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As the Nation’s principal
conservation agency, the Department
of the Interior has responsibility for
most of our nationally owned public
lands and natural resources. This
includes fostering the wisest use
of our land and water resources,
protecting our fish and wildlife,
preserving the environmental and
cultural values of our national
parks and historical places, and
providing for the enjoyment of life
through outdoor recreation. The
Department assesses our energy
and mineral resources and works to
assure that their development is in
the best interest of all our people.
The Department also has a major
responsibility for American Indian
reservation communities and for
people who live in Island Territories
under U.S. administration.
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Purpose of the

Analysis of the
Management s
Situation I

How the Analysis of the Management
How the Analysis of the  Situation Fits Within the Overall
Management Situation  Resource Management Plan Process
Accomplishes Its

Purpose
- General Description of Planning
Area, Resources and Programs
N Planning Area Description

*Other very important information used in developing
alternatives is the information received from the public
during scoping.

public land.
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Relationship of the Planning Area to the

Northwest Forest Plan

e The Northwest Forest Plan
covers approximately 24
million acres of federal
forest lands in the Pacific
Northwest
products.

BLM lands in Western
Oregon cover 2.5 million
acres

Q’L

Washington

Oregon

|
Plan Boundary

NWFP Boundary

EOther Feds ~ EBLM | |
Matrix |

Adaptive Mgt Areas I:I

Riparian Reserves |

Administratively
Withdrawn

Reserves (LSR,

Managed LSR,

Congressional)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
\_ Millions of Acres

Figure 2- Northwest Forest Plan Land Use Allocations
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Forest Plan
(NWER)
area

and the
Western
Oregon
Plan
Revisions
area

90.1 to 100

Figure 3- Percent of BLM Lands Reserved by Fifth-Field Watershed
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Map 1: Burcau of Land Management Lands in Western Oregon
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Interstate Highway
——— Other Highway

=== Bl M Administrative Boundary
[ BLM Administered Land

B Northwest Forest Plan
(NWFP) Reserve Network
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Map 2: Northwest Forest Plan Forest Reserve Network in Western Oregon
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84%

Oregon and California

Public Domain
16% )

Railroad (0&C) Lands N
and Public Domain

Lands

Oregon.

Table | - Legal Status of BLM-administered Lands in Western Oregon (Acres)

O&C and Coos Bay

District Wagon Road Lands Public Domain Acquired*
Salem 349,300 51,600 2,100 403,000
Eugene 304,200 10,500 400 315,100
Coos Bay 279,400 41,800 1,500 322,600
Roseburg 406,500 19,800 0 426,300
Medford 764,900 96,100 4,800 865,800
Klamath Falls 46,900 174,800 3,200 224,900
Total 2,151,200 394,600 12,000 2,557,700

Act.
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The Oregon and California Railroad
grant lands, commonly called the
O&C lands, came into existence
shortly after the Civil War. In 1866,
Congress authorized specific

lands in the State of Oregon for

the construction of a railroad from
Portland, Oregon, southward to

the California border near Ashland.
Once the railroad was built, some
of the lands were to be sold to

the public, allowing the railroads

to recoup their investment costs.
After the railroad companies
violated the rules governing

how the lands were to be sold, . —
Congress passed the O&C s
Revestment Act in 1916. This law
returned the 2.9 million acres of
unsold O&C grant lands in Oregon
to Federal ownership. Active
Federal management of the Oregon
O&C lands began with the passage
of the O&C Act of August 28, 1937.
This law provides the authority for
management of O&C lands along
with Coos Bay Wagon Road lands.

agency.

administered lands.

Appeals.

Land Ownership Patterns, Data, and
Natural Resource Management

areas.
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blocks (Figure 6).

Figure B - Ownership as a Watershed Proportion in the Planning Area
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Zero Forest Service Ownership
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I 33-66%
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BLM Ownership
by Watershed Class

Percent Ownership

Figure 7 - Proportion of Major
Ownership Classes in the
Planning Area

~
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Current Management Direction

Relevant Plans and
Amendments

guidelines
» Salem District

+ Medford District o
Management Decisions

direction.

the six RMPs.
Objectives = land use allocations + management direction
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harvest.

the matrix.

air quality

fish habitat
cultural resources
wilderness
recreation

access

noxious weeds

plans provide:
+ objectives
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water and soils

visual resources
rural interface areas
timber resources
land tenure
withdrawals
hazardous materials

wildlife habitat
special areas

wild & scenic rivers
socio-economic

rights of way
roads
fire/fuels

Oregon.

land use plans.

Geographic Information
Systems and Data

before.

technology

revision

Background of Western Oregon
Geographic Information Systems

by hand.



KeyiGindings

Following are key findings of the analysis of the management situation
related to the preliminary issues identified in the preparation plan. They
are drawn from the key points found in chapter two. These findings are
highlighted because they are likely to be important considerations in the
development of alternatives for the RMP revision.

» Disturbance is essential to how forest ecosystems function. In the
absence of natural fire as a disturbance agent, management activities
can be designed to partially serve as a surrogate for natural disturbance
and change.

» Fire exclusion or passive management results in larger, more severe,
and more costly fires.

* Most old-growth forests on BLM lands in western Oregon developed
under low and highly variable densities. Young managed forest stands
are unlikely to develop similar structure to existing old-growth stands
without further management or natural disturbance.

* Thinning can speed development of old-growth forest structure.

* Implementation of silvicultural treatments during the proper phase
of forest stand development is critical for attainment of management
objectives at the least economic cost.

» Management actions designed to avoid short-term impacts
are often unlikely to achieve long-term ecological objectives.

» Choices made in the plan revisions could substantially affect the level
of timber harvest and associated contribution to economies in western
Oregon.

» Litigation remains a substantial influence affecting the attainment
of the timber harvest anticipated under the Northwest Forest Plan,
particularly harvest of older timber and fire salvage.

* Rare plant species are not evenly distributed across the landscape.
“Hotspots” are areas of high special status species richness and
density. These areas provide opportunities to develop focused
management strategies.

* BLM’s ability to influence outcomes for forest health, wildlife and
fisheries habitat, and watershed function varies with ownership
patterns, percent ownership, and location of BLM lands in the
landscape.

» Although the BLM does not manage the majority of habitat along
streams with listed fish, the BLM can target limiting habitat factors for
fish populations.

» The RMP revision should be coordinated with recovery plans for
threatened and endangered species.

» Existing Riparian Reserves include areas that do not significantly
contribute to water quality or flow protection or processes.

