monitoring acrosstheagency boundariesoffer |earning opportunitiesfromlandscape
projectsaswell asother projects.

MATRIX

Thematrix land allocationisdefinedinthe Resource M anagement Plan asfedera landsoutside of
reservesand special management areasthat will beavailablefor timber harvest at varyinglevels. Thematrix
withinthe planning areahasbeen dividedinto thenorthern and southern General Forest Management Areas
(GFMA ) and Connectivity/Diversity blocks. Approximately 482, 081 acresof BLM administeredlandare
intheGFMAsand 28,761 acresin Connectivity / Diversity blocks. Connectivity/Diversity blocksvary in
sizeand aredistributed throughout thenorthern GFMA.

Thefollowingareobjectivesfor thematrix lands:

* Produceasustainablesupply of timber and other forest commoditieswhichwill providejobs
and contributeto community stability.

» Provideconnectivity (longwith other alocationssuch asriparianreserves) betweenlate-
successional reserves.

* Providehabitat for avariety of organismsassociated with bothlate-successiona and younger
forests.

» Providefor important ecol ogical functionssuchasdispersal of organisms, carryover of some
speciesfrom onestand to thenext, and mai ntenanceof ecologically val uablestructural compo-
nentssuch asdownlogs, snags, andlargetrees.

* Provideearly-successiond habitat.
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WATER AND SOILS

Watershed Analysis

Firstiterationwatershed anal yseshave been compl eted for 89 percent of theBL M -administered lands
intheMedford District. Thefollowingtableliststhefirst and second iteration watershed analysescompl eted
infiscal year 1999 ontheMedford District.

MEDFORDDISTRICTWATERSHEDANALYS SCOMPLETEDINFY 1999

ResourceArea Water shed Total Acres BLM Acres
1st Iterations
ButteFalls Trail Creek 35,306 13582
ButteFalls Lower BigButteCreek 43815 12106
Glendde GraveCreek* 43373 17,246
Grants Pass Rogue-Recreation Section (Big Hog) 93316 37,678
Grants Pass Murphy 41,663 17,280
Grants Pass BLM-Rogue Wild (south portion) 42334 41,866

Totalsfor 1% Iterations 299,857 139,758
2ndlterations
Glendde GraveCreek 61,000 33,100
Glendde BLM-RogueWild (north portion) 61,700 57,700

Totalsfor 2™ Iterations 122,700 90,800

*A watershed analysis for the north side of Grave Creek was prepared in 1994. The acres listed here are for the south side
of Grave Creek that were not included in the previous watershed analysis. Acres from the north side are included in the

second iteration portion of the table.

Riparianassessmentsfor functioning condition statuswereconducted on 314 streammiles. These
streammilesplusan additional 295 stream milesweresurveyedfor stream and channel characteristics.
Summer stream temperaturewasmonitored using recordinginstrumentsat 282 sites, streamflow was
measured at 26 Sites, turbidity wasmeasured at 24 Sites, preci pitation wasmeasured at 7 sites, and channel
crosssectionsweresurveyed at 14 sites.

Water Quality Limited—303(d) Streams

Streamtemperaturedatawas provided to the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) for
useindevelopingthe1998list of water quality limited streams. Approximately 100 stream segmentsin-
cluded onthe DEQ 1998 Section 303(d) List of Water Quality Limited WaterbodiescrossBLM-adminis-
teredlandintheMedford Digtrict. Thesestreamsareprimarily listed aswater quality limited duetotem-
perature, but somestream segmentsarelisted for additional reasonssuchasflow modification, habitat
modification, and sedimentation. They arebeing evaluated aspart of thewatershed analysisprocess. More
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intens vestreamtemperaturemonitoringwasdonethisyear toidentify theupper end of somewater quality
limited streams. TheMedford District will beworking cooperatively withthe Oregon Department of
Environmental Quality todevel op Water Qua ity Management Plansand Total Maximum Daily Loadsfor
303(d) streamson BLM-administered lands.

Municipal Watersheds

Eight communitieswithinthe M edford District useasurfacewater sourcesfor their water supply. There
arenoformal municipal watershed agreementswith thesecommunities. A watershed management planwas
developedinconjunctionwiththeCity of Butte Fallsfor their ground water source, Ginger Springs.

Watershed Restoration Projects, Jobs-in-the-Woods

The Jobs-in-the-Woodsprogram wasestabli shed to mitigatethe economicand social impactsof a
reducedtimber harvestinthe Pacific Northwest whileaddressing theissueof watershed restoration. Fiscal
year 1999, thesixthyear for the program, resulted inabudget of morethan $700 thousand dollarsfor on-
the-ground projects. Directionfor thetypesof projectsto befunded included thosethat furthered goal sof
watershed restoration, theaquatic conservation strategy, and the Governor’ sCoastal Salmon I nitiative.

Twenty projectswereimplemented thisyear including projectsto:

» reducesedimentation (road decommissioning, treeplanting on cut banks, cut bank hydro
mulching, culvertinstallation, and road surfacing, stormproofingandrepair),

» improvefishhabitat (replacement of cul vertsimpeding fish passagewith open-bottomor
partially buried structures, instreamwork and diversiondamremovals),

» reducefirehazardsonpublicand privatelands,

* producenativeseed, and

» meetthetraining needsof thelocal demonstration project (aprogramrunby theRoguelnstitute
of Ecology and Economy totraindisplacedtimber workersinecoforestry skills).

BLM Medfordisworkingwithmulti-agency groups, includinglocal watershed councils, tofurther Jobs-
in-the-Woodsprogram obj ectives. Fundshave beentransferred tothesegroupsover thelast threeyearsto
implement fish habitat improvement projects. TheWyden Amendment and amemorandum of understanding
that wassigned by ten agencies(including the State of Oregon) aretool sthat arehel ping usincorporatea
watershed approachwhichwill addressrestoration needsacrossfederal, stateand privatelands.
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WILDLIFE AND WILDLIFE HABITAT

Green Tree Retention

Timber salesinthesouth General Forest Management Area(GFMA) maintain 16to 25largegreen
treesper acrein harvest units. Unitsinthenorth GFM A maintain 6to 8 greentreesper acre.

Snags and Snag Recruitment

Snagsareleft ssandinginunitsif they donot conflict with Occupational Safety and Health Administration
safety guidelinesandif they do not conflict with prescribed burning.

Coarse Wood

InconformancewiththeNorthwest Forest Plan, al timber saleunitsmaintainaminimumof 120lineal
feet of downlogsper acregreater than or equal to 16inchesdiameter, assuming therearedownedlogson
thesite. Additional reservestanding treesprovide coarsewood recruitment for future decades.

Connectivity

Designated connectivity blocksarespaced acrossthedistrict. Twenty-fiveto 30 percent of each block
(640 acresection) isto bemaintainedinlate-successional forest managed on al150-year rotation. Harvest
areasareto maintainaminimum 12to 18 greentreesper acre. Additional connectivity isprovided by the
riparian management network (100 to 300 feet on each side of the creek) and by 250 owl cores (100 acre
LSRs).

Special Habitats

Aspart of thesalamander surveys, talushabitat in project areasisbeing mapped. Entrancesto caves
and old mineaditsarebeing bufferedin upcoming sales. M eadowsrece vea300-foot no-harvest buffer to
maintainedgecover. Several underburn projectshavebeen undertaken to maintain historicfire-dependant
oak woodlands. BLM continuesitspartnershipwith TheNature Conservancy to manage The TableRocks
andtheir associated verna pool habitats.

Nest Sites and Activity Centers

Protocol surveyswerecompleted onaquarter of upcoming project areasfor northerngoshawks, a
Bureau-sensitive species. Heli copter surveysmonitored osprey productivity at Hyatt/Howard PrairieLakes,
ButteCreek, L ost Creek Reservoir, and along the RogueRiver. Over 1200 neotropical birdswerebanded
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ataMonitoring Avian Productivity & Survivorship mist netting stationinalong-term Partnersin FHight
project begunin 1995. Monitoring of foraging areaon Townsendsbig-eared batscontinuedintoitssecond
year inthe GrantsPassResource Areadutilizing radiotel emetry at amaternity colony.

Big Game Habitat

Inthe Applegate AMA, 1,000 acresof shrubland were piled and burned or broadcast burned as
habitat improvement for deer. At Geppert Butte, 80 acresof brushwerecrushedin preparationfor burning
torguvenatehabitat for big-gamewinter range. The GrantsPassRA burned 175 acresof brushfields.

Late-successional Reserve (LSR) Habitat Improvement

IntheElk Creek LSR, 20 acresweres ashed and underburnedto createashaded fuel break tohelp
combat futurecatastrophicwildfire.

Survey and Manage (S&M)/Protection Buffer Species

Management guidelinesfor specific S& M specieshavebeenrefined during theyear. Protocol surveys
prior to ground disturbing activitieshavebeen ongoing for proposed timber saleareas. Survey datahas
been provided totheteamthat prepared the Draft Supplemental EISFor Amendment to the Survey and
Manage, Protection Buffer, and Other Mitigating M easures Standardsand Guidelines, released for public
comment in December 1999.

Red TreeVole. Upcomingtimber saleunitsweresurveyedfor volepresence. Rangeoccurrence maps
for thespecieshavebeenrefined. TheDistrictisfollowinginteragency guidancefor project mitigation.

M ollusks. Surveysarebeing doneon proposed saleareasfor six speciesof dugsand snailsthought
possibly to occur ontheDistrict. Thetwo dug species(blue-gray taildropper, papillosetall dropper) are
being commonly found, but the S& M snail speciesarerare. Whenthesesurveysbeganinthefall of 1998,
thedugswerethought to berare. Followingfall and spring surveys, thetaildroppersarenow knownto be
widespread.

Salamander s. Continuingwork begunin 1996, all upcoming saleunitswithin 25milesof theknown
rangeweresurveyed, talushabitat wasmapped, and areasof occurrenceweredeferred fromharvest units.
Del Nortesalamandershavebeenfoundinthenorthwest quarter of the District, but not east of 1-5.
Siskiyou Mountainssalamandershavebeenfoundinthesouth central portion of theDistrict. NoS&M
salamandershavebeen detected intheeast half of the District. TheMiddle Thomjpson salamander 5-year
monitoring study wasbeguninthe ApplegateAMA.

