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Appendix B River Authorities

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

Tribal Governments

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

Federal Agencies

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

National Park Service

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

Natural Resource Conservation Service

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

Bureau of Indian Affairs

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

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service

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

Bonneville Power Administration

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

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

Bureau of Reclamation

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

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

U.S. Geological Survey

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

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

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

National Marine Fisheries Service

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

Northwest Power Planning Council

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

State Agencies

Oregon State Parks and Recreation Department

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

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

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

Oregon State Marine Board
The OMB regulates recreational boating in Oregon.



Appendices

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

Oregon Department of Forestry

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

Division of State Lands

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

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

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

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

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

Department of Land Conservation and Development

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

State Historic Preservation Office

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

Local Government

County and City Governments

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

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

Private Land Owners

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

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

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

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

BLM

Land Use Plans

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

Backcountry Byway

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

Wilderness Study Area Management

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

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

U.S. Forest Service

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

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

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

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

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

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

Conservation Reserve Program

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

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

Cooperative Programs

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

County Comprehensive Plans

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

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

Resource Assessments

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

1993 Draft John Day River Management Plan and
Environmental Impact Statement

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

Publication of Proposed Action in Federal Register

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

Second Draft Environmental Impact Statement and
Management Plan (DEIS)

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

Final Environmental Impact Statement and Management
Plan (FEIS)

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

Planning Records

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

In 1988, Congress snacted the Natiormal wild and Scenic Rivars Act and, for she first time,
astabiisned a system Tor presarving autstanding free—Tlowing rivera, A 147 mile segment of
tha John Day River from Service Creek to Tumwater Falla was added to this 3aystem fn 1938
when it wes dosignated a2 a Faderal Wild and Sceni¢ River by the Omnibus Oregon wWild and
Scantc Rivars Act of 1988. Az dafined by the Act, a Mational Wild and Scenis River must be
free—T1cwing and have at leaat cone autstandingly remarkabls value. The "CGutstandingly
Ramarkable valuas” of the John Day +identified by Corgreas in the Congressional Recard
inciude: scenery, recremational coppertunities, and fisheriss., Archenlogical,
paimontoingical, geelegical, histerieal and hunting values were other gignificast
attributas identifimd in the lsgislation though net &lassified as “"Gutstandingly
Ramarkable values”., [(See appendix E for a8 comparison of Congreasionally recorded values
and the values found in thie report).

The river section from Parrish Greek to Tumwater Falls wes insludad in the Oregon Scenic
wWalerways Act sstablishad by the water initiative in 1971, Tha Oregon State Scenic
Waterwaye System includes free—flowing waterways ccnsidared to poSssss one oF MOra
"puTatanding scenic, Tiah wiidlife, geolcogical, botanic, historic, archasologic, and
outdear racreation values of pressnt and futurs berefit to the public” (CRS 230.805}, For
each steémic watarway, Qragoh State Parks and RecreaAtian Department determines which
resources within the corridor wil)l be considered “spesial attributas” and, therefors,
subisct ta rules and recovwmendations far protection ar enhancement ot these atyributes. To
date, apecial attribJtes of the Jobhn Day River have nat been jdentified.

The zame asction was 2tudied by the National Park Service 1n 1979 to determine whether fti.
rivar qualified and siwuld be designated as a companent of the Mational Wild and Scenic
Rivers system. The ${udy concluded that the river qualifiad for deaignation and was sent
o the Governor &f Oragon for cenzideration bt wes never acted on.

Under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, the BLM iz requirsd t& prepare a comprehansive rivar
platt to provide for the protactimn of the river values. Thi% plan, of which the resburce
assassment 13 the start, will use the Limits of Acceptebla Change (LAC) planding proceas
while at the seme timm comply with the Mational Environmantal Pelicy Act {(NEPA) planning
ragulations. The pilanning ateps ineiuds identificaticn of issues, concerns and
cppartunitias assotiated with activitias ailong the John Day River which will than be
translated to management objective= and measurement criteriz for mesting the abjactives.
From this, a range of managsment alternatives are developed, eveluatesd, and the preferred
alternativa chasen., Tha preferrad alternative becames tha more detalled river management
plarn and includes provisions to monitor the effectiveness of managament in meating the
chbiectives of the plan. Through sach phase of tha planning process, pubTic 1nvo]vement
will be invited, ard will be estential for the succees of a scund management plan. (See
appendix B for the gublic involvemant plan).
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i. THE FESOURCE ASSESSMENT PROCEES OVERVIEW

Tn tecome a comoonent of tha Naticnal Wild amd Scenic Aivers Systam, a river mus? be
“tree—flowing” in that i1 can nat have any major impoundments ar diversions alony its
course, Tha river must alze possess ane or more "outstandingly remarkable zcenic,
recreational, geologic, fish and wildlife, historic, cultyral ar other swmilar value™. The
purpose of this dactwent i% to determine and dafine what rhase “outstandtngly remarkablse”
values ara and hew thgy ralate to the river.

In designating the Jakn Day River as Wild and Scenic, Corgrass mandated the preparaticn of
a management plan far the fiver. The importance of a therough resource assessmant (RAJ
cannet ba averstared. The AA serves as the foundation @f the river mansgement planning
process. [t determines which river-ralatsd feamtures or attributes are truly outstandingly
remarkabls and which valuea contribute substantially ta the river sstting and the
functioning of 1ts acogystem. This assassment will guide intarim management, provide the
bazia for devalaping a joint federal and state river management plan and assist in the
datarmination of Federal Wild and Seendic River boundarias.

The RA process i& used ta determine the degree of zignificanes of river-related velues.

. The decisions ars based on available deta and informed prefessional judgement. The RA
process was develaped by government agencies with input frém khowledgeahle organizations
and individuals, Tha process pravides s degree of standardiZation and conaistency on Wild

ang Seenic River planning throughout the northwest. [t is an objective process
accomplighed through the use of an 1nterdisciplinary team knowliedgeahla of tha National
Wild ard Scenic Aivers program, the particular resourée valuea to be considarsd and the

iver ar area to be studied. Information from other sxperts 18 obtained though
-ocizultation, document review and/or diract invoTvement as needed. An analysis is :
conducted to compare rescurca values with other rivers within a particular physiegraphic
ar demcgraphic region. As a basis for camparisesy, geographic regions defined in Oregen's
Statewide Comprehansive Cutdogr Ascreatian Plan (SO0CAR) are partially used {(Sne man oh
page §).