» Management direction for off-highway vehicle designations on certain

BLM lands in western Oregon needs to be modified to meet the
challenges presented by increasing off-highway vehicle use.
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Figure 8 - Four Representative Fifth Field Watersheds
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Key Points

&

848

Ecology of Western
ﬂmgoﬁ LM Forests|
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Map 3: Forest Vegetation Types in the Planning Area
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Current Condition and
Context

Disturbance is essential to how
forest ecosystems function.

Figure 9 -Percent BLM administered land by

Management strategies designed
to restore ecological functions

need to reflect the ecological variation among the
physiographic provinces.

Figure 10 - Physiographic Provinces in the

Physiographic Province Planning Area
4 Y N
Willamette Valley East Cascades
1% 9%
Klamath Mountains
32%
West Cascades
27%
Coast Range
31%

. Klamnath

dEast Cascades B West Cascades OCoast Range

OKlamath Mountains B Willamette Valley Mountains
\ AN J
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The historic landscape was not all old-growth forest
(200 years+)*.

at any one time.
{ ]

o Management strategies
Historically, an average of apprximatel half of the Ian- dESignEd tl] PEStI]l‘B I]|d gl‘I]Wth
scape was old-growth at any one time. about 50% of the on WEStEFn DFEQI]H BLM Ia“ds
entire forested S .
must mimic the conditions
under which the old growth
. developed.

o amount of old-

100%. forest structure.

*The use of 200 years+ is an approximation used for discussion and modeling purposes.
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Figure 1l - Proportion Fifth Field
Watersheds as Late Successional
Forests (80+yrs)

Percent Medium and
Large Older Forest
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No Data

Oregon.

Most old growth forests on BLM
lands, such as this stand in the Wolf
Creek Watershed in the Eugene
District, developed under low and
highly variable densities.

Landscape context is an important
aspect of managing ecosystem
function.

Percent Young Forest
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¢ T‘ Figure 12 - Proportion of Fifth
f Field Watersheds as Young
g Forests
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tion.

network.

A tpic
growth amongst younger stands and intensively-managed industry
lands.

Management Opportunities

Effects of density management on stand structure and
ecosystem function.

habitat.

This 65-year old stand exhibits the homogeneos structure and high
risk of catastrophic disturbance that will be typical of existing young
managed stands without active management.
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Protection from disturbance is sometimes This 65-year-old stand was thinned to low density and variable spacing
CI]I.II'ItEl'l]FI]dI.IEtiVE resulting in more complex stand structure.

objectives.

scale.

Prescribed fire can be used to manage fuel
loads and plant and animal habitats.
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Increased temperatures resulting from
climate change will have some effects

on plant community distribution. These
anticipated effects could be incorporated
into forest and fuels management
strategies. However, uncertainty about

prenipitatiun changes makes effects on Areas of Relative Ecological Importance to Guide Land Uses and
hydrology and fisheries too speculative I BT
for analysis.

Differential role of hardwood and conifer riparian stands

population.

Hardwoods along stream reach.

precipitation.
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Key Points
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Current Conditions and
Context

little growth.

declined.

services sectors.

cases.

Table 2 - Percent Changes for Population, Employment and Average Earnings

Manufacturing

_ Population % Employment % Employment (incl. forest Services & Prof. % {)\verage Earnings’
Location :::;ggg from 1970 :::;ggg from 1970 products) % change from :::gr(;gg from 1970 tﬁ g(l)l(';aznge from 1970
1970 to 2000

OREGON 63% 128% 44% 177% 8%
Benton 45% 164% 194% 225% 7%
Clackamas 103% 289% 111% 450% 7%
Columbia 51% 97% -9% 195% -10%
Coos 10% 38% -56% 83% -18%
Curry 61% 107% -44% N/A -22%
Douglas 39% 85% -3% 157% -15%
Jackson 90% 188% 62% 266% -0.2%
Josephine 109% 169% 41% 243% -18%
Klamath 27% 46% -3% 85% -10%
Lane 49% 120% 33% 172% -6%
Lincoln 71% 138% -13% N/A -“11%
Linn 42% 82% 17% 141% 2%
Marion 87% 145% 98% 191% 10%
Multhomah 19% 68% 4% 86% 19%
Polk 75% 117% 4% 199% -14%
Tillamook 34% 76% -9% 147% -5%
Washington 180% 437% 213% 727% 36%

Sources: Economic Profile System at www.Sonoran.org and Census data at www.census.gov

In some cases changes between 1970 and 2000 are the focus due to data limitations. Changes over the life of the plan (1995 to 2002) will be used
where data is available.

*Average earnings adjusted for inflation
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Figure 13 - Percent Population Change from
1970 to 2000

Change 1970 - 2000
Change Below Average

(Less than -1 Standard Deviations)
Average Change
Change Above Average (1 to 2 SDs)
(Figure 13). Change Above Average (2 to 3 SDs)

Change Above Average (Greater than 3 SDs)

JRRULUT

Bay district. No Data

Figure 14 - Percent Employment
Change from 1970 to 2000

(Figure 15).

declined.

that pay higher.
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Figure 17 - Manufacturing
Employment Change from 1970
to 2000

Timber

products.

timber resource.

Figure 16 - Services and Professional
Employment Change from 1970 to 2000

J.- 1988.
L-
'
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Decrease in Timber Harvest in MBF
{Thousand Board Feet)
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Figure 19 - Percentage Change in Wood Products Employment
from 1990 to 1994
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Figure 20 - Western Oregon Sawlog Consumption for Lumber and Plywood Mills

( R
Western Oregon Lumber and Plywood Consumption
1970 - 2003
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\_ /) May 2005
Exports Figure 21 - Timber Exports and Imports in Planning Area,
1990-2000.
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and Economics).

Source: “Northwest Forest Plan: the first ten years. Rural Communities and
Economics.”

"The information on shifts in log export and import is based on data from the Seattle
and Snake-Columbia Customs Districts (Warren 2004). Since the export and import
data generally covers the entire Pacific Northwest, values were reduced by ten
percent which is the ratio of eastside harvests in Oregon and Washington to total
harvest in these states.
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Allowable Sale Quantity

» Lawsuits.

b4 T ‘_r.'- ST :"_ "-a
o = A S0 S, e
0.0 R RIS

Jobs and Income

Figure 22 - Projected Versus Actual Volume by BLM Districts 1995-2002
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Source: Eighth-year Evaluation Reports
Lumber and Wood-Related
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Other Employment

$1.00.*

*Note: Above statistics are based on calculations
provided in the 2005 report: “Northwest Forest
Plan: the First ten Years, Rural Communities and

Economics”.
restorative efforts.
industries.