Great Gray Owl (protection buffer species). Upcoming saleunitsinsuitablehabitat (within 1,000 feet
of meadows) havebeen surveyedtointeragency protocol standards(6 surveysineach of 2years). Severdl
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nestsarel ocated each year eventhoughtheDistrictisonthefringeof thespecie srange. Thirty-fivehistoric
activity centersweremonitored. Conforming to Northwest Forest Plan gui dance, a300-foot buffer around
meadow habitat i sbeing maintained and seasond restrictionsareimposed withinaquarter mileof nest sites.

Threatened/Endangered Species

TheMedford District joinswiththe Rogue River and Siskiyou Nationa Foreststo consult withtheU.S.
Fish& Wildlife Serviceon projectswithintheRogue Basinto besurethat these projectsarein compliance
withtheEndangered SpeciesAct.

PeregrineFalcon. Twonest siteson BLM land and two on adjacent privateland weremonitored.
Didtrict personnel assistedinidentification of anew siteon adjacent privateland. ThespecieswasFederally
delistedin August, but remains State Endangered and Bureau Sensitive.

Bald Eagle. Eight historic nest siteson BLM and three on adjacent privateland weremonitored for
occupancy and productivity. Anadditional four new nestswerediscoveredthisyear. Thespeciesisunder-
goingreview by U.S. Fish& Wildlife Servicefor possiblefederal delistingin2000.

Marbled Murrelet. The Grants Passand Glendal e Resource Areasare cooperating with the Siskiyou
National Forestindeveloping and validating alandscape scal e sampling effort to addresswhether thereisa
needfor continued surveysfor murrel etsprior to habitat disturbing activitiesfurther than 25milesinlandin
theRogueBasin. Nomurrel etshave ever been detected onthe District sincetheproject beganin 1993.

Northern Spotted Owl. The GlendaleResource Areaintensively surveyed 70 historicowl Sitesaspart
of thelong-term Klamath demographic study (begunin1997), part of theimplementation monitoring
mandated by the Northwest Forest Plan. An adaptive management monitoring study of owlsintheAshland
RA continueditssecond year in conjunctionwiththeNationa Council of Paper Industry for Air & Stream
Improvement . Theother resourceareasopportunistically monitored another 150 sitestoverify siteloca-
tionsand continuegathering demographicdata.

Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp. Incooperationwiththe Oregon Natural Heritage Programand TheNature

Conservancy, surveysfor fairy shrimp continuedin ephemeral pool habitatsat The TableRocks. This
specieswasfirst discovered herein 1998, a100-milenorthward extension of theknown range.
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FISH HABITAT

A variety of activitiesto maintain or enhancefish habitat wereconductedinfiscal year 1999. The
primary focusfor fisherieswasimpact assessmentsfor timber salesand road construction activities. Addi-
tionally, watershed analysis, Endangered SpeciesA ct consultation, JobsintheWoodsProjectsand Trans-
portation Management Objectivesanalysis. Theseactivitiesrepresent themaj ority of theworkloadand also
involveconsderablefieldvistsand meetings. Thefollowingareother activitiesperformedby fisheries
personnd.

Watershed Council Cooperation

TheDigtrict providedtechnical assi stanceto variouscouncilsinsupport of theGovernor’ sSalmonPlan
commitments. BL M-funded projectsfor thewatershed councilswere paid for with money from Wyden
Amendment appropriations. Theseprojectsincludedremovingirrigationdiversionsand providing aterna
tivesfor fish passageinthelllinoisRiver Basin. Projectsinthe A pplegate River Basinincluded onemileof
riparianfencingandremoval of anabandonedirrigationdiversion.

Stream and Riparian Inventory

Since 1992, the District hascontracted with the Oregon Department of Fishand Wildlifetoinventory
streams. Todate, completeinventorieshavebeen performed on approximately 95% of thestreamsinthe
District. Fifty-six mileswereinventoriedinfiscal year 1999. TributariestotheWild and Scenic section of
theRogueRiver wereincludedinthisestimateand will continueto besurveyedinfiscal year 2000.

Fish Passage

Fish passageisahigh priority and an ongoing needintheDistrict. Threeculvertsused bottomlessarch
conspan and platedesignsto maintainanatural streambed and prevent apool fromformingbel ow the
culvert. Theonly fundingfor theseprojectsisJobs-in-the-WoodsProgram. Tenmajor culvertswere
replaced on coho salmon and steel head streamsto all ow upstream migrati onto spawning groundsand 17
milesof habitat weremadeaccessibleto salmonand steelhead .

Fish Population Monitoring

Approximately tenmilesof coho sal mon spawning surveyswerecompl etedin cooperationwiththe
Oregon Department of Fishand Wildlife. Two methodswereused to estimatefish popul ations. Snorkeling
wasused onsix milesof stream. Six rotary screw fishtrapswereused to determinejuvenilefish composi -
tionand abundance. Ripariantreatment monitoring for improvedfish habitat wasconducted onfour milesof
stream. Aquaticinsect monitoring occurred at 54 sitesin additiontothoseincludedintheDistrict aquatic
insect monitoring contract.
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Instream Fish Habitat

Boulder weirswereplacedintheElk Creek key watershed for fish habitat enhancement. Anirrigation
ditchwasbreachedinsix placestoalow uninterrupted natural streamflow from several tributaries. Logs
wereplacedin Draper Creek and North Fork Big Butte Creek for coho salmon habitat enhancement. Two
concretedams(Alfonso Damon EvansCreek and adam on Elliott Creek) wereremovedtoaidthe
upstream migration of adult coho salmon and steel head to a15-mile-long spawning areahabitat abovethe
dam. Improvement totheEast Fork IllinoisRiver irrigation systemwasdonein cooperationwiththelllinois
River Watershed Council. Under theauthority of theWyden Act, apond wasexcavated on privateland to
providewater for irrigation, replacing anirrigationdiversion. Theomission of thegravel push-updamand
useof theditchwill aidjuvenileand adult coho salmon migration becausethefishwill remainintheEast
Fork IllinoisRiver instead of being diverted downtheirrigationditch.

Riparian Fish Habitat

Inadditiontoriparian habitat surveys, approximately 6,000 treeswereplantedinriparianareas. Ten
milesof riparian habitat werefenced and maintained.

Public Outreach

Eleven magjor presentati onswere conducted withwatershed councilsand schools.
Twofishing eventswith educational talkswerehosted.

SPECIAL STATUS AND SPECIAL
ATTENTION SPECIES

Surveys, Monitoring, Consultation, and Restoration

Surveysfor specia status(SS) and special attention (SA) speciesarebeing conducted prior toall
ground disturbing activities. Approximately 126,000 acresof pre-project clearancesurveyshavebeen
completedannually sincepublication of theresourcemanagement plan. Basdlinefungi, lichen, and bryophyte
inventorieshave been compl eted on approximately 100,000 acresonthedistrict. Four SSplantshavebeen
monitored on anannual basi sto determine popul ationtrends. Pre-proj ect surveysand monitoring have been
accomplished by apermanent botanical staff of threebotanists, onenatural resourcespeciaist, oneforestry
technician plusfour termbotanists. M ost of the pre-proj ectinventory hasbeen compl eted by botani cal
contracts. Thenumber of SSplant sitesknownto occur on publiclandswithinthedistrict at theend of
1999 arepresented by statuscategory in Table 1. Thenumber of SA plant sitesare presented by status
category inTable 2. Thereareatota of 2,197 SSsitesand 3,434 SA sites. Clustered lady’ s-dlipper
(Cypripediumfasciculatum) sitesoccur inboth categoriesasit hasboth designations.
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Tablel. Number of Sitesby Species Group for Special StatusPlant Species

Status1
Federal Federal Bureau Assessment [ Tracking
SpeciesGroup Listed Candidate Sensitive Species Species
Fungi — — — — —
Lichens — — — — —
Bryophytes — — — — —
Vascular Plants 23 64 1351 330 429
Table2. Number of Sitesby SpeciesGroup for Special Attention Plant Species
Status?2
Survey & Survey & Survey & Survey &
Protection | Manage M anage M anage M anage
SpeciesGroup Buffer Strategy 1 Strategy 2 Strategy 3 | Strategy 4
Fungi 121 221 16 506 52
Lichens 0 78 0 94 292
Bryophytes 178 60 62 28 12
Vascular Plants — 857 857 — —

Note: Some special attention speciesareincludedin morethan onestatuscategory.

No consultation hasbeeninitiated for SSplants. TheU.S. Fishand Wildlife Servicehaslisted one SS
plant species, Gentner’ sfritillary (Fritillariagentneri) asendangered. Habitat restoration hasbeen at-
tempted at one SSplant | ocation. Three conservation strategieshave been completed and two morearein
preparation.
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SPECIAL AREAS

Defensibility monitoring hasbeen ongoing onthe 34 designated special areasonthedi strict—areasof
critical environmental concern(ACEC), researchnatural areas(RNA) and environmental educationareas
(EEA). Habitat restoration hasoccurred at Jenny Creek and French Flat ACECs. Noxiousweedscontrol
hasbeen conducted at Round Top Butte, Poverty Flat, and TableRocks ACECs. Draft management plans
havebeen completed on Round Top ButteRNA. A parkinglot designisinthe planning stagesfor Upper
and Lower TableRocks. A group areakiosk isbeing planned for Upper TableRock. Environmental
assessmentsarebeing prepared for theseprojects. A signed management planisinplacefor Roughand
Ready ACEC. Restoration of oldtrail swith native plantsand construction of new trailshavebeen com-
pleted at L ower TableRock ACEC. Management plansarecurrently inadraft supplemental environmental
impact statement for Scotch Creek and Oregon Gulch RNAsand Pilot Rock and Jenny Creek ACECs.
Theseplansarepart of the Cascade/Si skiyou Ecol ogical AreaPlan. Inventoriesfor survey and managenon-
vascular plantshave been completed at Holten Creek and Lost Lake RNAS.