The John Day wild and Scenic River 12 lacated in S0ORF Region #1Q, ingorperdating Hood
River, Sherman, Wascc, Jetferson, Whaeeler, Crook amd Deechutss Counties. The region is
flankea by the Cascade Range to the wesi with the Calumbia River forming its narthern
baundary. Thig regicn also contains designated portions of the Deschutes, Crooked, Narth
Fork of the Crookad, and White Wild and Seanie Rivers. [For additional discussion of the
FESOUrCE ASSBESMENt Process, Sem Appendix D). Essentially, the rescoures assessment process
should gnawer the guestians “What ia special about the John Gay Wild and Scenic River and
what additional informatign is reedad to develop a management pilan far the rivar and
properly manage and orotect those valuea?”

The following step® ar verification techniques ware used to evaluare the contributizn of
VAFIoOUsS resource values ta the John Day River:

- Thes use of an intardisciplinary team approach

- Canzideration of wniaueress and rarity at a regionai ard mratienal lavel
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«v fongiderstion of values identified in provious stusies and reporis [see abpbertis A)

- valuss sust Ys river related in that they omes their sxistenss or corsribule 1o the
funztioning of the river syatem and its fmmadiste envirans.

- Tre use ! Slardardized criteria againat which river wiluss were ¥easured to
dafermire outstanding romartabhie value

- Yeritication by other experts in the subiscl asrea

- Pugl iz varifioation of preliminary finginos of cutsfandirmaly remgrkebie valun

Tiis resturts assassment will gvaluate the ?0)lawing Jobn Day Fiver ragscurcas:
% Seaniz |
* Fgurasationa
¥ Fish angd WilgiiTe
+ Hiztoric/Outvural
+ Botamic/Eusiogiog)
@ Gaglogic/Pa) acntclegle
+ Pra-higtoric/Traditionst Use

+ aprt other mimilar vaTues
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
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Appendices

I1I. RIVER DESCRIPTION

Tha Janh Day River Qanyon 1s situated primarily 1m 8 semi=-arid arsa in northeastsm
Oregot. The 147 mile sagment o tha Jobhk Day River mainatem desigHhated in ths Mational
¥ild and Scenic Rivers Systam iz located 110 miles anst of Portlamd, 20 miles west of
Fazzi! and Condon, and includes the river betwaen Service Creek and Tumwater Falls. This
segment flows west Trom central wWheaier County, turming narth at the Jefferson Caunty
Tine, and than empties into the Columbia River approximataly 4 miles sast of Rufus. The
rerth flowing segnent forms The boundaries of Wheelar, Wasco, Sherman, and Gilliam

Caurtyies.

The Act designated tha 147 miles botweer Servics Creek and Tumwater Falls as a
recreational river. Boundariss and acreage tdentified in this repart ers subject to
reviaion based an further analysis of axizting and néw information in the preparation of

gspeci i miver management plans.

Land Cwnership Within ths Jabkn Day Wild ane Scenic Rivar Frelimitnary Boundaries:

M1ile=2
Land Ownership & Acreage
BLM 161 27,466
Private 137 19,005
Etate T 128
Total 147.5 » 2 = 235 4#,59?_

The entire Wild and Scanic portion of the John Day Aiver 15 administered by the Buread of
Land Management through intaragency cocperation with othar federal, state and loca)
govettment agancies. The segment betweeon Ssrvice Creek and Tumwater Fallz was designated a
sCRMNic waterway by the 3tate of Oregon in 1971 with an additicnal 13 milas above Sarvice
Creek being added in 1988. {Thiz 13 mile t&gment is not within the Hational wild and
Szenic Rivaer boundary). State Scenic Waterway boundaries ars located one guart=r mile from
the maan high water 1ine on both sides of tha river. The State af Oregon al$e established
the John Day River Wildlife Rarfuga from Thirtymils Creesk to the Columbia Aiver in 1933 to
protect nestirg waterfowl]., Mo watarfowl tunting is allowad in this grea. In addition, the
Qregon State Marine Board closed to metarized boat use the sestion of river Tram Clarmo to
Tumwater Falls between May 1 and October t.

Part1one of the Lewer John Day, Thirtymile, and Nerth Pole Ridge Wildermess Study Areas
{WSAz) are included in the proposed Wild and Scenic River boundaries for a total of
appraximataly 46 river miles. Portions of the Spring Basin wWRA are zl$a 1ncluded in these
praliminary boundaries for a total of spproximately 1 river mile. Spring Basin WSA
additionally borders approximat=iy 2.5 mile2 of the pretiminary Wild and Scenic boundary.

Stream discharge in the desigrated ssction 1B marked by axtreme variability in bBoth timing
and quantity, In cartain sectiohs, the river has essentially stopped flowing 3ome years
ouring August ang Septemoer but has alse reacnsd a pesk discharge in Dacember, {284, of
aver 42,000 cubic feet per sacond. These sxtrems flows affect resreational boating and
fishing use leveis an the river. There iz tittle or no recreaticnal develcocpment on this
partion of the river snd fow vehicle aceezs points exfat. .
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

.« DESCRIPTION AND EVALLIATION OF RESCLURCE VALLES

SCENIC VALUES
critaria for oytatandingly Aemarkabls Rating

The landscape slaments of Tandfarm, vegetation, water, ealor, and related fastors result
in notable or exemplary visual Teaturee and/or attraciiens within the gscgraphic region.
Wnen analyzing scenic vailues, additicnal factors such as seasonal vartations in

vegetation, scale of cultural medifications, and the Tength of time nsgative intrusions
are vigwed may be considered. Scenery and visual attractiona may be highly diverse over
the majority of the river ar river ssoment Tength ard not commen to cther rivers in the

gacgraphic region.

OISQUISSION OF SCEWIC VALUES

Tha majarity of the land adjacent to the designated portien of the river is primitive and
uvhdaveloped. It {8 an grea of high plateaus bisactad by the river amd it’s tributaries.
The river winde alternately through gentle tarm valleys, majestic basalt cliffa that reach
. heights of over 1,000 feat, and steeply 3loped nills coversd with grass and sagebrush.
Oregen R{var Tours, a guidebook far Oregon rivera, states that the Tower John Day River
rates high on the liat as a "scwric desert wilderness river tour” {Garren, 1372).