2001.
Economics).

Figure 23 - Oregon Forest Sector Employment
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timber.

administered lands.

lower.

in revenue shortfall.

Payments to Counties

payments.
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Figure 24 - Oregon and California Railroad and Coos Bay Wagon Road
Payments to Plan area counties.*

Payments in Lieu
of Taxes
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*BLM data without guarantees were only reported
until 1995 (Northwest Forest Plan: the First Ten
Years. Rural Communities and Economics).

Owl guarantee payments are those payment
compensated to counties to supplement reduced
timber receipts, and include safety net payments,
and Secure Rural Schools Self Determination Act
payments.

Figure 23 - Federal Lands-related Payments (1393) to Counties as a
Percentage of County Expenditures (1991-1992)

O&C Payments as a Percentage

l:l Less than 0.1%
[ ] 0.1% 10 4.9%

[ ] 50%1t09.9%
B 10.0% to 20.0%

of County Expenditures (1991 - 1992)

Management
Opportunities

communities.
» Timber Harvest.

levels.

appropriate.
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Key Points

&

western Oregon.

&>

&>
salvage.

&>
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Current Condition and
Context

office.

partial harvest.

planning process.

quantity.

Figure 26 - Forested Acres by District

4 Coos Bay, R
Salem, 373.5 308.0
Eugene, 300.5
Roseburg,
292.6 Klamath Falls,
47.5
\_ Medford, 778.2 )
Figure 27 - BLM Sales over the Last Five Decades
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Figure 28 - Age Class Distribution by District
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Figure 29 - Acres of Matrix, Adaptive Management Areas and
Reserves by District
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Figure 30 - Sale Offerings Challenged by Fiscal Year
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Harvest Results and Sale Levels

Year Evaluation.

Figure 31 - Volumes Offered by Year and Type of Sale
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Figure 32 - Acres Sold from 1995 to 2004 Relative to 10-year
Projections
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Harvest levels actually completed

lower harvest levels.

Figure 33 - Volumes Offered Versus Harvested by

Fiscal Year
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Figure 34 - Acres of Stands (80 and less) by
10-year Age Class (1992)
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Key Points
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Current Condition and
Context

Silvicuftural Systems Silvicultural Practices

A

regen- subcategories:
eration or reproduction timber harvest « Reforestation

artificial (planting or
seeding), hatural,

O pruning

o fertilization
O
O

Figure 33 - Influence of Regeneration Harvest Practices on Future
Stand Structure

(" Regeneration Harvest Type is the Dominant Influence on )
Future Stand Structure

reserves.

Accomplishments
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planting.

Reforestation

such as wildfire.

Figure 36 - BLM Silvicultural Practices Accomplishments as
Percent of Planned FY 1996 - FY 2004
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plan revision.

Maintenance and Protection

Growth & Value Enhancement

event.

Precommercial Thinning and Release

of the treatment.

reserves.

Pruning

purposes.

fuels.

Pruning in young stands
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Fertilization

production.

Brushfield Conversion

Commercial Thinning & Density Management

andd

management).

in the reserves.
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mortality.

Density management.

Commercial thinning.

is timber harvest




Regeneration Harvest

condition.

seeding.

harvest.
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Regeneration harvest with leave tree.

Trends and Forecasts

Reforestation

Growth and Value Enhancement
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thinned.

Management
Opportunities

last ten years.

successional stands.

allocation goals.

done.
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i+ Figure 37 - Number of Special Status Plant/
EUI"I"EI'It Eﬂﬂdltlﬂns ﬂl'ld Fungi Species by Status in 1994 and 2004 .
Context — ~

300

Special Status Species

250

Number of Species
=N N
2. =3
o o

=
=)
t=)

50

1994 2004 1994 2004 1994 2004
Federal Status State Status Bureau Status

. J
*The decrease in the Federal Status category between 1994 and 2004 is attributed to removal
of 76 federal candidate species

37).

categories:

species.

Federally Listed Species

Gentner’s fritillary.
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Federally Listed Species
Suspected on BLM lands

macdonaldiana)

applegatei)

individuals.

Bureau Sensitive and
Assessment Species

Kincaid’s Lupine.

encroachment.

Table 3 - Federally Listed Plant Species and Number of Documented Sites on BLM Lands and Oregon-wide

Federally Listed Plant Species e e General Trend |Comments

on BLM Oregon

Plagiobothrys
hirtus) 3 15 LEEEIE (Roseburg)
(Lomatium cookii) i as devinand
8 47 downward
( )
Erigeron

decumbens var. decumbens) S 36 dovma
Western lily (Lilium occidentale) 2 27 stable (Coos Bay)
Nelson’s sidalcea
(Sidalcea nelsoniana) 1 o SElle

. Caiockeris 1 1 downward (Medford)
persistens)
(Fritillaria gentneri) o8 Es SEER (Medford)
Kincaid’s lupine ( 13 56 stable to
ssp. kincaidii) declining

(Source: ORNHIC 2005)
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(Figure 39).

Figure 38 - Bureau Sensitive and Assessment Taxa in
1994 and 2004

é Bureau Assessment Species 1\
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©
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Figure 39 - Bureau Sensitive and Assessment Plant Species

Occurrences

(

1000

@ Bureau Sen.
W Bureau Assess.

Occurances

<1994

1994 to 2004

Total

project design.

Green’s Mariposa Lily.

Rare Plant Species Richness and

Density
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Figure 40 - Special
Status Plant Species
Density Analysis

T

of activities.

Conservation Plans and Federal

Recovery Plans

Figure 41.)

J AR

SSSP Number per Square Mile

0-0.03

0.04-0.12
0.13-0.24
0.25-0.39
0.40-0.55
0.56-0.73
0.74 - 0.93
0.94-1.14
1.15-1.38
1.39-1.64
1.65-1.97
No Data
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areas.

Invasive Plants

landscape.

+ planning
» coordination
+ inventory

list.

o Figure 41 - Number of Recovery and Conservation Plans Pre-1994
S and 1994 to 2004

~

y

Predominant Habitat Types of i A e

m< 1994

Special Status Species

30

25

Number of Plans

k Federal Recovery Plans Cons. Strategy Cons. Agreements Cons. Assessments J
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Figure 42 - Number of Special Status Species by Predominant

Habitat
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M Conifer Forests (CF)
0
\_ Habitat Types

N

Japanese Knotweed.
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species.

Integrated Weed Management

False brome infestation along the North Santiam River.