Statusof ACEC Management Plans

#ACEC Plans #New ACEC
#ACECsfrom | ACECPlans #ACECPlans [Previoudy Completed [Plans That Need to
RMP Writtenin FY99|That Need Revision| andCurrentin FY 99 Be Written

30 1 2 2 26
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Theprogram providesenvironmental history informationaddressingtheroleof humanbeingsinthe
evolution of thelandscape, to Resource Areaswhen requested to do sofor watershed analyses. This
informationissynthesized fromavariety of sourcesincluding reports, maps, photos, and historic documents,
and several overview studiesdoneonthissubjectinpast years. Theprogram continuesto solicit tribal
input for important projectssuch astheKlamath-1rongateand Bear Creek Watershed assessmentsandto
keep anupdatedlist of interested tribes. Public outreach and education goal swereaddressed through
variousmeansincluding: implementing an Ass stance Agreement with Notre Dame Collegeto continue
summer field school work ontheDistrict; implementing the A ss stance Agreement with Southern Oregon
University for student intern assistancein siteinventory and recording projects; collaboratingwith Southern
Oregon Historical Society to construct and promotean exhibit onthe* Archaeol ogy of the Upper Rogue’
displayed at thecounty fairs; collaborationwith Southern Oregon University in presenting aday-long
workshop onthe BLM’ sExploring Oregon’ sPast: ATeachers' Activity Guide; and participation of
District personnel inanumber of public presentationsand workshops. TheMedford District Exhibit Com-
mitteeused thetheme* SavingthePast for the Future” for boththe Jacksonand Josephine County Fairs.
Theexhibits, seenby morethan 15,000 peopleat thetwofairs, emphasized Oregonand RogueValley
history and cultural resource conservationwith exhibitsfeaturing afiberglassrock withsimulatedrock art, a
simulated archaeol ogical dig, artifactsfromvariouspartsof thestate, and afour-panel history of theRogue
Valley. All partsof theexhibit incorporated astrong anti-looting, conservation ethic.

RURAL INTERFACE AREAS

Theobjectiveof theresourcemanagement planfor rural interfaceareasisto consider theinterestsof
adjacent and nearby rural residential land ownersduring analysis, planning and monitoring activitiesoccur-
ringwithinthemanagedrural interfaceareas. Theseinterestsincludepersona healthand safety, improve-
mentsto property, and quality of life.

TheBLM managesrural interfaceareasencompass ng approximately 136,000 acreswithin one-quarter
mileof privateland zonedfor 1-5acreor 5-20 acrelotslocated throughout theM edford District.

Inthepast year, the BL M hasworked with numerouslocal residentsand groupssuch aswatershed
councils, fireprotectiongroups, areacitizengroups, and environmental coalitionstomitigateimpactsof land
management practicesthat arein closeproximity to privateresidences.

Gatesand other barricadesare used to stop unauthorized use of public roadsand dust abatement
measuresto mitigateimpactsto neighbors. TheBL M isal so attempting to reducefuel shazardson public
landsadjacent to privateproperties.
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RECREATION

TheMedford District’ sRecreation M anagement program continuesto beoneof themost diverseinthe
state. Devel oped sitesinclude campgroundsat Hyatt L ake, Tucker Flat, Elderberry Flat and anew camp-
groundat Skull Creek addedinfiscal year 1999. Day usesitesaremaintained at Gold Nugget, Elderberry
Hat, Kenny Meadows, Hyatt L ake, and a ong the Recreational Section of theRogueRiver. Interpretive
trallsand sitesaremaintained at Eight Dollar Mountain, TableRocks, Hyatt L ake, Gold Nugget, Rand
Administrative Site, and two National Register Sites, theWhisky Creek Cabin andtheRogueRiver Ranch.
Morethan 2900 school childrenand 1800 adultstook guidedinterpretivehikesonthe TableRocks. These
numbersrepresent aincreaseover past years.

Inaddition, wemaintaintwo nationally designatedtrails, TheRogue River National Recreation Trail and
thePacific Crest National ScenicTrail.

BLM administersboththecommercia and private permitsonthe47 milesof theRogueNationa Wild
and Scenic River managed by thedistrict.

For userswhoenjoy driving for pleasure, thedistrict managestwo Back Country Bywaysandthree
designated Off Highway V ehicleareas. For non-motorized cyclists, thedistrict maintainsthe 74-mile
Glendale-to-PowersBicycleRecreation Area.

Theb5,867-acre SodaM ountain Wil derness Study Areacontinuesto be managed under thenon-
impairment criteriaof thelnterim Management Policy for LandsUnder WildernessReview, pending Con-
gressional action. The SodaM ountain areawasal so proposed asaNational Conservation Areathisyear
andtheareaisbeing evaluated at thistimefor possible Presidential or Congressional designation.

Thisyear thedistrict added amid-mountainlaunch ramp and abeginner’ shill at thebaseof thed opeat
theWoodrat Mountainhangglider site.

Winter recreation use continuesto increasewith over 20 milesof cross-country ski trailsand sixty miles
of snowmobiletrailsmaintained. The TableM ountain Tubing Hill wasremode ed thisyear withtheaddition
of parking areasand thedevel opment of alonger slope.

Digpersed usethroughout thedistrict includeshunting, fishing, camping, drivingfor pleasure, horseback
riding, hang gliding, caving, shooting, mountain biking, water play, S ghtseeing, hiking, and mushroomand
berry gathering. Thetypesof usesincreaseevery year asdoestheamount of use.

Inadditiontotheseactivities, thisyear thedistrict issued approximately 150 Specia Recreation Permits
for commercial or competitiveactivities. Themgjority of thesepermitsareissued tocommercia ouitfitters
and guidesontheRogueRiver. Additional permitsareissued for coonhoundtrials, paintball wars, hunting
guides, equestrian events, bicycleevents, automobileroadraces, and OHV events.

Backlog mai ntenance projectswerecompleted againthisyear at Hyatt L ake Campground, the Table
Rocks, theRogueRiver Ranch, and Gold Nugget using Recreation Pipelinedollars. Inaddition, thePilot
FeeDemonstration program hasmadeit possibleto keep thefeescharged at recreation sitesfor useat that
site, thereby showingtheusersadirect returnfor their money.
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FOREST MANAGEMENT

TheMedford District managesapproximately 859,096 acresof land | ocated in Jackson, Josephine,
Douglas, Curry, and Cooscounties. Under the Northwest Forest Plan, approximately 191,000 acres(or 22
percent of theMedford District land base) areavail ablefor timber production. TheNorthwest Forest Plan
andtheM edford District Resource M anagement Plan providefor asustainabl etimber harvest (knownas
theAllowable Sale Quantity) of 57.1 MMBF (million board feet) annually fromMedford District adminis-
tered publiclands. Thedistrict offered 21.8 MMBF (3.69 MMCEF) infiscal year 1999.

Beginninginfiscal year 1998, al BLM timber salesweremeasured, sold and reported in volumesof
hundred cubicfeet. The cubicfoot measurement takesinto account thetaper inlogsand offersamore
accurate, consi stent measurement that accountsfor lumber, chips, and the sawdust that isproduced from
logsof all sizes. VVolumesinboardfeet will continueto bereported for informational purposes.

Infiscal year 1999, Medford District sold 5timber salesat auction and negotiated 6 sal esof minor
volume. Theval ueof thesesoldtimber saleswasover $4.6 million. Themoniesassociated with thesetimber
salesispaid asthetimber isharvested over thelifeof thecontracts, whichisgenerally threeyears. Timber
salecollectionfor fisca year 1999 from activeharvestingwas$9,876,279.76 for Oregonand California
Railroad Landsand $1,777,669.20for Public Domain Lands.

A number of harvest methodsareempl oyedintheMedford District. Theseconsist of regeneration
harvest, density management, selective, clearcut, and salvage.

Land UseAllocation Offered FY 1999 Total 1995-1999
AMA 12,090 68,811
NorthGFMA 15,177 113,783
SouthGFMA 1,338 42,172
Connectivity 1,609 9,150
Tota VolumefromASQlands 30, 214 233,916
LSRVolume 0 3,721
RiparianReservevolume 0 4,472
Hardwoodvolume 0 29
Misc. volume 335 1,363
Tota VolumeOffered 26,090 239,042
DistrictFY TargetVolume 57,075 255,478

» Datashownisforal “ Offered” timber sales, whichincluded adverti sed and negotiated saleswith
associated modifications.
» Misc. volumeincludesspecial forest productssold assawtimber.
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SPECIAL FOREST PRODUCTS

TheMedford District soldawidevariety of productsunder the Special Forest ProductsProgramin

fiscal year 1999. These sal esincluded mushrooms, mosses, Christmastrees, wood burls, plant transplants,

floral greenery and wood productssuch aspolesor fenceposts.
Therecord of decisiondoesnot haveany commitmentsfor thesaleof special forest products. The
followingtableshowsthespecial forest product salesfor fiscal year 1999 ontheMedford District.

Product Number of Contracts Quantity Sold Value
Boughs-Coniferous 120 314,070 Ibs $8,792
Burls& Miscellaneous 33 81,665 Ibs $8,239
Christmas Trees 22 771 trees $3,405
Ornamentas 1 100 $25
Edibles& Medicinds 4 1,400 |bs $40
Floral & Greenery 200 223,031 Ibs $5,952
M osses-Bryophytes 1 1,000 |bs $30
Mushrooms-Fungi 2 390 |bs $1,795
Seed & Seed Cones 3 70bushéls $95
Trangplants 3 310plants $145
Wood Products 997 650,129 cu. ft. | $15,662
Total 1,386 — $44,180
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NOXIOUS WEEDS

Contal nment and/or reduction of noxiousweedinfestationson M edford District administeredlandsin
fivecounties(Jackson, Josephine, Douglas, Coos, Curry) using anintegrated pest management approachis
criticd if nativeand natural ecosystemsaretosurvive. Currently, theMedford District isemphasi zing control
of 12 speciesof exotic plants(yellow starthistle; purpleloosestrife; puncturevine; diffuse, meadow, and
spotted knapweeds; rush skel etonweed; |eafy spurge; tansy ragwort; Canadathi stle; scotch and Spanish
broom). Thenumber of sitestargeted for treatment each year issubj ect to change, depending upon new
infestations, funding, cooperation from adjacent |landowners, and eff ectivenessof control method.

Thefollowingisapartial list of accomplishments:

1. Released 2,000Bangasternusorientalis, and 1,000Eustenopusvillosusfor yellow star

thistle; 1,000 Ceutor hynchuslitura and 1,250Urophra cardui for Canadathistlewithinthe
SodaMt. Wilderness (5,867 acres); and 500Lar i nus minutus on squarrose knapweed near
SodaMt. Wilderness.

2. Contractedwith Forest Action Committeeand Forest Servicein Cave Junctionfor manual
control of spotted knapweed, meadow knapweed, yellow starthistle, and scotch broomaong
roads, aroundthelocal highschool, alongair strip, andinmg or infestationson privatelands
(approximately 25 acres).

Sponsored the I nteragency NoxiousWeed Workshop.

Controlled yellow starthistleand knapweed onthe Rogue River with 9 studentsfrom SOU
(approximately 10 acres).