Early morning and late afterncen shadows highlight the towering, desert butiresses @f the
“var canyon. In contrast to the rogged, oolden hills, riparian vegetaticn laces the

var’s adge and recky fide canyons with a Tush green hus.  Juniper trees scattared
Jqroughout the canyon create additianal arcas of green. Spring and summer wildflowkrs
produce a sprinkling of calar and fragrance while, in places, axposed volcanic axh
deposits add rwsual smades of blues, gromns, whites snd reds to the landscaps. Erpeiocn
and oxidation of seme oT the basalt columns and pillars have created interssting
formations #id colars that have become seetic landmarks for river visitors,

The primitive satting and lergaly natural sgenic viewshad from Butts Creek te Cottorwocd
Canyon provides river visitors with a sense of wildneas and remcteness. This 13 evidanced
by the fact that thare are thres Wilderness Siudy Areas located in this secticn. A mors
pastoral setting, created mostly by alfalfa fialda, intermingles with tha primttive view
in the Service Creak to Butte Croek and the Cottormood Canyen to Tumwater Falls secticns.
The location of the Spring Basin Wildermese Study Area confirms that thare are sti17 wild
argas within this more rural portion, T a 18B3/84 survey condictad by Gregon State Parks
Dvision, most river usera indicated that solitude, scenery and wildlife wers very
important aspects of thair visit 42 tha John Dey Rivar,
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Cultural modificatiens to the landscape are mostiy a product of ranching and farming andg
include %uch things as fences, spring devalopments, livastock, irrigatioh pumps, and a few
private airstrips and primitive dirt ~eads and ways., Bridges, with their asscciatad
highways, cross the miver at four lecations and a powet11ine ¢an be seen for approximately
4 milas Trom Devil's Canyah to Sottorwood. This powerline crosses the river again
approximataly 1.5 miles abcve fgck Cresk. Same evidence of a pipeling and a Tiber gptice
Tine cro4s the river at Thirtymile Canyon. Military jets and amall, privately ownsd planes
eccagionally fly ¢ver and into the river canysn. Most of the modifications o tha
Tardecape occur in segments D (Tumwater Falls ta Cottorwocd Bridge) and segment B {Buite
Craak to Service Creesk). The ranching and farming medificatiens create a mors pastcral
setting, providing approximately 20 miles of a different type of scenic experience in
ecntrast to the wildland of segmant C (Cotterwcod Bridge to Butts Cresk] wnich covers
approximately 57 miles of the river corrider.

PRELIMINARY FINDING

As fourd by Congresse, the scenic resource of the Joht Day RHiver is datermined to be an
autstandingly remarkable valus., The rural and wild settings and unigue featuras along the
rivar attract visitors on a regicral and oicasicnally natioral and international basis.
Multural modificaticne to the landscape ars eithar tamporary or not significant enough to
serigusly affact the classification of acenic values as gutstandingly remarkable. Tha
oppartunity exists to anhance the seanic values along some segments ¢f tha river by
adcpting range management technigues designed to improve the riparian zone, help
naturalize the river banks, and by planting native woady riparian spacies,

AECREATIONAL VALLES ‘ f
Cr ria it 1y A kaki i

Recreational oppertunities are, or have the potential to be, uniguw &nough te attract
vigitors Trom outside of the gecgramhic region. Yisitors would be willing to travel lang
gistances to uss thw rMver resources Tor recreational purposes. River—-related
spportunities could include, but not ba limited to, sightseeing. wildliTe cbservation,
photegraphy, hiking, fishing, hunting, and boating.

Interpretive opportunities mey be sxceptional and attract or have the potantial to attract
vigitors Trom outside the geographi¢ region.

The river may provide or have the potential to provide sattings for national ar regicnal
Jaage or competitive evani%.

DISCUSSION OF RECREATIOMAL VALUES

Conziderable recreaticn cppartunities can be found alang the Jaohn Day River. Hunting,
fishing and whitewatsr boating constituta the meet significant (recreational) usas.
Camping, pichicking, sightsewming, rockhounding, photography, swimmng, and wildlife
watching are 8150 snjeyed by river visitors as ate the viewing of histaric and
archeclogical zites, At this time, fthere 15 1ittla or nc regreationa]l related cavelopment
aleng the Wild and Scenic pertian of the river except Tor twe pit toilets at Clarng and
Cattormeood Mighway bridges.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

a8 geolagical Tarmationg of the basin offer gppertunitiss for sgeEnic viewing and fomsail
hunting. The John Day Fosz2il Bsus Mational Monument, and othar arsas in The vicinity,
contain outstanaing fossils of intemational zignificance, These fo=<ils are pratested
under the Antiguities Act and therefare ctollestion {2 not permittad.

Hunting seascns run from September through mid=January far weterfowl/upland birds and from
O¢tcber through November for the various desr ssascns, acceunting for an approximate total
ot 18,000 visitor use days. Supmerict bass and stealhead fishing attract anglers to total
approximately 10,000 visitor uie days annually. »

Whitewater boating use by raft, drift boat, camoe, or kayak totals approximately 6,500
vigitor use days from Servica Creek to Cottorwood Cremk, Mo data has baen collacted
concerning boat uie batwesan Cottorwood Creek and Tumwater Falia but it 15 suspected that
comparativaly Tittla beating occurs in that river stratch. Most boat wse i3 concentrated
during the peak water flawz of late spring and early summer; Tow swummer/fall water floms
and 21d wirnter weathaer dfscourasaing ugs in other saascna.

deating on the John Day Aivar is characterized by a variety of fast ta slaw moving water,
intermixed with a few moderately challenging rapids. Floating spporiunitiss ~anga Trom one
. day trips to week-long excursions and from reassmably accessible areas to the extremely
rmsata. Motarized boatima activity i$ closed frem May 1. to OCtober 1 i tha area from
Clarma to Tumwater Falls.

The unconfined primitive recreation oppartuntt{es along the ~iver attract many viaitors.
~irrent total use estimates ars not pressantly availabie far the wild and Scenic portion of
A river, Surveys taken by the BLM during the heavy river e montha (April to Juna) from
(935 to 1948 found that 78X of the vieitars came from Oregety, 35% of that figure being
from the Central ana Eastern portions of tha gstate whiile 63% halled from west of the
Cascades. The other 2% were from Scuthwestarn Oregon. Commercial guides permitted by tha
BLM 10 wiw the John Day River numbared 43 in 1982 and 23 1n 1581, Despite the apparent
decline, ¢ommarcial uge on the John Day 13 sxpected to increase in the coming years.

Of those wha wers ot from Oregan, most wers found to Be from neiahboring states,
Washington being menticnad moet frequently. An COFEW $urvey of anglera during November
through March of 1987/88 revealed 8 much higher percentage of visitors from the John Day
River Basin and naarby region with only 3% of the anglera being from ocut of state,
Internationl viaitors probebly make up at 1sast part of both gut of state figuras.