French Broom.

include:

Medford Districts.

field office.

spread.

year.

include:
than doubled.

species.

office.

Figure 43 - Most Commonly Treat
- Acres by District

: g, s __: :
i

ed Invasive Species

(~  Salem District Most Commonly
Treated Species (1996 - 2004)
3,041 Acs

@ Scotch broom

W Himalayan blackberry
O Tansy ragwort

O Thistle (Canada, bull)
M False brome

[ Japanese knotweed

\

A

\/ Eugene District Most Commonly ™\
Treated Species (1996 - 2004)
3,054 Acs

B Scotch Broom

W Meadow knapweed
W False brome

[ Japanese knotweed

%

/~  Roseburg District Most Commonly "\
Treated Species (1996 - 2004)
3,904 Acs

@ Scotch Broom

= Portugese broom

O Thistles (Italian, bull,milk,
Canada) .

O Yellow starthistle

B Rush skeletonweed

W Himalayan blackberry

W Malta starthistle

@ French broom

J

3,904 Acs

\,

7/~ Medford District Most Commonly
Treated Species (1996 - 2004)

[0 Yellow Starthistle
[ Canada thistle

[ Scotch Broom

@ Dyer's woad

W Meadow knapweed
W Puncture vine

W Blackberry

O Tansy Ragwort

%

/~  Klamath Falls RA Most Commonly
Treated Species (1996 - 2004)
1,408 Acs

O Yellow starthistle

@ Leafy spurge

B Scotch thistle

[ Canada thistle

W Mediterranean sage
O Diffuse knapweed
@ Dalmatian toadflax

1,408 Acs

\_ Y,

(" Coos Bay District Most Commonly "\

Treated Species (1996 - 2004)

[ French broom
@ Scotch Broom
H Gorse

J
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Chemical Control

Biological Control

toadflax.

Coordination and Partnerships

Washington.

Native Plant Materials

public.
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BLM and private grower at a Blue wildrye seed increase field.



Blue wildrye stablizes soil at ariarian restoration site.

2004.

Trends and Forecast

Special Status Species

Oregon.

Invasive Plants

(See Table 4).

treated.

Table 4 - Invasive Plant Trends and Total Treatments from 1996

through 2003

Number of Invasive |Number of Invasive
Field Unit Species Treated in Species Treated

1996 since 1996
Salem 5 14 3,093
Eugene 2 4 3,054
Roseburg 4 23 4,001
Medford 3 23 12,140
Coos Bay 3 3 2,853
Klamath Falls 13 13 1,710
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Native Plant Materials

Management Opportunities

Special Status Species

efforts.

opportunities.

Table 3 - Proposed Refinement of Current Management Direction

for Botany

Planning decision

Is decision
responsive
to current
issues?

Remarks (rationale)

Options for change

status species (plant
and fungi) in all land
use allocations.

plans do not provide

early seral/meadow/oak
woodland habitat and
species.

Refine potential habitat | Yes Short-term analysis and Better refine suitable

of special status habitat through analysis

species. effort in long-term. and conservation
assessments.

Develop integrated Yes Necessary to determine Refine monitoring

resource monitoring population and habitat strategy for efficiency.

plans for species and condition, trends and Integrate with fire,

their habitats that weed, wildlife, other

evaluate trends. plant community data is resources.

Management of special | Yes Resource management Ensure flexibility for the

conservation of rare
species and habitats in
all land use allocations.

ANALYSIS OF THE MANAGEMENT SiTuaTio - 68

Invasive Plants

Native Plant Materials



Key Points

&>

&>

il

if

Anarysis oF THE ManageMeNT Siruation - B



Anavrysis oF THE ManaGEMENT Situation - 70



Current Conditions and
Context

-bats

-raptors

area (Figure 44).

Figure 44 - Relative Abundance of Species within the Planning Area
4 )
350

300
250
200
150
100

50

o =

0

Amphibians  Reptiles Birds Mammals ~ Mollusk  Arthropods
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Figure 43 - Special Status Species by Category

-
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Northern Spotted Owl
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Table B - A Summary of the Available Suitable Spotted Dwl Habitat
within the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl

Federal
Habitat Federal Habitat
Physiographic Federal Capable in in 1993 (% of
Province Area (ac) [1993 (ac) Capable)
WA Western 52
Cascades 3,721,000 1,360,800
3,502,400 2,363,300 44
1,522,300 1,067,000 61
Western Lowlands 2300 n/a
OR Western 61
Cascades 4,476,700 4,084,500
1,551,800 4,052,800 62
OR Coast Range 1,413,300 1,391,100 58
OR Klamath 2,118,200 1,818,700 55
Willamette Valley 21,000 n/a
CA Coast Range 503,600 346,700 50
CA Klamath 4,520,200 3,703,500 62
CA Cascades 1,091,300 876,200 41
Total 24,444,100 18,064,600 57
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Legend

Known Northern Spotted
Owl Site on BLM Land

Interstate Highway
Other Highway
BLM Administrative Boundary

Northern Spotted Owl
Study Area

R Oregon Coast Range

H J Andrews

Tyee

Klamath

Southern Cascades
Administered Land
Bureau of Land Management
US Forest Service
Other Federal Agency
State or Local Government
Private or Unknown

0 10 20 30 40 50 Miles

10 0 10 20 30 40 50 Kilometers
[ — ——

Lambert Conformal Conic Projection

N thA i Dt 1983
S te Data
r arranty
i s to the

accuracy, relianiity, or complieteness or tnese cata for
individual or aggregate use with other data

Western Oregon Plan Revision

y Management Situation
June 2005

Planning

P;]“/ )
~Klamath Falls / OREGON
B

M05-05-03:PF:090905

Map 5: Known Northern Spotted Owl (NSO) Sites on BLM Lands and NSO Study Sites

in Western Oregon
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Interstate Highway
Other Highway
== BLM Administrative Boundary

E Northern Spotted Owl
Study Area

OCR Oregon Coast Range
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Map 6: Suitable Northern Spotted Owl (NSO) Habitat and NSO Study Sites in Western Oregon
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Figure 46 - Proportion of Watersheds Identified as ~ Marbled Murrelet
Northern Spotted Owl Suitable Habitat

Percent Northern Spotted
Owl Suitable Habitat

Zero
0.11t010
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habitat.

Figure 47 - Proportion of BLM Lands |dentified as Northern
Spotted Owl Suitable Habitat by Watershed

Percent BLM Land designated
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Marbled Murrelet.
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Figure 48 - Marbled Murrelet
Management Zones
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~ E Marbeled Murrelet Zone 1
;
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Pacific Fisher.
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Pacific Fisher

priorities.