Controlled Dyer’ swoad on approximately 3acres.

Aeridly surveyed purpleloosestrifeon approximately 1,500 acres.

Handpull Dyer’ sWoad on approximately 2 acres.

Hand-pulled puncturevineon approximately 5acres.

ODA sprayed distaff thistleonapproximately 10 acres.

10. Treated approximately 2 acresof Canadathistleand diffuseand spotted knapweed at Hobson

Horn.

11. Controlled Scotch broom on approximately 5 acresin Jacksonville.

12. Contractedwith Rural Outdoor Educationtohandpull yellow starthistleand clip seedheadsof
purpleloosedtrife.

13. Designed weed bookletsin preparationfor printing.

Hw

© NGO
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WILDFIRE AND FUELS MANAGEMENT

Oregon Department of Forestry providesfireprotectionandwildland firesuppressionthrough acost
reimbursablecontract for theMedford District BLM. For the 1999 fire season the District experienced 56
wildfireswhichburned atotal of 72 acres. Of that total 41 wildfireswerelightning caused and 15 human
caused.

Althoughthenumber of firesand acresburned thisyear werelower than our 10 year average, thiswas
not anaverageyear ontheMedford Digtrict. Startingin July, theNationa FireDanger Rating System
indicesstartedtomirror two of our worst recent fireseasons (1992, 1994). Thelow acreagetotal for the
number of firesintheMedford District thisyear isdueprimarily toaproactivefireprevention effort and
aggressiveinitial attack firesuppression by the Oregon Department of Forestry.

Inall casesthesuppressi on actionswerecompl eted withintheframework of theMedford District’ s
ResourceM anagement Obj ectives.

TheDistrict treated fuel son 8,207 acresinfiscal year 1999. Of that total, the District used prescribed
burning (underburning, broadcast burning, and pileburning) on 4,880 acresof federal land. Theremaining
3,327 acreswaseither preparedfor later burning through hand piling or excavator machinepiling or the
material waschipped or crushed to reduce hazard and may beburnedinthefuture.

Theobjectiveof thedistrict hazardousfuel sreduction programisto reducethrough burning or mechani-
cal treatment availablefuel that could contributetolarge, severewildfires. TheMedford District conducts
risk (probability of afire) and hazard (severity if afirestarts) assessmentsaspart of theland management
planning process. Theseassessmentshel ptarget fuel streatmentsinthehighest risk and hazard areasand
over timeshould reducethechanceof largecatastrophicfireintheareastreated. Inorder to makethese
risk and hazard assessmentseasier and moreaccurate, the District isintheprocessof devel oping aSouth-
west Oregon area-widefuel model Geographiclnformation Systemdatalayer. Thislayerisbeingdevel -
oped onaninteragency basiswiththe USDA Forest Serviceand Oregon Department of Forestry.

Themagjority of theDistrict’ sburning continuesto be hand piles(66%). Hand pilingand burningisthe
best methodfor first entry treatment dueto thetree density and under story vegetationin prescribedfire
project areas. Thisvegetation density makesunderburning difficult or impossibleto accomplishwithout the
potential for unacceptabl eresourcedamage. Underburning densestandsal soincreasesthepossibility of
escapeduetoincreasedfuel loading and potentia for highfireintensity.

Themateria generally greater than 3inchesindiameter isnotincludedinthepiling operationandwill
remainonsitefor nutrient recycling, erosioncontrol, andwildlifehabitat retention. Theapplicationand use
of fireand fuel smanagement wascompl eted within the obj ectivesestablished for eachland all ocation under
theM edford District Resource M anagement Plan.

All prescribed burning ontheM edford Districtisdonein compliancewith the Oregon Department of
Environmenta Quality’ s(DEQ) Smoke M anagement Plan. Therewereno smokeintrusonsduetoBLM
burning during 1999. No conformity determinationsweremade under the State | mplementation Planand
Clean Air Act. Therewasno burning withinthedes gnated smokesensitive areasidentified by the Oregon
SmokeManagement Planfor the A shland/Medford Air Quality Management Areaand GrantsPassDesig-
nated Area.

TheDistrictiscontinuing thecompl etion of asmokeandair qua ity monitoring network in Southwest
Oregonwiththecooperation of USDA Forest Serviceand Oregon DEQ. TheRogueRiver NFinstalleda
sitein Ruch, Oregon, andtheMedford District will install asitein Shady Cove, Oregon, thisspring.
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ACCESS

Becausepublicand privatelandsareintermingled withinthedistrict boundary, each party must crossthe
landsof theother in order to gain accesstotheir landsand resourcessuch astimber. Throughout most of
thedistrict thishasbeen accomplished throughreci procal |ogging road rights-of-way agreementswith
neighboring privatelandowners. Theindividual agreementsand associated permits(atotal of 103onthe
district) aresubject totheregul ationswhichwerein effect when they wereexecuted or assigned. Additiond
rights-of-way have been granted for projectssuch asdriveway construction, residence utility lines, domestic
andirrigationwater pipelines, andlegal ingressand egress.

TRANSPORTATION/ROADS

TheWestern Oregon Transportation M anagement Plan wascompl etedin 1996. Oneof the stated
objectivesof theplanisto comply withthe Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives. Thefour resource
areasaredevel oping transportati on management obj ectivesaspart of thewatershed analysisprocess.
Roadinventories, watershed analyses, andindividual timber saleprojectsidentified someroadsand associ-
ated drainagefeaturesthat posed arisk to aquati c or other resourcevalues. Thoseactivitiesidentified
included:

» surfacingdirtroads

* replacingdeteriorated culverts

» replacinglogfill culverts

* replacingundersized culvertsinperennia streamsto meet 100-year flood events
Other effortsweremadeto reduceoverall road milesby closureor elimination of roads.

Thedistrict decommissioned approximately 18 milesof road throughtimber saleprojects. Another 49
milesof road wereclosed by gatesor barricades.

ENERGY AND MINERALS

TheMedford District hasmorethan 150 active mining notices. Each year weinspect about half of all
mining sitesonthedistrict. In 1999, 75 sitesthat werethemaost likely to haveimpactson other resources
wereinspected. Onesitewasplaced in noncompliancestatus.

Thedistrict continuesto sell minera materialstothepublicincluding clay, decorativerock, and quarry
rock usedfor drivewaysand roads. M ateria ssal esweremadeto businessesand privatecitizensinfiscal
year 1999.
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LAND TENURE ADJUSTMENTS

For fiscal year 2000, wewill continuetowork onthePilot Rock Exchangewith Boise Cascadeandthe
SodaM ountainexchangewith U.S. Timberlands. Theseacquisitionswill block up anareaof critical envi-
ronmental concernand the SodaM ountainWildernessStudy Area.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Thedistrict hazardousmateria scoordinator partici pated inanumber of actionsinvolvinginvestigations
and/or cleanup of reported hazardouswastesitesincluding:

»  Completingthreeenvironmental Siteassessmentsfor easement acquisitions.

» Activatingand administering theemergency responsecontract for threeincidentsand respond-
ingtofivemethlabsites.

»  Coordinatingenvironmenta testingat varioussitesfor sediments, soil, and buildingmaterials
(asbestos).

* Recoveringrefrigerant andwasteoil sand disposing of 22junk appliancesfromillegal dumping
onpubliclands.

»  Performing preliminary investigationsand carrying out appropriateactionson 28 reported
hazmatincidents.

COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION

TheMedford District partici patesinthe Southwest Oregon Provincial Executive Committee(which
includestheheadsof federal agenciesinsouthwest Oregon). Thedistrict continued aninteragency efforton
late-successi onal reserveassessmentsand worked with agenciesontheendangered speciesact consultation
processinvolving Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fishand WildlifeService, U.S. Forest Serviceand
National MarineFisheriesService. Intergovernmental tribal coordination continuesonthedistrict with many
planned projects. The Applegate A daptive M anagement Areacontinuesto beastrongfocal point for the
Bureau, theForest Service, andlocal privatelandowners.

TheMedford District continuesto meet with the Jackson County Forest Subcommitteeand environ-
mental groupsonaregular basis. I nteragency discuss onsstarted thisyear ontheRogue Basin assessment
withtheForest Service, U.S. Fishand Wildlife Service, Department of Environmental Quality andlocal
watershed councils.
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RESEARCHAND EFFECTIVENESS
MONITORING

In 1998, theM edf ord District devel oped afive-year research and monitoring plan (fiscal years1998-
2002). Thisplanwasbased on the concept that the Northwest Forest Planwould becarried outinan
adaptivemanagement framework that providesfor management changesaswelearnmorefromresearch
and monitoring results. Threeprioritieswereidentified:

a) Youngstands biodiversity (managedvs. natural),

b) Riparianreserves(structureandfunctionsto meettheAquatic Conservation Strategy objectives),
and

c) Survey and managespecies(assess ng habitatsneedsand protectionrequirements).

Somestudiesthat areunderway aredesignedto evaluatemortality ratesinlargeol dtrees, responsesof
oldtreestothinning, devel opmental patternsof old growthforestsand futuretrajectoriesof young stands.

Somestudieswoul d beretrospectivein natureto eval uateand monitor theeffectsof past management
practicesonvariousecosystems parameters, whileother studieswoul dinvolvetesting new conceptsthat
requiredisturbance(i.e., thinning, underburning, creating snagsand coursewoody debris). TheMedford
Digtrictisalsointheearly stagesof cooperating with other federal agenciesand privatelandownersin
southwest Oregonto devel op plant associ ation group mapsthat would assistinlargescal eplanning and
monitoring acrosswatershedsandlandscapes.

CADASTRAL SURVEY

Cadastral survey crewscompleted four projectsand commenced work onthreelarge projectsduring
thefiscal year 1999. A total of 68 milesof lineweresurveyed, 48 milesof federal boundarieswereposted,
and 92 survey monumentswereset. Medford cadastral survey utilized survey-gradeglobal positioning
systems(GPS) to establish control pointsontheprojectsit completed aswell asusing GPSto conduct
surveyswherepractical. Two of thesurveyswerefor timber trespasscases, threewerefor workinthe
Applegate Adaptive Management Area, and two werefor occupancy trespasscases.

Cadastral survey servesasthedistrict leadfor al level sof GPSwork—resourcegradeand survey
grade. Cadastral survey also completed work onthe Geographic Coordinate DataBasefor 23 townships.
Thecrewsconducted sitesurveysat threedifferent locations.