PRELIMINAAY FIMDING

Unlike the nedghboring Laschutes Aiver, the Johkn Day offers more primitive and unconfined
recreatisnal opportunities as well as less technical rapids for the novice twater. Tha
diversity and quality of opportunities such as huntimg, fishing, rafting, camping, day
use, and scenic viewing conatituta recreation as an ocutstandingly remarkable value. This
Tinding egraes with tha Congressional record.

Both the John Day Fossi7 Beds Matfonal Manument and the Oregon Museum of Science and
Induatry’s Hancock Field Station provide a variety of interpretive services in the region
but there are many ¢thar rich interpretive opportunities yeat to bs tapped that have
potential to attract visitore from cutaide the geographic region.

One vigitar uss day equals one persem visiting the river for a 12-heur period.
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FI1SHERY YALUES
Griteria for cutstanding]y Remarkable Fating

Fish valuas may ba judged cn tha relative merite of sither fish populations =+ habhitat, or
a combination of thase river-related conditions.

Populations The ~iver 18 natianally or regionally an important producer of residant
and/or anedromous Tish apecies. Of partiguiar significance s the presence of wild
stocke and/or threatanad and endangerad specias.

Heh{itat Tha river provides exceptionalTy htgh gquality habitat for fish specias
indigenous to the region. QF particular =zignificance 1a habitat for wild stecks
andfor federally listed or candidate threatsnad and endangered spacies.

DISCUSEION OF FISHERY VALUES

Tha gntire John Day River Basin cantains one of the few remaining wild fisn rup= 1n the
Pacifis Marthwest with approximately 43,000 steelhead and 5,000 Chinook saimen returning
eech yedr for apawning (1983 fiqures). The summe stsalbead and spring Chinook returning
ta the Joht Day aach ywar for spawning make up the largest entireiy wild run in the mtd
and uppet Columbia River Basin, making the river of regicral ailgnificance. A remnant fall
Chinook poputation spawns in the Towar mainsten but 1s estimated to be made up of Tass
than 100 individuals.

Tha fact that this river 13 the lemgaat free flowing river in tha Columbiz River Basin
slgnificantly influereea the success of these runa of wilgd fish. In & recent Mation=wide
Rivars Inventory report, the John Oy was found to be <ne of oniy 42 high quality rivers
laft that {a greater than 200 kilameters in langth withaut any major dams. Cus to the
scarcity of riparian heabitats in the genaral area, the John Day River and assaciatsed
rFiparian hahitat are impartant to both fish and wildlifa.

In additien to the anadromous fisheries, the designated segment containz prime habitat for
smailmouth bass and a healthy popuiation pressntly exists. Reinbow trout also inhabit the
Jehn Cay River ag do whitefish, northern eguawfish, brosn bullhsad, aucker, channel
catfish, red-zided shiners, chizei-mouth chub, coddit, carp. and Tampray.

Thia fishery haa recertly received attemtion in mational publications and 1s besoming
increasingty mopular with anglars, Mozt of the commercial boating duide activity on the
John Day Aiver {8 associated with fishing and resreational angling accounts fer 10,000
visitor o3& days snraally. ‘

Thie segment of tha John Day River =erves primarily as a migration corridor for ell ndult
ad juvenile chinook and steelhead. Currently, this habitat supperts preductisn of
aprroximately two parcent af tha basin's total summer steslhead population. As many as
800 adult steelhead spawn in the subbasin each vear.

Other speciez found in this seoment include: redband rairbow trout, =mallimouth bass,
Facific Tamprey, bridgelip sucker, and speckled and long rose dace.
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A majarity of habitat in the subbaain 15 only marginally preductive for snadromous £1sh
comparsd ta habitat in the uscer watershed., The mainstream river channel 1g largely
undgfined, wide, and shallow. Low flows, sedimentation, lack of riparian cover, and high
suner stream temperatures 1imit productivity and survival,

(5 1-="] curranﬁ’p'lanta hatchery raised rainbew treut in the reas with high angling pressurs
in order to reduce the catch of wild fish, They alse uas fall spawning fish which reducas
hybridization with the spring spawning r=d Band rainbow trout and steselhead (CDFW 1932).
Creel studiss by ODFW indicate that over 30 parcent of the catch was planted hatchery
rainbow.

Bagad on the available archasciggical and ethno=historic information, & variety of fishery
resourcas were exploited within the John Day River 8asin masi recently by groups belanging
to the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Sorings and Umatilla, Treatiss sigred by bath
groups in the 1880°s with the U.S. government provide fer fighing rightz “in tha stresms
runming threough and Bardering s8id reservation{s)... and ar all other ususl and sccustomed
statiang in comwer with ¢itizens of the United States..." Data on the current use of the
river by these Netive American groups 15 nomexistent, but rormal quaries may reveal that
fizhing acttvitiss are occurring.

PRELIMIMARY FINDING

The quality, quantity, aesthetic, and econcmic impartasca of the fish habitat and 1ts

rezuiting resident and anadromcua fish populations qualify thia rescurce sa an

~utatendingly remarxanle value. This finding sonfirms the Congressicnal record ralating to
‘aheries values of the John Cay River.

Histocric accounts of ateslhead and zalmen runs were considarably larger than coamits foday.
Appraximataly 30% of the fish habitat in the hasin 8 currently degraded duw to Pladn
activities and is in sarly seral candition. Such habitat conditions substantially reguce
production of stealhaad and salmanm. With habitat {mprovement, however, steelhead ang
paimocn rumbers could significantly increaze.

WILCLTFE VALUES
Gritaria for Qutstandinaly Pemarkahle Rating

Wildlife valuas may be judged o tha ralative merita of sither wildlife popuiat{cna or
habitat — or a combination of theze conditiona.