Figure 43

- Fisher Distribution in
Washington, Oregon, and California
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and Strategy.

Columbian White-tailed Deer

deer.

Migratory Land birds

migratory birds.

fragmentation.

Cavity Nesters

cavities.
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Deer and Elk

Trends and Forecast

Northern Spotted Owl

Table 7 - Population trends across the range of the northern spotted owl, 1985-2003 (Anthony, et al. 2004)

Study Area Ownership* Realized Population Change**
WA Wenatchee Pri/Fed Declining
WA Cle Elum Fed Declining
WA Rainier Fed/Pri Declining
WA Olympic Fed Declining
OR Coast Range Fed (BLM/FS) Declining
OR H J Andrews Fed (FS) Declining
OR Warm Springs Tribal Declining
OR Tyee Fed (BLM)/Pri Stationary
OR Klamath Fed (BLM)/Pri Stationary
OR S Cascades Fed (FS) Stationary
CA NW Calif. Fed (FS) Declining? ™
CA Hoopa Tribal Stationary
CA Simpson Pri Declining
CA Marin Fed n/a ™

‘Fed — Federal ownership including U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management,

“Trend based on estimates of realized population change (Ai).
“Gradual declines in fecundity and apparent survival, plus estimates of realized population change suggest a decline in last 8 years.
****Sample too small to estimate A.
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Key features

debris.

squirrels.

Special Designations

owl critical habitat.

Marbled Murrelet

Key habitat features.

Special Designations

Table 8 - Populations trends across the range of the marbled

murrelet
State | Years | ApparentTrend | Source
Washington | 1996-1999 No change
1972-1993 Possible decline | Speich and Wahl
1995
Oregon 1992-1996 >50% decline Strong 2003a
1997-2003 No change Strong 2003a,b
California 1995-2001 Prob. Decline Suddjian 2001
Data from McShane et al 2004
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Management Opportunities

Northern Spotted Owl
landscape.
landscape.
management.
reintroductions.
Marbled Murrelet _
Cavity Nesters
Deer and Elk

Pacific Fisher

needs.

Table 9 -Potential Refinement of Current Management Direction for the Northern Spotted Owl

Is decision
Planning decision responsive to Remarks (rationale) Options for change

current issues?

Anavrysis oF THE ManageMeNT Situation - 80



Table 10 - Potential Refinement of Current Management Direction for the Marbled Murrelet

Planning decision

Is decision
responsive to Remarks (rationale) Options for change

current issues?

yes

the Medford district.

revision.

yes

mile zone consistent
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restoration efforts.
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BLM Ownership Pattern and Fisheries Resources

the Klamath Basin.

Figure 30 - Evolutionary
Significant Units within
Planning Area

2

2
s S L Listed Steelhead
/i .| Listed Chum
\) " | Listed Coho

1 //ffﬁﬁjﬁ,’“? X .
; ///’QB B /7] Listed Chinook
s

of
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Figure 31 - Two Watersheds with Various
BLM Ownership Patterns and Locations to
Fish Bearing Streams

Eagle Creek Watershed
——— Fishbearing Stream

BLM'S Ahlllty = Spring Chinook Presence
to E'H:E[:t F|s|'| === Coho Presence
FIZI|JU|E|tiI]ns Administered Land

Bureau of Land Management
US Forest Service
Other Federal

State or Local Government

JANNE

Private or Other

identifying the

whole.

include:

Evans Creek Watershed

+ High fecundity —— Fishbearing Stream
— Spring Chinook Presence

mmmm  \Vinter Steelhead Presence
Administered Land

| Bureau of Land Management
|| USForest Service

| State or Local Government
| Private or Other

life histories).
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% BLM

Fifth Field Watershed

Ownership
Sixes River 25 2.6 50.0
3.8 1.3 91.0
Calapooia River 4.7 0.1 56.8
6.0 1.2 27.3
Eagle Creek 6.0 4.1 31.2
Calapooya Creek 7.5 5.2 142.0
Little River 14.6 5.9 31.7
15.5 2.0 17.3
Spencer Creek 161 | e | -
23.3 0.0 20.0
26.4 n/a n/a
34.5 41.3 123.7
Evans Creek 41.4 16.0 53.0
Deer Creek 41.6 9.0 37.0
Lake Creek 43.3 18.7 60.2
44 4 734 127.0
52.9 16.4 40.5
59.4 90.4 81.0
95.5 30.0 17.0
Figure 82 - High Intrinsic Potential streams in the Upper Smith Intrinsic Potential Streams
watershed. = High
= Medium
— Low
——  Very Low

None

|| BLM Administered Land
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Table 12 - Risk factors and level for the Oregon Coast Coho Evolutionary Significant Unit

Risk Factor/Factors for Decline

| Risk Level (Severity of Threat to Evolutionary

Significant Unit Viability)

Ocean Condition Moderate
Fishery Harvest Low
Hatchery Impacts Low

Moderate
Fish Passage Low
Water Quality Low
Water Quantity Low

Low

Cost and Benefit of Restoration Projects

Figure 83 - Western Oregon BLM Restoration Funding 1995-2003

e Restoration Dollars Spent 1995-2004 Y Total Restoration Dollars by District 1995-2004 )
$47.1 Million
8 $7.5
7 edtord [ s 6.9
$5.9
. 855 856 Goos By [N 52 0
Ss
= Roseburo N s 0.5
£ 4
; selern | 56 6
23
[
o
2 Eugene _$4.0
1 Klamath Falls [] $0.3
0 $0 $5 $10 $15 $20
\_ 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 J\ Dollars in Millions J

e

Combined [ $1.3
Wetland [|$0.3
Riparian [ $2.0

Instream [0 $3.8

$0 $5 $1

N\

Restoration Activity Type 1995-2004

Fish Passage [T ] $23.1
Roads [T 16.6

Dollars in Millions

S

0 $15 $20 $25

AnaLysis oF THE MaNAGEMENT SiTuaTion - 88



Culverts

anadromous fish.

fish species.

Figure 84 - Culvert Replacement and Miles of Habitat
Opened by District for Anadromous and/or listed fish
1995-2004

~

OTotal Barriers
@ Total Replaced
OTotal Inaccessible

Miles
% Miles Opened

300 j
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Map 7: Fish Passage Barriers
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Large wood placed in stream channel to increase complixity.