Cadastra survey responded to numerousquestionsfrom privatelandowners, timber companies, private
land surveyorsanddistrict personnel regarding surveying procedures, statusof surveys, andinformation
about official survey platsandfieldnotes.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT

Medford District hastwofull timeBLM rangersand, through alaw enforcement agreement withthe
counties, theservicesof adeputy sheriff fromboth Jackson and Josephine Counties. Law enforcement
effortsontheMedford District for fiscal year 1999included thefollowing:

* Participatinginoperationsat Medford District during active protestsand other demonstrations
having thepotentia for confrontation, destruction of government property, or threat to employeeor public
sefety,

* Investigating occupancy trespasscases,

 Exchanginginformationconcerningillega or plannedillegal activitiesonBLM lands,

* Regular patrolsand other ongoinginvestigations.

Casesandincidentshaveresultedinwritten warnings, citations, physical arrests, andthereferral of casesto
other agencies.

RANGELAND MANAGEMENT

TheMedford District rangel and program administersgrazingfor 70livestock operatorson 104 all ot-
ments. Thesegrazing allotmentsinclude approximately 352,313 acresof theMedford District’ s863,095
total acres. Inadditionto publiclands, grazing authorizationsmay includesevera thousand acresleased
fromprivatetimber company holdings.

Grazingisoneof themany usesof thepubliclands. Theprimary goa of thegrazing programisto
providelivestock foragewhilemaintai ning or improving rangeconditionsandriparianareas. Toensurethat
theselandsareproperly managed, the Bureau conductsmonitoring studiesto hel pthemanager determineif
resourceobjectivesarebeing met.

A portionof thegrazing feesand operational fundingisspent eachyear to maintainor compl eterange-
landimprovement projects. Theseprojectsaredesigned to benefit wildlife, fisheries, andwatershedre-
sourceswhileimproving conditionsfor livestock grazing. TheMedford District hasconducted thelong-
running Jenny Creek Riparian Enhancement Projectseach year since 1988 aspart of therangel and pro-
gram. Theseprojectshaveresultedin numerousimprovementsand enhanced riparian systemsand havebuilt
strong partnershipswithfriends, neighbors, and organi zations.

Livestock grazing regul ationswererevisedin 1995 with theimpl ementation of Rangeland Reform.
Standardsand Guidelinesfor Rangeland Heal th were compl eted for the statesof Oregonand Washingtonin
1997. Thefundamental characteristicsof rangeland health combinephysica functionandbiological hedlth
withelementsof law relatingtowater quality, and plant and animal popul ationsand communities. Assess-
mentsof rangel and healthwill becompl eted on grazing al otmentsover atenyear period.

Recent changeshaveal sotaken placeinthereview processfor grazingleaserenewal sBureauwide.
Grazingleaseswill now bereviewed prior torenewal to ensureappropriatedocumentationincompliance
withtheNationa Environmental ProtectionAct.

Anupdateof theMedford Digtrict’ sRangel and Program Summary iscurrently being completed to
summarizechangeswhich haveoccurred sincethelast update. If youwoul dlikeacopy of thisdocument
pleasecontact our officewith your nameand mailing address. All futureupdateswill bereported annually in
theMedford District Annual Program Summary.
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Fiscal Year 1999 Accomplishments

Standard and GuidelineAssessments:

* AshlandField Office: Billy Mountain Allotment 20,203; FootsCreek 20,219; Conde Creek
20,117; Grizzly 10,119

» ButteFallsField Office: Crowfoot 10,038; Devon South 10,043; Reese Creek 10,027

e GrantsPassField Office QBar X 10,310

L easerenewal shave been completedfor Q Bar X, FootsCreek, Devon South, Crowfoot, and Reese
Creek.

Allotment M onitoring: Collected utilization, trend, andriparian studieson 19 high priority alotments

Rangeland | mpr ovements: I nsectswererel eased withinthe SodaM ountain WildernessStudy Area
tobiologically assistincontrol of yellow starthistle. Inventory for Canadathi stlewascompl eted on approxi-
mately 100,000 acresonthe Conde, K eene Creek and SodaM ountain Allotments. A cattleguardwas
installedontheDead Indianallotment. A polefencewascompleted around Griffin Passspring. Part of the
holdingfield at SodaM ountainwasreconstructed. A pproximately one-half mileof fencewascompletedon
theL ake Creek Spring alotment. Onespring exclosureand onespring devel opment weremaintainedinthe
ButteFallsarea.

Seventy-four Jenny Creek Riparian V olunteerscompleted 10 projectsin 1999. Thesevolunteers
constructed fencing to protect an aspen stand andinstalled check damsto control erosiononthe
Dauenhauer Ranch; repaired fencing onandrolled up old wirehazardsand removedtrashfromtheBox O
Ranch; installed bluebird boxesand constructed apolefenceto discouragetrafficintheriparian zoneat
LittleHyatt Reservoir.
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PLANNING AND NEPA DOCUMENTS

Plan Maintenance

TheMedford District Resource M anagement Plan and Record of Decision (RMP/ROD) wasapproved
inApril 1995. Sincethen, thedistrict hasimpl emented the plan acrosstheentire spectrum of resourcesand
landusedllocations. Duringthelifeof aplan, both minor changesor refinementsand possibly major
changesbrought about by new information or policy may occur. Theplan establishesmechanismsto
respondtothesesituations. M al ntenanceactionsrespond to minor datachangesand incorporation of
activity plans. Thismaintenanceislimitedtofurther refining or documentingaprevioudy approveddecison
incorporated intheplan. Plan maintenancewill not resultin expans on of the scopeof resourceusesor
restrictionsor changetheterms, conditions, and decisionsof theapproved resource management plan.

M ai ntenanceactionsarenot cons dered aplan amendment and do not requiretheformal publicinvol vement
andinteragency coordination processundertaken for plan amendments.

Previousplan maintenance hasbeen publishedin past Medford District Annual Program Summaries.
Thefollowing additional itemshavebeenimplemented ontheMedford District aspart of theplan mainte-
nanceduringfiscal year 1999. Theseplan maintenanceitemsrepresent minor changes, refinementsor
clarificationsthat do not resultintheexpansi on of thescopeof resourceusesor restrictionsor changethe
terms, conditionsand decisionsof theapproved resourcemanagement plan.

Plan Maintenance for Fiscal Year 1999

Oregon Cultural Protocol | mplementation. I nstruction Memorandum OR-99-020 addressessome
changesin Oregon cultural resourcesprotocol . Oneaspect of cultural resource protectionremainsun-
changed. TheBLM 4till holdsthesamerespons bility and commitment for engaging tribal communications
onall projectsand programsinameani ngful manner regardlessof theproject’ sstatusrel ativetotheproto-
col.

L ynx—Survey and M anagePr otocol . | nstruction Memorandum OR-99-25 providestheprotocol
for surveyswhicharerequired withintheknown or suspected rangeof lynx. Thelynx wasidentified asa
protection buffer speci esthat foll owed theimplementati on schedul efor thesurvey and manage Component
2provision. TheRegiona Ecosystem Officeissued amemorandum (June 11, 1996) that documented the
Regiond Interagency Executive Committeedecisionto change specific provisionsregarding themanagement
of lynx inthe Standardsand Guidelinesof theNorthwest Forest Plan. Thisdecision changedthelynxinto
management under Component 3rather then Component 2. Component 3requiresextensivesurveysto
identify high-priority areasfor speciesmanagement.

Vascular Plants—Survey and M anagePr otocol . | nstruction Memorandum OR-99-26 containsthe
standard protocols(Version 2.0) for conducting surveysfor vascular plants. The protocolsarebeing
distributed asaworking versionfor use, field testing and comment in 1999. They will undergo peer review
at thesametime. Althoughtheprotocolswill likely berevised, projectssurveyed according tothese proto-
colswill beconsi dered asmeeting therequirementsof Component 2 until further notice.

Medford District—26



Changein Implementation Schedulefor Survey and M anageand Protection Buffer Species.
IM OR 99-047. OnMarch 3, 1999, the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and Forest Servicejointly
filedaFinding of No Significant I mpact and separately i ssued Plan | mpl ementation Documentation (BLM))
andaDecision Notice(Forest Service) todelay thesurvey schedulefor 32 of the Component 2 Survey and
Manageand Protection Buffer speciesfor oneyear. Thismeansthat therequirement to survey for these 32
specieshasbeen postponed from FY 1999 until FY 2000. Surveysfor thesespeciesareconsideredtobe
technically infeasibleat thistimefor any of thefollowing reasons: (1) they cannot beidentifiedinthefield; (2)
they requirespecialized expertisefor positiveidentification; or (3) multiple-year surveysarerequiredto
determinespeciesabsence.

Presently adraft Supplementa Environmental Impact Statement (SEI'S) for Amendment tothe Survey
and Manage, Protection Buffer, and Other Mitigating M easures, Standardsand Guidelineshasbeen
written. The DEIScomment period closesMarch 3,2000. Thefinal El Sisexpectedtobeavailableinlate
spring or early summer and the Record of Decision may amend portionsof theMedford RMP.

Third Year Evaluation

TheResourceManagement Plan (RMP) will beformally eval uated at theend of every third year after
implementationbegins. Fisca year 1998 wasthethirdfull year of implementation of theMedford District
RMPwhichwassignedin April 1995.

Simultaneoudy with other western Oregon BL M Didtricts, Medford District hasinitiated thecollection
of supplemental information and analysesrequiredfor evaluatingtheRMP. Theeva uationwill bebased on
theimplementation actionsand plan and project monitoring from April 1995 through September 30, 1998.
Meetingshavebeenheldinwhichkey staff and managersfromwestern Oregon districtsconsolidated and
refinedalist of internal issues. They alsodevel oped astrategy and processfor accomplishingthethirdyear
evauation.

All of thesupplemental analysesand RM P eval uationsare expected to be compl eted by the spring of
2000, whenthey will bemadeavailablefor publicreview. The State Director’ sfindingswill indicate
whether or not theWestern OregonRM P sareindividually or collectively still validfor continued manage-
ment direction or requireplan amendmentsor revisions, together with appropriateenvironmental analyses
andpublicparticipation.