Populations The river or area within the river corridor containz aaticnally or
regional 1y impertant populations of indigenous wildlify species. OF particular
significance are soecing cansidered to be unigue or populations of Tederally }tatad
or candidate threatoned and endangered spaciass. Diversity of species is an {mpartant
congideration and could, i itself, leed to a detsmination of cutstandingly
remariable,

Habttat The rivar or arsa within tha river corridor provides exceptignatly high
quality habitat for wildlife af Aatieral ar regicnal significance, or may provide
unigua habitat or a critical 1ink in habitat conditions for fedwrally listed or
candidats threatened and endangersd spacies, Contiguwous habitat conditiona are such
that the bicicgical nmedz of the species are met. Diversity of habitat 1a an
important consideration and could, in itzelf, Tead o u daterminatiocn af
gtstandingiy remarkabla,
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DISCUSEION OF WILDLIFE VALLES

The varisty of fish and wildlife speciez in the colliectiva John DAy River 8asin may be
mare divarse than in any other river system {n the entire state af Oregon., Thiz iz mostly
due to the diveraity of habitata found thare. Mixed sagebrush/grass sidehiila, rock
cutcrops of tha canyon wallz, and riparian habitats make up the deaignated Towar raaches.
Most of the upland vegetatian 18 in Tate sera] * status making it good habitat for

wildlitTe.

Though in sarly seral atatus, riparian areas are the Aot critizal habttat for witalifa,
Tha majority of wildiife in the Beain ar: gither directly depsndent on thass areas or use
them more than other habitats, Streamsides cregte a well=defined Zone batwews the water's
gdge and drier surroaunding areaa. The maist apgil conditions support a more dbiversified
vagetative commurity than fourd alsewhere, in turn affecting wildlite diversity.
Streamtide arsas provide, in ¢lase proximity to water, many varieties of food, aneltier
from axtrems climatic conditicne, cover for nesting and hiding, a%d corridors far travel
ovar Tong and $hatrt distances.

Gna threatsned speciss, the Ha1d saglw, is documented to ccour &long the sentire river
during tha winter sontha, utilizing large 2nags for rooating and perching, Bald asgla ute
cf the John Day appears to be increasing 4% the rogional population fncreases. Though no
recent sightings ars confirmed, the andangersd persgrirne Talcon may also utilile the area,
most !ikaly on a migratory basis. Frairis Talcons, goiden esaglas, and red—tailed hawks
nest in the river canyon. dsprey are als Tound along the John Day.

watwrTowl, shorshirds, hermn, a&nd upland game and perching birds <sn ba found in the ris
gorridor. Nesting by Canada ge=se has bheen incroasing yearly with the river now providing
habitat for several hundred birds yearlong., A variety of ducks Tive within the corridar.
The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife has dexignated a special wildlife protection
arga from Thirtymila Canyon te the Columbia River primarily t¢ arotect migrating waterfow]
and to reduce the Aressure from hunting.

Common animgls in the arem Tndlude mink, ==vota, river otter, bobgat, beaver, wWestemrn
fence lizard, Facifie¢ treefrog, and rattlesfake. Mule dear use the river voearligmg with the
most cocentrated summer use i the riparian zons., Rocky Mountain &1k aightings are
increasing in the area. Historically, Califernta bigharn sheep, a Category 2 Federal
candidate species, sccupied the Pasin. In January of 1983, the Qregon Department of Fish
and Wildlifa and the Huresu of Larnd Managehent reintraduced fourtesn bighommn shesp near
Thirtymile Canyon, and in Januatry 1980 thirtesn bigham were roleased naar Horsashos Berd.
A winter count in January 1992 found 5 total bighomn.

Saveral specles of warblers, vireas, and swallows migiate into the John Day Basin to nest.
Many of thess Bpacies Utilize riparian areas Tor nesting and foraging whila otimrs utilize
upland areas within the canyon., Mare information is nesded to determine present and
potential pomulation lavels for thaze specias-

* In refersnce to "=cological succession”, which is definad by Eenloay gnd Field Bislogy
(8mith 1968) as "ap grderly and pregressive replscement af one plant commundty by another
wtil a ralativaly stahie community coccupiss the area,”
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A2 1o the humas use of the resource, present early seral conditions Timit wildlife
habitat aspecially within the riparian zone, Thie significantly roduces habitat
availability thereby reducing wildlife populations and diversity as well. Many ot tha
side-drainagea flowing 1nto the John Day River are avaluated to be in poor to fair
cohdition. Ta promote the integrity of the main ¢harnel, it 18 important to manage for an
improved ecological atatus. An increase in ecological cendition simultansously involvas an
inareasa {n plant diveraity, which 1n turn supports an increass in wildlife diversity. It
alan improves the habitat in wnich thess speciet live.

Two apecigs of bat liated an the Oregon Matura)l Hecitage Program 1ist (1991) occur within
the Wild and Scenic Rivar corrideor: The Tewnsend’s big-eared bat and the spotted bat.
Mare infarmation i3 needed to determina which bab apecias occur in the corrideor in
addition to present population Tevels and kay uLse areas,

Hunting constitutes anm of the most popular forma of recreation in the Basin, asceunting
for approximataly 18,000 visitor ugse days ennually. Game species incTudée mule deer,

upland game Birds such as California valley quail and chukar, 2nd waterTowl. The John QY
ARiver al=zs providea cutstanding opportunities for wildlife viewing ama thera ia great
patential for intarpretatton of the Basin’s wildlife ag well. These nonutilitarian
recreationsal pursuits are becoming more and more popwlar Along the Johm Day River.

Availabie archaenlogical and ethno-historic information raeveals that a wide variety of
wildiife rasources ware exploited within the John Day River Basin, mest recently Oy groups
belonging ta the Confedarated Tribes of the warm Springs and Umatilla. Treaties aigned by
hoth groups in the 1850'a with the U.E., goverrment provide Tar “... the privilege of
unting... on unclaimed lands in commcn with citizens, i alao secured to them”. Hunting
righte on cedad lands continue today and are regulated by the respective tribas similarly
ta thosa imposed on the Euro—American peopulation. Whather or not hunting activities are
aceurring within the river corridor i% nat krows.

PRELIMINARY FINOINGS

The quality and diversity of habitat in tha Jobe Day river corrideor qualifies this
rescurca as outstandingly remarkable. The presence of threatened and sndangerad spmciss
such a8 the bald esgle, peregrine faicon and asprey, and regionally important populaticha

of indigencus wildlife species assures this classification. The excellent gppartunity to
view witdiife in this area it alss takem into canaideration.

GECLOGIC/PAL EONTOLOGTCAL VALLES

Criteria for Gutstandingiy Remerkable Reting

The river or the area within the river corridor contains an example(s) of a gealogic
feature, process, or phewomena that 12 rare, unusual, one—of-a-kind, @r upigque to the
gengraphic region. The fsatura(s) may be in 2n unusually active stage of davalopment,
rapresant a "textbook” examala and/or resrassant a unique or rare combinatien af geclogic
featuree (srcaional, volcanic, glacial, and ather geclogic structures).