Instream Projects
Figure 33 - Anadromous and Listed Fish Stream Miles Treated

(1995-2004)

( Percentages are based on total known anadromous and/or listed fish stream \
miles that need in-stream treatment

Klamath Falls 0
Medford
Roseburg 15 (8%)
Salem 19 (10%)
Coos Bay 25 (11%)

Eugene 42 (25%)

k 0 10 20 30 40 50 J
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PR N, 35
a0 A,

channels.

Log moving downstream blocked by culvert.

The Northwest Forest Plan
Ten-Year Review and Preliminary Assessment

Key Watersheds

el aliie Figure 56 - Evans Creek Watershed Road
and Stream Crossings

condition.
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Figure 97 - Key Watersheds
and Streams within the Plan Area

dams.

Recovery Teams.

—— Known Salmonid Run RiIJEI"iEI'I RESEFVE MﬂﬂﬂgEmEﬂt and
 Key Watershed Aquatic Habitat

Watershed.

~———— Stream

== Riparian Buffer
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. | BLM
\:] US Forest Service
|| Us Fish & Wildlife

.| Stateof Oregon
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—— Sub-watershed Boundary
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Figure 89 - Riparian Reserve Tree Size (Salem and Coos Bay Districts)
4 Planning Area )

Percent Average Tree Size on BLM Riparian Reserves
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Riparian Reserve in the Oregon Cost Range dominated by
hardwoods.
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Management
Opportunities

Aquatic Habitat and Fish
Populations

bedload.

Road Network and Limiting
Factors

opportunities to:
areas;

condition;.

Riparian Reserves

to:

Other Changes

Figure B0 - Proportion of Canopy Cover (Conifers versus
Hardwood) in Coos Bay District

4 NoData=12%  Non-Forest = 0.4% )
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Table 13 -Potential Refinement of Current Management Direction for Fisheries

Planning decision

riparian reserves

| Remarks (rationale)

| Options for change

riparian reserves.

issue
Ecoregions : Define to 5" Field Boundaries
boundaries
functioning”
might occur ecoregion.
near streams.
streams”.
around fire ponds
species

wood projects
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Key Paints
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Hydrology
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EUT'l"Eﬂt Conditions and Aquatic Conservation Strategy Objectives
Context

. Maintain and restore the distribution, diversity and complexity of
watershed and landscape-scale features.

. Maintain and restore spatial and temporal connectivity within and
between watersheds.

. Maintain and restore the physical integrity of the aquatic system.

. Maintain and restore water quality necessary to support healthy
riparian, aquatic, and wetland ecosystems.

. Maintain and restore the sediment regime, under which the
aquatic ecosystem evolved.

. Maintain and restore in-stream flows sufficient to create and

sustain riparian, aquatic, and wetland habitats.

. Maintain and restore the timing, variability, and duration of
floodplain inundation.

. Maintain and restore the species composition and structural
diversity of plant communities in riparian areas and wetlands.

. Maintain and restore habitat to support well-distributed
populations of native plant, invertebrate, and vertebrate riparian

vegetation. dependent species.

Guidelines.

The Aquatic Conservation time period.
Strategy

Riparian Area Management

areas

streams.
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been attempted.

objectives.

Riparian Reserve Widths

been made due to:

Reserves;

module).



NWEFP Interim Riparian Reserves

Figure 62 - 303(d) Listed Streams in the Plan Area

Widths (on each side of channel): 4 )
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Figure B1 - Application of the Uniform Riparian Reserves
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Table 14 - Miles of BLM Streams on the Oregon Department of
Environmental Quality (ODEB) 303(d) List

Stream Impairment Affected BLM

ODEQ 303(d) Listing Identified on BLM* Fifth Field
(miles) Watersheds
Temperature 569 81
65 23
Bacteria 35 17
Sediment 27 5
Heavy Metals 8 2

*Based on ODEQ 2002 303(d) list (last fully summarized reporting period)

Winter Use Road.

by others.

streams.

Figure B3 - 303d listed and Coho-bearing streams in the Upper
Smith River Watershed

Streams

——  Coho-bearing
e 303d Listed

.| BLM Administered Land
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Figure 64 - BLM Road Control as a Proportion of All Roads in Two Representative Watersheds

(

Eagle Creek Watershed Roads Yo JC Boyles Watershed Roads )
;gll:m ig:)r:ii(r;\istrative HBLM Public

@ County
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OForest Service Administrative
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OBLM Administrative
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@ County
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T

Watershed Analysis and Cumulative Effects

Anarysis oF THE ManageMENT Siruation - 103



Safe Drinking
Water Act and
Maintenance
of High Quality

Watersheds

analysis,
Eagle Creek Watershed
——— Fishbearing Stream
——— Spring Chinook Presence
mmmm Coho Presence
Administered Land

| Bureau of Land Management
| USForest Service

| Other Federal

| State or Local Government
D Private or Other

Fifthfieldwatershed

Federal Guide
for Watershed
Analysis;
however, they
vary in content
and analytical
methodology.

Evans Creek Watershed
——— Fishbearing Stream

~— Spring Chinook Presence
mmmm Winter Steelhead Presence
Administered Land

.| Bureau of Land Management
| US Forest Service

| State or Local Government
| Private or Other

Waters
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Figure 31 - Contrasting BLM ownership
in Evans Creek and Eagle Creek



Figure 63 - Water Source Watersheds on
BLM in the plan area

JEEERCOUUO L

* Microclimate.

* Unstable lands.

Water Source Watershed
Percent BLM Land
Zero
1to 10
11 to 20
21to 30
31t0 40
41 to 50
51 to 60 Act.
61to 70
71 to 80
91 to 100

hydrology.
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Table 15 -Potential Refinement of Current Management Direction for Water

Planning decision

Remarks (rationale)

Options for change

Definition of
Intermittent Streams
and Wetlands less
than one Acre

Practices design

Practices

practices.
Salvage within
stream channel
Hardwood
conversions within
(Coast Range)
watersheds.

Land Exchanges

Fire Plan

Fire Plan.
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Current Condition and
Context

through 2003.

resilient trees.

treatments.

occurred.

Restoration Act.

Increased Fuel Loading in Southern Oregon Forest.
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Map 8: Western Oregon Fires by Size: 1994-2003
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Map 9: Wildlife Urban Interface
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Soda Creek after Thinning.

Soda Cree before Thinning.

20% historically.

alter fire regimes.

Trends and Forecast

their effects.

Squires Peak fire behavior within fuels treatment.

Squires Peak fire behavior without fuels treatment.
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land allocations.

hazard.

- s . - " i .’ 1
Home in Wildland Urban Interface (Squires Peak fire).