AnExecutive Summary will bemailedtothesamemailinglist that recel ved thisAnnual Program Sum-
mary publication. Theindividual eval uationswill beavailableuponrequest anda soaccessible” on-lineg” at
theMedford District website, www.or.blm.gov/Medford/
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MONITORING REPORT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 1999

Introduction

Thisdocument representsthefourth monitoring report of the M edf ord District Resource M anagement
Plan (RMP) for whichtheRecord of Decisionwassignedin April 1995. Thismonitoring report compiles
theresultsof implementation monitoring of thefourth year of implementation of the Resource M anagement
Plan. Includedinthisreport arethe projectsthat took placefrom October 1998 through September 1999.
Effectivenessandvalidation monitoringwill beconductedin subsequent yearswhen projectsmatureor
proceed long enough for the questionsasked under these categoriesof monitoringto beanswered.

Background

TheBLM planning regulations (43 CFR 1610.4- 9) call for themonitoring and eval uation of resource
management plansat appropriateintervals.

Monitoringisanessential component of natural resourcemanagement becauseit providesinformation
ontherelativesuccessof management strategies. Theimplementati on of theRM Pisbeingmonitoredto
ensurethat management actions:

» follow prescribed management direction (implementation monitoring),

» meetdesired objectives(effectivenessmonitoring) and

» arebased onaccurateassumptions(validation monitoring) (see Appendix L, Record of Deci-

sion and Resource Management Plan).

Someeffectivenessmonitoring and most validation monitoring will beaccomplished by formal research.
Thenatureof thequestionsconcerning effectivenessmonitoring requiresomematuration of implemented
projectsinorder todiscernresults. Thisandvalidationmonitoring will beconducted asappropriatein
subsequentyears.

Monitoring Overview

Thismonitoring report focuseson theimplementation questionscontai nedintheResource M anagement
Plan. Themonitoring planfor the Resource M anagement PlanincorporatestheM onitoring and Evaluation
Planfor theRecord of Decisionfor theNorthwest Forest Plan.

Monitoring at multiplelevel sand scal esal ongwith coordinationwith other BLM and Forest Service
unitshasbeeninitiated throughthe Regional I nteragency Executive Council (RIEC). Attherequest of the
RIEC, theRegional Ecosystem Officestarted aregional -scal ei mplementation monitoring program. This
province-level monitoringwascompl eted for thefourth year.
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Monitoring Results and Findings

I mplementation monitoring wasbased on aprocessdevel oped by theMedford District Researchand
Monitoring Committee. ThebasiswasA ppendix L of theRMP/ROD. Questionswereseparatedintotwo

lists, thosewhichwereproject rel ated and those whichweremoregeneral and appropriately reportedinthe

Annual Program Summary or compl eted reports(copiesof thequestionsareincludedin Appendix B).
Projectswere randomly selected for monitoring for theperiod from October 1998 through September
1999. A summary of thedistrict monitoringfollows.

Summary of Number sand Typesof Projectsfor FY 1999

#Ashland | #ButteFallg#Glendale | #Grants | Total #
Project Type R.A. R.A. R.A. PassR.A. | District
Timber Sdes 1 1 2 1 5
SilvicultureProjects 1 0 2 3 6
Riparian Projects 0 0 0 0 0
FishHabitat Projects 0 1 0 0 1
WildlifeHabitat Projects 0 0 0 0 0
Prescribed Burns 0 0 0 0 0
Road Restoration/Bridge
Replacement 0 0 1 1 2
Other Projects 3 4 3 2 12

Summary of Number sand Typesof Projects Selected for Monitoring FY 1999

#Ashland | #ButteFalls|# Glendale|#GrantsPass| Total #
Project Type R.A. R.A. R.A. R.A. Digtrict
Timber Sdes 1 1 2 1 5
SilvicultureProjects 1 0 1 3 5
Riparian Projects 0 0 0 0 0
FishHabitat Projects 0 1 0 0 1
WildlifeHabitat Projects 0 0 0 0 0
Prescribed Burns 0 0 0 0 0
Road Restoration 0 0 1 1 2
Other Projects 3 3 3 2 11

Note: See Appendix A for al projectsconsidered and projectssel ected for monitoring.
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Themonitoring team consi sted of district coreteam membersand wassupplemented with areaperson-
nel. Projectsweresel ected for monitoring based on theguidelinescontainedin Appendix L of theRMP/
ROD.

TheMedford District started or completed 26 projectsfrom October 1998 through September 1999.
Theseprojectsincludedtimber sales, small salvagesales, road rights-of-way, collection of special forest
productsandtrail construction. Theprojectsweresortedinto thefollowing categories:

Timber Sdes Riparian Projects
Silviculturd Projects FishHabitat work
WildlifeHabitat Prescribed Burns
Road Restorations Other

Projectsthat required environmental assessmentsor categorical exclusonswererandomly selected for
officeandfieldreview. Appendix L generally requiresa20 percent sampleto beeval uated.

FY 19991 mplementation M onitoring Selection Categories

# # Projects
Projects | Monitored %
Selection categories from Data Base FY 99 FY 99 Monitored
Ground Digturbing Activities 22 20 90%
Projectsoccurringin Riparian Reserves 17 4 23%
Structureswithin Riparian Reserves 10 10 100%
Projectsin Late Successiona Reserves 0 0 N/A
Timber Salesinwatershedsw/ <15% L ate Successional Forest 0 0 N/A
Matrix RegenerationHarvests 3 2 66%
ProjectsinMunicipal Watersheds 0 0 N/A
Projectswithin or adjacent to Specia Areas 2 2 100%
Projectswhichincludeor areadjacent to Special habitats 5 3 60%
Projectsin VRM 1l or |1 areas 13 3 23%
ProjectsinWild & ScenicRiver Corridors 1 1 100%
ProjectsinRural Interface 15 3 20%
NoxiousWeed Project 1 1 100%
Prescribed Burn Projects 2 40%
Projectswhich required dust abatement 5 1 20%

For each proj ect sel ected, weanswered the proj ect-specific questionsincluded in Appendix B. Ques-
tionsof ageneral nature (A ppendix B, second list of questions) areaddressedinthespecific program
articlesfoundinthebeginning of thisdocument.

TheMedford Districtisdividedintofour resourceareas. Theresourcearealandscapeplannerspre-
pared answersto themonitoring questionsfor theindividual actionsbased on areview of thefilesand
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NEPA documentation. Somequestionsaskedfor informationthat requiredfieldreview of projectsbefore
they werestarted and other questionsrequiredinformation gathered after projectswerecompleted. The
district monitoring group reviewed the entiremonitoring packageand attended the necessary field trips.

TheMedford District monitoring group found ahighlevel of compliancewiththe Standardsand Guide-
lines(S& Gs) containedinthe M edford Resource M anagement Plan and the Northwest Forest Plan.

Fieldreview of thetimber salesand projectsindicated that theintent and requirementsfor the S& Gs
had been met for the sampled and compl eted sal es. Intwoinstances, areview of thedocumentation of the
projectsshowed that linkagefrom thewatershed anal ysi sto the environmental assessment could beim-
proved. Whilethelink wasthere, thegroup determinedit coul d bestrengthened.

Projectsreceivedfield visitssothat the sel ected monitoring questionscoul d beanswered or required
pre-harvest measurementstaken. Theprojectswerereviewedinthefieldfor thedifferent factorslisted
below.

Specia Attention Species Riparian Reserves Snag Retention
CoarseWoody Debris WildlifeHabitat Specia StatusSpecies
Cultural Resources NoxiousWeeds

Snags, greentreeretention, and coarsewoody debriswerefound to bereserved at thelevel sexpected
intheRMP. Riparianreservesweremeasured and foundto havethecorrect sizebuffersfor thedifferent
typeof streams. All projectswerefoundtobeinfull compliancewiththe S& Gs fromtherecord of deci-
sion. Theproject resultsandinformation onthemonitoring processisavail ableat theMedford District
Office. Asaresult of observed very high compliancewith management actionand directioninthepast three
years, noimplementati on or management adjustmentsarerecommended.

A portion of thequestionsasked inthemonitoring appendix concern projectsthat have not been
completed and which deal with pretreatment conditions. M easurementsof riparianreserves, surveysof
greentreeand snag retention, coarsewoody debrislevels, and special attention specieswerecompleted on
theprojectsinthefollowinglistand will bereviewed againwhenthe project hasbeen compl eted. Some
projectsmay takeuptothreeyearsto becompleted.

1999 Brushing Maintenance Hey Mr. Wilson Eco-Overstory Project
QuartzGulchO & C Permit Spencer Lomas
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APPENDIX A. MONITORING

Projects subjected to sampling:

Timber Sales

Spencer LomasProject Grave Creek West

Hey Mr. Wilson Eco-Overstory Removal Project

3+ 3 Forest Management Project

Silvicultural Projects

AnnosusProject GLRA Conifer Pruning

GLRA PCT/Release ScapMulchlnstallation/Maintenance
1999 Brushing Maintenance TreePlantingwithmultipletreatments

Roadsand Construction

Road Repair (ERFO) Project Marid BruinRoad Improvement

FY 1999 Road Decommissioning Spur Road Decommissioning

FY 1997 Flood Damage, road repair WilliamsWatershed Road Decommissioning
Fish Habitat |mprovement Projects

FY 1999 Culvert Replacement Fish ScreenProject

Other

TableMountain TubingHill QuartzGulchO & CPermit
GdesvilleCampground ChristmasTreeProject

TableRock Parking Lot & Trail Rough & Ready ACEC Mgmt. Plan
Hollister ROW

FY 1999 Sampled Project List ( by category)

Timber Sales

Spencer LomasProject Grave Creek West

Hey Mr. Wilson Eco-Overstory Removal Project
3+ 3Forest Management Project McCollum Creek

FlounceRock

Silvicultural Projects

AnnosusProject GLRA PCT/Release
ScapMulchlngalation/Maintenance 1999 Brushing Maintenance
TreePlantingwithmultipletreatments
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Roadsand Construction

Road Repair (ERFO) Project

FY 1999 Road Decommissioning

FY 1997 Flood Damage, road repair
Bonnie/ Riffle/ Susanroadrepair

Fish Habitat |mprovement Projects
FY 1999 Culvert Replacement

Other

TableMountain Tubing Hill
GdesvilleCampground
TableRock Parking Lot & Trail
Western Tdlecommunications
Tucker Flat Recreation Site
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APPENDIX B: Implementation Monitoring
for Fiscal Year 1999

Thefollowingtwolistsof questionshavebeen usedtorecordtheMedford District Implementation
Monitoring questionresultsfor fiscal year 1999. Thefirstlist, 1999 Project Specific RMPImplementation
Monitoring Questions, havebeen used for specific projectsfor monitoring. Completedformsfor individual
projectsareavail ablefor review at thedistrict office.