DISCUSRION oF GEOLOQIC/PALEONTOLOGICAL VALUES

ha John Day Basin has a complicated geoclogic history which has resulted in & compiex and
Jverss assemblage of rocks exposed at the earth’s surfacse. These rocks include masses Of
oceanic crust, marine sediments, intrusive bodies, a wide variety of volcanic materials,
ancient cfiver and lake deposits, and recert river and tandslide deposits. High potanttal
axists for paleontological resources in the Clarne, John Day, and Mascall formations
withtn the designated arsea. Thaze beds are femous for plant and ‘vertemrate fossils of

%Q;ernatinna1 signi ficance,
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There ars partichs af the river whare ths traveiler 18 exposed to sxiraardinary cutcrops
of Clarne basalts, lahars, and assorted volcaniclastics, many of them right at the river
level, These offer axgallent material for study of volcanic pracesses and relarad
depsagiticnal envirocnments.

The oldest exposed rocks in the designated arsa comprise the Clarmo Formation of Eocens
age. The Clarma Formation consists of sediment depoaits of shales, sandstcnes, and
zonglomerates, interbodded with valecanic tuffe and lavas, The sagquernsec may be as much as
2,000 feat thick locally.

Cvarlying the Clarma Formetion is5 the Oligocene John Day Forthatian, known for {1tz
vartehrate fossils, Thess variegated tufis and shales ocutcrop thickly in several areas
alorqg the John Day River,

The Columbia River Basalts, here canzidersd to be part of one of the world’'s largest
continental basalt Mow formations, averlie the Jobin Day Formation. These are diatinctive
fleod basalts depasited during the Miocens, and are =2ti11 essentially horizental in the
designated aran. The John Day River cut a dramatic aross sectian through this platesu as
it Tformed the Jahn Day Canyeon. In =ome places, baszalt cliffs rias ovar 1,000 Tast above
the river pr have erooad into unhusua) and inter=sring shapas, addmg to the acenic
ualities of the canyon.

iring the Pligcens age, tufacecus sedimentary rocks and tuffs wera deposited in tha
northertmost area of the John Cay River.

l.andal{de and debris flow deposited during the Pleistocene age cccur as unstratifiad
lavers comprised of mixtures of basaltic, andesitic, tufacecta, end sedimentary bedrock.
Recent rock and graval deposits farm bars and bed: alcng tha canyeon,

River segment B, which axtends from the mouth of Butte Creek (AM 2%5) to Service Cresk (RM
155}, passes very near the Clarno Unit of the John Day Fo=311 Bads National Morument just
eazt of Clarme at AM 110, Fo$sil bearing exposures occur within the river corridor
throughout this segmant. No formal tnventories have yet beeén conducted within the
corridor but several lacations are known or are cenzdiderad highiy likely 1o cantain
sighificant vertebrate and botanical specimens. Palsontological inventories will need ta
be cenoucted prior to any graund disturbing activities.

PRELIMINARY FINDIMG

The Cangressional rasard found geelagic/palecntolegic valuas to be signifizant on the Jahn
Day River. Further inveatigation threugh this report reveals that the geolpgic/
palesntologic feature2: and cpportunitiea for scientific research, interpretation, and
aesthetice available on the river are an cutstandingly remarkable vatus.

Givan the proximity to the John Day Fozcfl Beds Matienal Monumant and the Tikelihood af
discovering additionally 3ignificant localities, palecntological readurces within seghent
B =hould be congidared ta ba especially outstandingly remarkabie. O majar impertancs to
this finding i3 the interrnational significance of the palecntological resources lccated in
this area.

BOTANICAL VALLES
Griteria for ingly Femarkabis Rating

The river or area near the river must contain nationally or ragionally important
populations of indigenoue plant speciss. OT particular importance are species congidered
tc ba unigue or populaticons of federally listed or Candidate Threatened and Endangered
Speciet. wWhen analyiing vegetation, additional factora such At diversity of species,
numbgr of plant communitizs and ¢ultural inportance of plants may be considersad. 31
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LECUSSION OF BOTAMICAL/BECOLOGICAL VALUES

containing pristine plant communities 28 wall as interesting plant species, the carrider
along the John Day Wild and Scenic River offers the vigitor unparallelied oppartunity to
exparience the natural Tamdscape of north-central Qregon.

Immediately adjicent to the river, the riparian 2ore offars lush, gresn vegetation
important i0 wildlife and natural hydrologic proces=es. Although past use has not been
kind to this important vegetation, improved grazing management promisss a 2law, but atsady
Fecovary. [ sontrast to the cool, fnviting riparian areas, the adjacent canyon slopes
offar 1Tittle hope af relief to the traveler. Thesa dry, Stoep, rosky hillaides, protected
from uprequiated grazing and agriculture by their topography and inacesss{dility, contain
the ramhants of a once-great grassland. Dominatéd by vast agraage of bluebunch wheatgrass
(Agropyren spicatum), these slopes appsar mech a= they did Bundreds of years ago.

voleanic clays of varying hues ang texrures hasr testimeey to the fiery birth of much of
the landacape along the river. Here, im these clay seiT4, are several speciss of plants
endemic (of Vimited ramw, ¢rly found hera) to this part of Oregon. Early spring moisture
aften causss these otherwise barren clay slopes <o be ablaze in a carpet of yellow

- wildflowers. An assorthent of unigue plante on the rocky ridoes tempt one to hike t¢ the
top. All in all, 1€ plants of some degres of tmportancs as "zpacial status species” are
known or suspectad in the river esrridor, including threse candidates for 1isting as
endangerad or threatened,

r
The designated arwa contaims vegetation representative of a potential natural awmwnity
3NC) bivebunch wheatgraas scosystem. (PNC ig the relatively stable, final stage in the
guccussien oF vegetation types, gensrally egudtsd with pristine). Thers are spportunitias
to study rative range sites which could be usaful far vegetative comaarison and could be
maintained aa priatina plant reserves. This could be bensficial far Tuture genetic

axperiments._

The ayaiiable archaeological and ethno-historic iaformation reveals that 2 wide variety of
plants wers sxploited within the John Oay River Sasin most recently By greupe belanging to
the Confederated Tribes of the warm Springs and Umatilla. Treaties sigred by bath groups
in the 1850 with the U.S. government provide for “the privilege of ... gathering rcots
and berrisg. .. on unclaimed lands in common with gitizens, is also secured to tham”.
Recent informatiom suggests thet traditioral gathering practices are atill being pursued
by trital membears, but no specific data exists on the use of plant reaources within the
river ¢orridor.