Management Opportunities

catastrophic fire.
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Figure 66 - Hazardous Fuels Treatment Acres by District
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Current Condition and

Management
Context

Opportunities

increased.
figure 43.

Air Buality Management
- Prescribed Fire

Figure 67 - Class One Visibility Areas and Western Oregon
Air Quality Stations

Western Oregon
Air Quality Station

' Class 1 Visibility Area

= BLM Administrative
Boundary in the
Planning Area

Wildfire and Air Quality
Management
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. :Reereation® VisualiResouncey:
M@L?.@memen@ andithe Nationdl
Landscape Conseration,Systemmym

Current Condition and

Figure 68 - Western Oregon Outdoor

[:I]I'ItEXt Recreation Demand
i BLM )
12,000,000
17%

' For
68).
Recreation Settings All other lands
58,100,000
83%
\_ i J

Extensive Recreation Management Areas

Special Recreation Management Areas

area).

Example of intensive recreation at the Loon Lake Campground, Coos Bay District.
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BLM Recreation Sites
Campground

Day Use Area

Instant Study Area

——— Interstate Highway
——— Other Highway
== \/\/ild and Scenic River

s Bl M Administrative Boundary
- National Monument

:l Wilderness

I \Vilderness Instant Study Area

/] Eugene Wetlands
Administered Land

[ Bureau of Land Management
.| USForest Service

.| Other Federal Agency
| State or Local Government
| Private or Unknown
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Map 10: Distribution of BLM Recreation Sites in Western Oregon
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Back Country Byways

values.

backcountry.

233 miles.

Trails

2004.

Off-Highway Vehicle Designations

Open Areas

vehicle standards.

office.

- — 3 » '.l + H L
A T = !! "

Example of dispersed recreation on the North
Umpgqua Trail, Roseburg District.

travel.

Limited Areas

vehicular use.

Figure 69 - Percentage of Western Oregon BLM Lands by OHV
Designation

4 Closed h
2% Open
26%

kLimited 72% )
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Class | - Preserve the existing
character of the landscape.

Class Il — Allow for low level of change
that retains the existing character of
the landscape.

Class Il — Allow for moderate level
of change that partially retains the
existing character of the landscape.

Class IV —Allow for major modification
of the existing character of the
landscape.

Closed Areas

Visual Resource Management

(See Figure 70.)

National Landscape Conservation System Cascade-Siskiyou National Monument
- (23,000 Acres)

Figure 70 - Total BLM Acres by Visual Resource Management
Classification
e ™~
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Wild and Scenic Rivers - (100 miles)

office)

(Salem district)

Class | Class Il Class I Class IV

N\
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Pacific Crest National Scenic Trail - (41 miles)

Wilderness Areas - (14,400 acres)

Wilderness Study Areas - (7,300 acres)

Trends and Forecast

North Umpqua Wild and Scenic River, Roseburg
District.

Visitor Trends
Yaquina Head Dutstanding Natural Area

- (100 acres)

;s MO S - b
Watchable Wildlife sote at New River, Coos Bay District.
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Yaquina Head Outstanding Natural Area, Salem District. forest production.
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limited to:

associated habitats.

Management Opportunities

reserves)

Lands (2001).

vehicle plans.
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Table I6 Potential Refinement of Current Management Direction for Recreation.

Planning decision

Visual Resource

Is decision
responsive
to current
issues?

Remarks (rationale)

Options for change

Way Agreements

Management Class Yes
designations
Special Recreation
Management Area Yes
designations
Management Areas.
Extensive Recreation
Management Area Yes
designations Area boundaries.
Spem.al Recreation Yes
B national polic
the RMP process. poticy-
Other recreation- Yes
related designations trails have been established. p .
proposed’ o ‘existing.
Recreation Goals and
o Yes
Objectives r— .
and visitor services.
National Landscape
Conservation System | Yes
designations
Land tenure
. Yes
adjustments
etc.).
Off-highway vehicle
. . No
area designations
Riparian Reserve
— Standard and No
Guidelines
located near streams.
Reciprocal Right-of- No
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ddd

Current Condition
and Context

desirable.

uses.

Management Opportunities

maintained.

problems.
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Key Points
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Current Condition and

Context

area (Table 17).

Forest Plan.

season.

Allotments.)

¢ Lack of interest.

allotment.

factors including:

survey results.

« New information.

Figure 71 - Change in Active Allotments

120

100

40

Number of Allotments
3

Medford

Table 17 - Livestock Grazing Statistics by District

1996 W2004

Coos Bay
Field Office

Klamath Falls

Total Number of: Medford ‘ Coos Bay Klamath Falls Total
Allotments 95 0 96 191
Leases 0 4 0 4
Public Land Acres 352,312 16 207,682 560,010
Active Animal Unit 13,416 23 13,401 26,840
Month
Permittees/Lessees 59 3 92 154
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® Grazing Allotment Location

Interstate Highway
——— Other Highway
s BLM Administrative Boundary

I Grazing Allotment Area
(includes BLM Land)

Administered Land

|| Bureau of Land Management
.| USForest Service

| Other Federal Agency
| State or Local Government

I:l Private or Unknown

10 0 10 20 30 40 50 Miles

10 0 10 20 30 40 50 Kilometers
= I i —

Lambert Conformal Conic Projection
North American Datum of 1983

Source: Bureau of Land Management Corporate Data

revised for WOPR Analysis March 2005. No warranty

is made by the Bureau of Land Management as to the

accuracy, reliability, or completeness of these data for

individual or aggregate use with other data.

Western Oregon Plan Revision
2"/ Analysis of the

: Management Situation
7 June 2005

Planning

MO05-05-03:PF:072005

Map 11: Location of Grazing Allotments
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Figure 72 - Change in Active Animal Unit Months (AUMs)

18000
H1996 mW2004

16000
14000
12000
10000

8000

Active AUMs

6000

4000

2000

0
Medford Coos Bay

Field Office

Range Improvements

are used to:

2004.