Thesecondlist, APS-Related RM P 1 mplementation M onitoring Questions, havebeen addressedinthe
text of thisAnnual Program Summary.

Medford District
1999 Project Specific RMP Implementation Monitoring Questions

Listed below are the Implementation Monitoring Requirements and Questions as described in Appendix L of the Medford
District ROD for theRMP.

All Land UseAllocations
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 225)

1 Are surveys for the species listed in Appendix C conducted before ground-disturbing activities occur?

2 Are protection buffers being provided for specific rare and locally endemic species and other species in habitats
identified in the upland forest matrix?

3 Are the sites of amphibians, mammals, bryophytes, mollusks, vascular plants, fungi, lichens, and arthropod species
listed in Appendix C being protected?

Riparian Reserves
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 226)

7A. Arewatershed analyses being completed before on-the-ground actions are initiated in Riparian Reserves?
7B.  Were the concerns identified in the watershed analysis addressed in the project’s environmental assessment?
8A. Isthewidth and integrity of the Riparian Reserves being maintained?

8B. Did the conditions that existed before management activities change in ways that are not in accordance with the
SEISROD Standards and Guidelines and RMP management direction?

10A. Aremanagement activities in Riparian Reserves consistent with SEIS ROD Standards and Guidelines?
10B. Aremanagement activitiesin Riparian Reserves consistent with RMP management direction?
10C. Are management activities in Riparian Reserves consistent with the Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives?

11A. Arenew structures and improvements in Riparian Reserves constructed to minimize the diversion of natural
hydrologic flow paths?
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11B. Do new structures and improvements reduce the amount of sediment delivery into the stream?

1C. Do new structures and improvements protect fish and wildlife populations?

11D. Do new structures and improvements accommodate the 100-year flood?

12A. Areall mining structures, support facilities, and roads located outside the riparian reserves?

12B. Arethose located within the riparian reserves meeting the objectives of the aquatic conservation strategy?

12C. Areadl solid and sanitary waste facilities excluded from riparian reserves or located, monitored, and reclaimed in
accordance with SEISROD Standards and Guidelines and RMP management direction?

Matrix
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 230)

19.  Aresuitable numbers of snags, coarse woody debris, and green trees being left following timber harvest as called
for in the SEIS ROD Standards and Guidelines and RMP management direction?

20.  Aretimber sales being designed to meet ecosystem goals for the Matrix?

21 Arelate-successional stands being retained in fifth-field watersheds in which federal forest lands have 15 percent
or less late-successional forest?

Air Quality
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page231)

23 Wereefforts madeto minimize the amount of particul ate emissionsfrom prescribed burns?

24.  Are dust abatement measures used during construction activities and on roads during BLM timber harvest
operations and other BLM commaodity hauling activities?

Soil and Water
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page232)

26. Aresite-specific Best Management Practicesidentified as applicable during interdisciplinary review carried forward
into project design and execution?

2/B. Are watershed analyses being performed prior to management activities in key watersheds?

WildlifeHabitat
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page234)

3B Aresuitable (diameter, length and numbers) of snags, coarse woody debris, and green trees being left in a manner
that meets the needs of species and provides for ecological functionsin harvested areas as called for in the SEIS
ROD Standards and Guidelines and RMP management direction?

3.  Are specid habitats being identified and protected?
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Fish Habitat
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 235)

45A.  Is documentation regarding fish species and habitat and related recommendations and decisions in light of policy
and SEIS ROD Standards and Guidelines and RM P management direction occurring?

45B. If mitigation wasrequired, was mitigation incorporated in the authorization document?

45C. Wasthe mitigation carried out as planned?

Special Status Speciesand SEI S Special Attention Speciesand Habitat
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 236)

46A. Are specia status species being addressed in deciding whether or not to go forward with forest management and
other actions?

46B. During forest management and other actions that may disturb special status species, are steps taken to adequately
mitigate disturbances?

47.  Aretheactionsidentified in plans to recover species and the requirements and recommendations in the biological
opinion being implemented in atimely manner?

Special Areas
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page238)

53A. Are BLM actions and BLM authorized actions/uses near or within special areas consistent with RMP objectives
and management direction for special areas?

53B. If mitigation wasrequired, wasit incorporated in the authorization document?

53C. If mitigation was required, wasit carried out as planned?

Cultural Resour cesincludingAmerican Indian Values
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page239)

60A. Are cultural resources being addressed in deciding whether or not to go forward with forest management and other
actions?

60B. During forest management and other actions that may disturb cultural resources, are steps taken to adequately
mitigate?

Visual Resour ces
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 240)

64.  Arevisual resource design features and mitigation methods being followed during timber sales and other substan
tial actionsin Class|l and 111 areas?

Wild and ScenicRivers
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page241)

65. AreBLM actionsand BLM authorized actions consistent with protection of the ORV's of designated, suitable, and
eligible, but not studied, rivers?
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Rural Interface Areas
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page242)

67.  Aredesign features and mitigation measures devel oped and implemented to avoid/minimize impactsto health, life,

property, and qudity of life and to minimize the possibility of conflicts between private and federal land manage
ment?

Noxious Weeds

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page247)

76.  Are noxious weed control methods compatible with Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives?
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Medford District
APS-Related RMP Implementation Monitoring Questions

Thislist of questionsareaddressedinthetext of thisAnnual Program Summary.

All Land UseAllocations

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 225)

Are the sites of amphibians, mammals, bryophytes, mollusks, vascular plants, fungi, lichens, and arthropod species
listed in Appendix C being surveyed as directed in the SEIS ROD?

Are high priority sites for species management being identified?

Are general regional surveys being conducted to acquire additional information and to determine necessary levels
of protection for arthropods and fungi species that were not classed as rare and endemic, bryophytes, and lichens?

Riparian Reserves

9A.

9B.

13A.

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 226)

What silvicultural practices are being applied to control stocking, reestablish and manage stands, and acquire
desired vegetation characteristics needed to attain Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives?

Are management actions creating a situation where riparian reserves are made more susceptible to fire?

Are new recreation facilities within the Riparian Reserves designed to meet, and where practicable, contribute to
Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives?

Are mitigation measuresinitiated where existing recreation facilities are not meeting Aquatic Conservation Strategy
objectives?

L ate Successional Reserves

14.

15A.

16.

17.

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page228)
What is the status of the preparation of assessments and fire plans for Late-Successional Reserves?

What activities were conducted or authorized within Late-Successional Reserves and how were they compatible
with the objectives of the Late-Successional Reserve Assessment?

Were the activities consistent with SEIS ROD Standards and Guidelines, with RM P management direction, and
Regional Ecosystem Office review requirements, and the Late-Successional Reserve assessment?

What is the status of development and implementation of plans to eliminate or control nonnative species which
adversely impact late-successional objectives?

What land acquisitions occurred, or are under way, to improve the area, distribution, and quality of late-
successiona reserves?
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AdaptiveM anagement Areas

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page229)

18A. Are the adaptive management area (AMA) plans being developed?

18B. Do the AMA plans establish future desired conditions?

Matrix
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 230)

22, What is the age and type of the harvested stands?

Air Quality
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page231)

25A. Are conformity determinations being prepared prior to activities which may: contribute to a new violation of the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards, increase the frequency or severity of an existing violation, or delay the
timely attainment of a standard?

25B. Has and interagency monitoring grid been established in southwestern Oregon?

Soil and Water
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page232)

27A. What watershed analyses have been or are being performed?

28  Inwatersheds where municipa providers have agreements, have the agreements been checked to determine if the
terms and conditions have been met?

2.  What isthe status of identification of instream flow needs for the maintenance of channel conditions, aquatic
habitat, and riparian resources?

30.  What watershed restoration projects are being developed and implemented?

3L  What fud treatment and fire suppression strategies have been developed to meet Aquatic Conservation Strategy
objectives?

32 What isthe status of development of road or transportation management plans to meet Aquatic Conservation
Strategy objectives?

33 What isthe status of preparation of criteria and standards which govern the operation, maintenance, and design
for the construction and reconstruction of roads?

HAA. What is the status of the reconstruction of roads and associated drainage features identified in watershed analysis
as posing a substantial risk?

HB. What isthe status of closure or elimination of roads to further Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives and to
reduce the overal road mileage within Key Watersheds?

3HAC. If funding isinsufficient to implement road mileage reductions, are construction and authorizations through

discretionary permits denied to prevent a net increase in road mileage in Key Watersheds?
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3H. What isthe status of reviews of ongoing research in Key Watersheds to ensure that significant risk to the
watershed does not exist?

36A. What isthe status of evaluation of recreation, interpretive, and user-enhancement activities/facilities to determine
their effects on the watershed?

36B. What isthe status of eliminating or relocating these activities/facilities when found to be in conflict with Aquatic
Conservation Strategy objectives?

37A. What is the status of cooperation with other agencies in the development of watershed-based Research Manage
ment Plans and other cooperative agreements to meet Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives?

37/B. What isthe status of cooperation with other agencies to identify and eliminate wild ungulate impacts which are
inconsistent with attainment of Aquatic Conservation Strategy objectives?

WildlifeHabitat
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page234)

40.  What isthe status of designing and implementing wildlife habitat restoration projects?

41.  What isthe status of designing and constructing wildlife interpretive and other user-enhancement facilities?

Fish Habitat
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 235)

42.  Are at-risk fish species and stocks being identified?

43.  Arefish habitat restoration and enhancement activities being designed and implemented which contribute to
attainment of aquatic conservation strategy objectives?

44.  Are potential adverse impacts to fish habitat and fish stocks being identified?

Special Status Speciesand SEI S Special Attention Speciesand Habitat

5L

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 236)
What coordination with other agencies has occurred in the management of special status species?

What land acquisitions occurred or are underway to facilitate the management and recovery of specia status
species?

What site-specific plans for the recovery of specia status species were, or are being, developed?

What is the status of analysis which ascertains species requirements or enhances the recovery or survival of a
species?

What is the status of efforts to maintain or restore the community structure, species composition, and ecological
processes of specia status plant and animal habitat?
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Special Areas

50,

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page238)

What isthe status of the preparation, revision, and implementation of ACEC management plans?

Are interpretive programs and recreation uses being developed and encouraged in ONAS?

Are the outstanding values of the ONAs being protected from damage?

What environmental education and research initiatives and programs are occurring in the RNAs and EEAS?

Are existing BLM actions and BLM authorized actions and uses not consistent with management direction for
specia areas being eliminated or relocated?