PRELIMIMARY FINDINMG

Tha John Day Wild and Scenic River corrider containg a reljatively pristine blusbunch
wheatgrass plant cammunity coupled with the potential presence of 18 special status plant
gpecias. In addition, the unigue contrast betwsen riparian and high—desert upland
vegatation provides important wildlife habitat and aasthetic values ta the area. There is
cpportunity to impreve the gualitiss of the Jokn Day River's yegetativa comunity in the
riparian zenes and an the alluvial flats through range management, Scientific study and
interpretive cppartunities aleo exist in the area. ShoyTd future inventories sftabiish
tha presence of additionat special status plapt species, thiz finding could be upgraded to
wtstandingly remarkable. However, since all of the known oF suspected spesial status
Jlants oceur alzewhers in the greater Jahm Day River watarshed (i.&.the river carridor
contains gnly & fraction of their known habitat) ano sincé the PNC blusbunch wheatgrass
communities also occur eisswhera on %imilar steep siopws, these botanical/ecnlogical
values can anly ba found to ba =ignificant rathar than cutstandingly remarkabla,
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PRE-HISTORIC, TRAQITIONAL USE

. Criteria fgr Gutstandingly Remarvabls Rating

The river or areda within the river corrider contains a site{s) wherse thers is avidence of
poocupation or use by Native Amaricans. Sites must be rare, oneoaf=s~kind, have unuzual
charasteristics or axcaptional human interest value(s). Sites may nave natienal ar
regional importance for interpreting prehistory; may be rars and represent &% area wier2 a
culture or cultural period was Tirst jdentified and described; may have been used
concurrently by two ar more sultural greups: or may have Been used by cultural groups for
rare or :acred purpazes,.  Of paricuiar valus will be pristine sites that have rdt besn
disturbed.

Rizcuszsign of Pra-higtgric, Treditigral Use

Some of the Jobn Day Aiver corrider has besn surveyed far culiural rescurces. Nearly 100
prehiatoric sites have bwen recorded, which represent the full range of human activitiss
Jineluding pithouss viTlages, rocksheltars, pictcgraph 24tes, rock feature sites, teal
manufacturing a1tas, and & few buriad s51tes whoss character can not be determined without
scientific sxeavation. Thaze sites indicate intensive sccupatioh by indians ovar the last
several thousand years and many are very significant, Three sets of srchagological sitas
ars potantially eligible for {nclusica in the National Register &f Mistoric Placea. The
Bureau of Land Managoment, reccgnizing the vaiue of archasologic s2ites on public land,
plana to neminate sevaral af these 21186 to the National Ragister.

Many sites have high pstential to provide information about past cultures and their yse
rivarain regources. There are excellent interpretive opportunities. About half of the
kiwwn sites are in fair to poor cendition with the greatsst threat to these fragile
rg_a:.l::rm kaing the continued i1legal diggirg and surface collection of prehietoric
artifacts.

Available data s limifed concarning use of the rmiver corridor for traditional use or
religious practices. Acearding to the invoived Native American groups, any area wneré
native plants and animal=s occcur are considered traditional use locations. This would
indicate that a majority of the BLM lands within the corridor couid be uzed for
traditional use practices, including grazing, as provided in tha treaties for each tribe,
A concerted affort to <onduct ethnological and athnobotanical research shoauld be pursusad
in order t9 illuminate aur current undsrstanding of the past use of the river canyen.
Recent rafigious practices within tha river corridor ara upknown and will most Tikely
resain o0 for obwipus reascns.  Again, ethnalogica]l wark would probably be useful Tor
praviding a general knewiadge abaut cartain ceremonies and practices without revealing
particular significant Tecations, other tham in general tams. '

River fagment D

Sagment O, covering the arss from Tumwater Falls (the Marrows) socuth t& the Cottorwnod
Bridge, hea been =slactively inventoried for cultural #esources by Feolk (1976). This
small sampling revealed the accurrense of only & few prenistoric 8ites. Based on this and
ather archasological studies conductad at the mouth of the John Day Aivar, {t appears that
humarn occupation in the Tewer part of the caryon extents back some 8,000 years {Schalk
1987). It has been suggested that the interios portion of the canyon was most hemvily
used aTter about 5000 years age, although ne Tarmal testing/evatuation has been conductso
to substantiate thia.

Ethnograpnical 1y, the ares has traditiomally besn wiflized by the Tanine aroup of _
Sahaptian speaksrs, primarily for fishing. Several villagas are koewh to have occurrad in
the Tower reaches of the river, although their sxast location has poat been discovered.
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River seguent C

River sagment C, sxtending from the Cottorwood Bridge to the mouth of Butte Cresk [approx.
AM 95) has been axtensiveiy inventariad by Polk (1876). Within this particuTar atratch af
the river Polk recarded 58 prehistoric sitea. An sdditional 5 prehistoric 5itss have Meen
located since that time. Othars zurely exiat that have yet to be discoversd. G&ite types
recorded include pit house villages, i1solated pit houses, rockshaelters, lithic scatters,
pictographs amd petroglypne, and reck features. Tha nature of aaveral of the prehistoric
sitat iz undetermined because they are buried by river sediments. Many of the sites are
in good conditien, but those nearest to access points, and a faw which are not, have been
badly damaged by vandals. No Tormally reported cultural resource excavations have Baan
canducted within this segment.

Ethnographically, the area was utiTized by the Tenino group of the Sahaptian speaking

fanguage family. Littls iz known about the arsa. Few of the ethnegraphic atudies

mentions the use of the canyon specificaliy. It iz assumed that the Tisheries played an
imporiant rela in the canyons ocooupdtionm. However, observable evidence at ths ailtes

suggest that humting and gathering were aa fmpoartant, if nat more 0. NO Known
athnegraphie villages nave been identified in this seagment.

River aasgment B

Aiver sagment B, which axtends fram the mouth af Butte Creek (RM 85) to Sarvice Creek (RM
1558), was partially inventoried Tar cultural rescurces by Polk (1976). A small mmber of
+ites were 'ocated during the =xamination of this segment. These consisted of

sckaheltara (aone with pictagrapha), one pit house village aite, and several open Tithic
saatters. Cresgman (1937, 1950) recorded severai pictograph sites and tested & rocieahalter
rear AM T20. The results af the testing were inconeTuzdive and provided 1ittla data. Work
eehducted {n the Pine Creek {(Gannon 1968, 1970, 1972; pers. comm. Endzweig 1931) and Muddy
Cresk (U.3.D.1., BLM CR Repart 86-08-03) areas near Clarnc has rovealed that accupation in
the vicinity of the segnent extends back as far a%$ 7,000 yeara age, with most aceurring
later than 2500 B.P.