Rangeland Health Assessments

Klamath Falls

Management Opportunities

Table 18 - Range Improvements Constructed 1996-2004

Type of Project ‘ Medford ‘Coos Bay ‘ Klamath Falls ‘Total
Livestock Fences 105
Constructed or 75 (39 0 30 (55 miles) | (94
miles) i

. miles)
miles)
Reservoirs or

6 0 3 .
; 0 0 14,386 14,386

(acres)
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Table 19 - Rangeland Health Standards Assessment Results

Rangeland Standards Medford Coos Bay Klamath Falls
Category Allotments | Acres | Allotments | Acres | Allotments Acres Allotments Acres
33 96,252 4 16 31 93,336 68 189,604
Standards
0 0 0 0 4 35,509 4 35,509
17 97,273 0 0 6 34,697 23 131,970
Total Assessed 50 193,525 4 16 41 163,542 95 357,083
Z%t;'SD'St"Ct Allsitmens) 95  |352,312 4 16 96 207,682| 195 | 560,010
Total Not Assessed 45 158,787 0 0 55 44,140 100 202,927

The category

administration.

upper photo, Ben Hall Creek, June 25, 1992.

lower, photoBen Hall Creek, June 18, 2003
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Horses in the Pokegama Herd

the public lands. Figure 73 - Location of Wild Horse and Burro Herd

Management Area
5|3
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(2 I8
22
Area. 8 3
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a [~
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[
g
=
5
30-50 head. <
“ P KEGAMA HERD
MANAGEMENT AREA
been maintained
tures that were __OREGGN_ - I
) CALIFORNTIA ]
completed in

1996 and 2000.
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L Special Areas

Key Points

&

areas.

&
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Management Opportunities

Areas of Critical Environmental

Concern
Designation highlights areas
where Special management
attention is needed to protect
important values
Research Natural Areas
Preserve natural ecosystems
for comparison with areas
influenced by human
Areas for ecological and
environmental studies
Preserve gene pools of typical
and endangered plants and
animals

Outstanding Natural Areas
¢ Protect natural features
for compatible recreational
purposes

Areas.

Environmental Education Areas

¢ Protect natural features for
educational purposes
Natural Hazard Areas
¢ Areas with natural hazards

Table 20 - Existing Special Management Areas by District

District ‘ P;CnIIEyC ‘ EEA ’ RNA ’ ONA ’ Total Number
Coos Bay 10 1 1 0 0 11 18,128
Eugene 7 1 5 1 il 15 2,852
Klamath Falls 4 2 1 0 0 7 12,738
Medford 16 4 11 1 0 32 17,825
Roseburg 10 0 7 0 0 15 11,817
Salem 13 1 8 6 0 28 8,816
Total 60 8 33 7 1 108 72,176
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L
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Table 21 - Special Management Area Plans Completed by District

Plans Completed

District ACEC RNA ONA
Coos Bay 7 1 N/A
Eugene 1 5 N/A
Klamath Falls 2 0 N/A
Medford 1 4 0
Roseburg 2 5 N/A
Salem 10 7 4

Table 22 - Previously Nominated Special Management Areas under Interim Management

District

Coos Bay 0 0 0 0 0
Eugene 3 1 0 0 0
Klamath Falls 2 0 0 0 0
Medford 2 4 0 1 0
Roseburg 0 0 0 0 0
Salem 2 1 1 0 0
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Concern (ACEC) -
Primary Area

O  ACEC - Secondary Area

@ ACEC/Outstanding Natural
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Map 12: Special Management Areas in Western Oregon
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Key Paints
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increasing.
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resources.
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management.

categories.

include:

villages.)

quests.)

+ Mining.

Figure 74 - Cultural Resource Sites by District
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900 W Historic Sites

800
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400
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Medford KFRA
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Looting/Vandalism

vandalism.

Table 23 - Cultural Resources Sites and Inventory by District

Student Atlatl and Dart throwing Activi

request.

by request.

ty - Salem District Arboretum, April 2005

Districts \ Coos Bay \ Eugene \ Klamath Falls \ Medford Roseburg

Number of

Archaeological 80 89 862 357 223 58
Sites

Number of Several

Historic Sites hundred z = ol = e
Sligid A several 2 * 130 45 7
NRHP

Listed on

NRHP 1 0 0 26 2 4
p —

lb @i DI 10 4 50 7 15 25
Inventoried

FElCmigioge 19 Isolated finds 2 18 6
Sites
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Management Opportunities

history lecture.

Trends and Forecast

education.

training program.
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Key Points
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Lands

Land Tenure

Zones.
zone.

zone.

action.

Figure 75 - Acreage of Land Tenure Zones

Zone 3 - 54,982
acres

Zone 1- 759,705
acres

Zone 2 - 1,730,688
acres

Land Tenure Zoning

Acquisitions

Table 24 - Land Tenure Adjustments (1994-2005)

Acquisition Acres Disposal .
I\:'ethod ‘ Acquired ‘ Me‘t)hod ’ PEIESD M
Purchase 3976 | Exchange 7367
Exchange 13,807 | Transfer 5861
Donation

130 | Sale 2275

In-lieu
Selection 145
Total 17,913 15,648
7543
Road lands 2730
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Land Exchanges

Sales

New Laws and Requirements

1995.

Table 23 - No-Net Loss Summary 1998-2005

reduced.

Access and Transportation
Right-of-Way Program

O&C Acres CBWR Acres Harvestable Timberland Acres
Acquired Disposed Acquired Disposed Acquired Disposed
275 225 0 0 661 724
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Energy Development and Communication sites

Transmission
Withdrawals and classifications
facility.
Roads
development.
volumes.

administered lands.
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Figure 76 - Acquired, Public Domain, and O&C Lands, and
Communication Sites in the Plan Area

® Communication Site

BLM Administered Land

I Acquired
I Public Domain
[ os&c

Figure 77 - BLM Access Rights in the JC
Boyle Watershed
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BLM Access Only

BLM Reciprocal Fees
County
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Administered Land
Bureau of Land Management
State or Local Government
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Figure 78 - Distribution of Functional
Classification for BLM Roads

Collector,
9%

include:
+ 350 bridges.

Local, 30%

Resource,
61%

Figure 79 - Private versus BLM Roads in the JC Boyle Watershed
watersheds.
Legal Control and Authority

Bureau of Land Management

———  Other State or Federal
Agency
——  Private and Other Agency

Combined
Private Only
Unknown

Administered Land
| | Bureauof Land Management

D State or Local Government
road easements.

Maintenance
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Figure 80 - Miles and Intensity of Road Maintenance
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Management Opportunities

timberland.
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planning area.

the Medford district.

dropped.

few small sales.

implemented.

Management Opportunities

Iah!je 26 - Mining Claims, Notices, Plans, and Mineral Leases on BLM
ands

# Mining # Mineral 5 380? 4 .3§09
. Exploration Mining
Claims Leases ;

Notices Plans
Medford 638 0 108 0
Roseburg 119 0 27 0
Coos Bay 26 0 1 0
Eugene 36 0 0 0
Salem 9 0 0 0
Klamath Falls 3 0 0 0
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