Are actions being identified which are needed to maintain or restore the important values of the special areas?
Are the actions being implemented?

Are protection buffers being provided for specific rare and locally endemic species and other species in habitats
identifiedinthe SEISROD?

Cultural Resour ceslncludingAmerican Indian Values

6L

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page239)

What mechanisms have been developed to describe past landscapes and the role of humans in shaping those
landscapes?

What efforts are being made to work with American Indian groups to accomplish cultural resource objectives and
achieve goals outlined in existing memoranda of understanding and to develop additional memoranda as needs
arise?

What public education and interpretive programs were devel oped to promote the appreciation of cultural re
sources?

Wild and ScenicRivers

66A.

66B.

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page241)
Are existing plans being revised to conform to aquatic conservation strategy objectives?

Are revised plans being implemented?

Socioeconomic Conditions

70.

(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 243)

What strategies and programs have been devel oped, through coordination with state and local governments, to
support local economies and enhance local communities?

Are RMP implementation strategies being identified that support local economies?

What is the status of planning and developing amenities (such as recreation and wildlife viewing facilities) that
enhancelocal communities?
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Recreation
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 244)

7L What isthe status of the development and implementation of recreation plans?

Timber Resour ces
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 245)

72. By land-use alocation, how do timber sale volumes, harvested acres, and the age and type of regeneration harvest
stands compare to the projections in the SEIS ROD Standards and Guidelines and RM P management objectives?

73. Werethesilvicultural (e.g., planting with genetically selected stock, fertilization, release, and thinning) and forest
health practices anticipated in the calculation of the expected sale quantity implemented?

Special Forest Products
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page 246)

I mplementation Monitoring

74.  Isthe sustainability and protection of special forest product resources ensured prior to selling special forest
products?

75 What isthe status of the development and implementation of specific guidelines for the management of individual
specia forest products?

Fire/FuelsM anagement
(RMP/ROD, Appendix L, page247)

77.  What isthe status of the preparation and implementation of fire management plans for Late-Successional Reserves
and Adaptive Management Areas?

78.  Have additiona analysis and planning been completed to alow some natural fires to burn under prescribed
conditions?

79. Do wildfire suppression plans emphasize maintaining late-successional habitat?
8. Havefire management plans been completed for all at risk late successional areas?

8L  What isthe status of the interdisciplinary team preparation and implementation of regional fire management plans
which include fuel hazard reduction plans?
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APPENDIX C. SUMMARY OF ONGOING
PLANS AND ANALYSES

Hellgate Segment, Wild and Scenic River Plan EIS

TheMedford Digtrictisrevisingitsriver planfor the27-mileHellgate Recreation Areaof theNational
Wildand Scenic RogueRiver. TheHellgate Recreation Areabeginsat the confluenceof the Applegate
River andtheRogueRiver and proceedsdownstreamto Grave Creek. TheHellgate Recreation Manage-
ment Plan/Draft Environmental Statementisscheduledfor apublicreview periodinfiscal year 2000.

Integrated Pest Management

Presently an Environmental Impact Statement isbeing devel oped for the seed orchardsof four Western
Oregondigtricts. Thelntegrated Pest Management Plan (IPM) isneeded primarily becauseof asignificant
lossof seed to coneinsectsand other pests. | nsecticide useand other alternativeswould beconsideredto
control thepests. Theplanwould only apply to |PM activitieswithin the seed orchardsthemselves. If we
decideto proceedwiththelPM plans, formal identificationtothepublicwill bemade. If youhaveques-
tionsabout theplan, pleasecontact theappropriateorchard manager. IntheMedford District, call Harvey
Koester, 541-618-2200.

Modifications being considered for Survey and Manage
and Protection Buffer Guidelines

OnNovember 15, 1998, the Forest Serviceand Bureau of Land Management (the Agencies) fileda
Noticeof Intentinthe Federal Register to preparean Environmental Impact Statement (EI'S) for survey and
manage species. During thefour yearssincethe Record of Decision (ROD) waspublished, the Agencies
haveacquired considerabl einformati on about speciesabundanceand survey feasi bility that prompted
cons deration of adjustmentsto the survey and manageand protection buffer provisions. TheAgenciesare
devel oping and considering alternativesfor aprocessto revisethe survey and manageand protection buffer
standardsand guidelinesin order toincreasetheefficiency and cons stency of thesemitigation measures.

TheNorthwest Forest Plan stated that the standardsand gui delinesmust havetheflexibility to adapt and
respond to new information, and that an adapti ve management processwoul d beimplementedto maximize
thebenefitsand efficiency of thestandardsand guidelines(ROD, pp. E-12-E-13). Asstated intheNorth-
west Forest Plan, our goal isto continuethecurrent survey and managestrategy on Federal lands—a
combination of managing known sitesandincreasing our informati on basethrough surveys—but tomakethe
processmoreefficient and consstent.

A draft El Swasprepared and wasavailablefor public comment through March 3, 2000. A final EIS
will beprepared and, at thistime, thedecisionregarding thisactionisexpected in thesummer of 2000.
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APPENDIX D: ACRONYMS AND
ABBREVIATIONS

ACEC - Areaof Critical Environmental Concern

AMA - AdaptiveManagementArea

ASQ - AllowableSdeQuantity

BLM - Bureauof Land Management

CBWR - CoosBay WagonRoad

CCF - Hundredcubicfeet

CFR - Codeof Federal Regulations

DEQ - Department of Environmental Qudity

EEA - Environmenta EducationArea

FY - Fiscal Year

GCDB - Geographic CoordinatesDataBase

GFMA - Genera Forest Management Area

GIS - Geographiclnformation System

GPS - Globa Pogtioning System

LSF - LateSuccessiona Forest

LSR - Late-Successond Reserve

MBF - Thousandboardfeet

MMBF - Millionboardfeet

MOU - Memorandumof Understanding

NFP - Northwest Forest Plan

0&C - OregonandCaliforniaRevestedLands

ODEQ - Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

ODFW - OregonDepartment of FishandWildlife

OSHA - Occupationa Safety andHealth Administration

Oosu - OregonStateUniversity

PD - PublicDomainLands

PILT - PaymentinLieuof Taxes

PL - PublicLaw

REO - Regiond Ecosystem Office

RIEC - Regiond Interagency ExecutiveCommittee

RMP - ResourceManagement Plan

RMP/ROD - TheMedfordDistrict Resource Management Plan and Record of
Decison

RNA - ResearchNatural Area

ROD - Recordof Decision

SA - Special Attention Species

X G - Standardsand Guiddlines

SS - Specia StatusSpecies

USFS - U.S Forest Service
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APPENDIX E. DEFINITIONS

AMA-AdaptiveM anagement Area—theMedford District’ sApplegate AMA ismanagedtorestoreand
maintai nlate-successi onal forest habitat whil edevel oping andtesting management approachestoachievethe
desired economic and other socia objectives.

anadr omousfish—Fishthat arebornandreared infresh water, movetotheoceanto grow and mature,
andreturntofreshwater toreproduce, e.g., salmon, steel head and shad.

Areaof Critical Environmental Concer n (ACEC)—Anareaof BLM administeredlandswherespecia
management attentionisneededto protect and prevent irreparabledamagetoimportant historic, cultural or
scenicvaues, fishandwildliferesources, or other natural systemsor processes; or to protect lifeand
providesafety fromnatural hazards.

candidate species—Plant and animal taxaconsi dered for possibleadditiontotheL ist of Endangered and
Threatened Species. Thesearetaxafor whichtheFishand Wildlife Servicehasonfilesufficientinformation
onbiological vulnerability and threat(s) to support issuance of aproposal tolist, but i ssuance of aproposed
ruleiscurrently precluded by higher priority listing actions.

fifth field water shed—A watershed sizedesignation of approximately 20-200 squaremilesinsize.

fiscal year—Thefederal financial year. Itisaperiod of timefrom October 1 of oneyear to September 31
of thefollowing year.

hazar dousmaterials—Anythingthat posesasubstantive present or potential hazardto human healthor
theenvironment whenimproperly treated, stored, transported, disposed of or otherwisemanaged.

iter ation—Something said or performed again; repeated.
latesuccessional r eser ve—A forestinitsmatureand/or ol d-growth stagesthat hasbeenreserved
lay down fence—A fencecapabl e of being put downinwinter toallow lessdamagefromwinter weather.

matrix land—Federal land outsideof reservesand specia management areaswhichwill beavailablefor
timber harvestatvaryinglevels.

noxiousplant/weed—A plant specified by law asbeing especialy undesirable, troublesome, and difficult
tocontrol.

precommer cial thinning—T hepracticeof removing someof thetreeslessthan merchantablesizefroma
stand sothat remaining treeswill grow faster.

prescribed fire—A fireburning under specified conditionsthat will accomplish certain planned objectives.
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r efugia—L ocationsand habitatsthat support popul ationsof organismsthat arelimitedto small fragmentsof
their previousgeographicranges.

Regional I nter agency Executive Council—A senior regional interagency entity which assuresthe
prompt, coordinated, successful implementation at theregional leve of theforest management plan stan-
dardsand guidelines.

resear ch natur al aree—Anareathat containsnatural resourceval uesof scientificinterest andismanaged
primarily for research and educational purposes.

Resour ceM anagement Plan—A land useplan prepared by theBL M under current regulationsin
accordancewiththeFederal Land Policy and Management Act.

riparianreser ves—Designated riparian areasfound outsidelate success onal reserves.

SEI SSpecial Attention Species—A termwhichincorporatesthe® Survey and Manage” and*“ Protection
Buffer” speciesfromtheNorthwest Forest Plan.

slvicultural prescription—A detailed plan, usualy written by aforest slviculturigt, for controllingthe
establishment, composition, congtitution, andgrowth of forest stands.

siteindex—A measureof forest productivity expressed astheheight of thetallest treesinastand at an
index age.

steprepar ation—Any actiontakeninconjunctionwithareforestation effort (natural or artificial) to
createan environment that isfavorablefor survival of suitabletreesduringthefirst growing season. This
environment can becreated by atering ground cover, soil or micrositeconditions, using biological, mechani-
cal, or manual clearing, prescribed burns, herbi cidesor acombination of methods.

Special Status Species—Plant or animal speciesinany of thefollowing categories
* Threatened or Endangered Species
* Proposed Threatened or Endangered Species
* Candidate Species
* State-listed Species
* Bureau Sengitive Species
* Bureau A ssessment Species

stream mile—A linear mileof stream.
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