Ethmwegraphically, this segment Talls on or near the boundary betwsen the Tening greaup of
Sahaptian languace spaakers and the torthern Faiute wha are part of the Numic language
group (Stewart 19339), It currently 18 within the ceded lands of the Confederated Tribes
af the werm Springs. Fermer 2t al, (1973) indicate that an aboriginal trail eaxistsd alcong
tha northern side of the river along this segment, jeining with another on the waat sids
of the river near Clarnw, Mo Known Native American religious sites or fraditional use
areas exist within tha carridor of this particular 3sgment.

PRELIMINARY FINDIMNG

River seument D
Althaugh zpecific data about prehistoric sites aleng the tower courss of the rivar is
Timitad, zegment D contairz the only site to be farmally studied within tha whale of the

river syatem. The potential for lecating additiomal prehisteric sites which may
gantribute significantly to our understanding of the prehistery of the Jobn Day River

canyon iz high.
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Qur general lack of knewledgs regarding the prehistory of the Deschutaz—Umatilis Flateau,
espacially the John Day River canyon, creatgs a <ircumstance whare all prenisioric sites
can be conzidered significant. The fact that 2ites located aleng the ower segment of the
river may have had cormections with the ethnographic past only imparts additicnal
impertanca to thers potential human 1ntersst valuea. Therefore, all cultural rasourcas
alang thiz segment are ocutstandingly remarkable.

River segment C

Segment C of the river conteins & great variety and concentration of prehistoric sites.
It has bash recommenced that several of the prehistoric site concentraticns be designated
as archaeclogical districts., The nature of the sitss provide excellant cpportunitiss to
significantly 1ncreass =ur current data base of knowledge concerning prehistoric
ccoupation. Therefors, all cultural resources within this seament are cutstandingly
ramarkabla,

General lack of knowiedge regarding the prehistory of the Deschutes—Unatilla Plateau,
aspecially the Jahn Day RAiver canyan, creates a o4drcumstance whare all prehistorie s4tes
can ba considered significant. Thiz {2 particdlarly trua becauas of the variety of
prahistoric 31tes ocgourring along this segmant of the.river have high petential far
sctentific reaearch, Therefors, all culture] resourees within this seoment are
autstanding1y remarkable.

River segment B

Although cultural resourse inventdries have hwan somewhat Timited alowg zegment B, the
Tindings hava been significant., The available avidence fugpests that & variety of
prehistortc aites axist which could provide impartant infermation absut our wunderstanding
of past Tifeways. This especially important when wa copsider the prehistoric %ituaticn
and {t% boundary setting. Additional inventory and evaluation will neesd to be performed
pricr to any proposeg ground disturbing activities,

Given the unknown nature ot tha prehiziory of the Deschutes-Umatilla Platesu, sspecially
the John Day River canycsy, a1l sites must be comsidersd potentially significant at this
time. The additional fact that thixz ssgment is situsted along & known eultural Boundary
pravides adoed importance to thess rescurces. Therefore, alt prehistaric sites aleng this
segment are cutatandingly remarkable.

All Seghents

on the river oversll, svidencs of human ccoupatian for the 123t several thousand years and
the presence =7 three sites with Mational Register potential indicate that the designated
carsidor of fha Johm Day River posse$ses archeclogical values that are outstondingly
remarkabla., This upgredes the Congressicnal record finding of "significant” relating to
the archeological values of tma John Day River. In addition, these 3ites were used
concurrently by several cultural groups and have regichal impertance for interprating
prehistory. The river corridar {3 alsn an important traditional uss area tg Indfan tribes
and i= associated with treaty rights o ceded Tands.
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STORIG, CULTURAL VALUES
Critgria for Quistandingty Remarkagia Pating

The riyer or area within the river arridor containg a site(s) or featura{s} associated
with a signtficant event, an imporiant perscn, orf a cultural activity of the past that was
rare, wnuzusl, or cne—ef-a-kind in the region. A higtoric 2ite(s) ang Jar featurg(s) 1n
mast cases ig EC years ar older. ©Of particular significance ars sites or features listed
i, ar are aligible for ifclugion in, the Mational Register af Historic Places.

OISCIEEION OF HISTORIC/CULTURAL VALLES

Histaric s8ites in the destgnated corridor offer special gualities for cultural rescurce
studie2, aesthatics, and interprataricn. Twenty—=ix histeric aitet have besn documentad
which represent primardly dispersed sottlpnent apacciated with Tiveetock grazing and
transportation-related featwr=z in the Tata 19th and early 20th centuries, Some aites are
so aignificant that theay are potentially eiigible for designation on the Maticnal Regizter
of Histaric Places.

- The histeric aites inciude cabins that are associated with homesteading or stockraising,
machinary lett from a ferry crossing, three wegons left from a 1920s movia sat, and a
rackshaiter used for a siill. The Oregen Trail, a significant weatarn immigrant routa,
stossed the Jomw DAy River at McODonald Ford and 15 &2 potential National Pegiater aof
Hiestaric Places prooerty 82 well.

River segment O

The primary historig¢ use aof this a*gment ocourred at M&Donald Ford., Thizs was the peimary
cros%ing point af the river for thousands of Oregon Trail emigrants betwsen the 1840's and
iBS0'2.  In 1858, A Terry was Dilt at the crossing, Later transpartation routes uaed
this same crossing. Other but less tmportant vas=e of 4his segment include some
homesteading, farming and ranchimg.

River segmerit ©

Rivar seqgment C, axtending from the Cottormwood Bridge to the mouth of Butte Creek [approx.
RN 98) haa been oxtensivaly inventaried by Folk (1976). Within this particular stretch of
the river Polk recorded 3 historic 31tes. Si1te types recorded include hamastaads, a ferry
gita, irrigation canals, ranching 11ne shacks, & still $ite from prakibition Javs and
three buckboard wagmnis uzad 1n a 1930's movie about the dregon Trail,

River segwent B

Rivar segment B, which extends from ths mouth of Butte Creek (AM 95) ta Sarvica Cresk [RM
155), waz partially inventaried for cultural ressurces by Polk {(1276). A small mumbar of
21tes werse located during the sxamination of this seament. Hiatoricaily, these consisted
of cng 1930'2 era cabin.

This sagment containg some intearasting 3ites related t& transportaticn and sattlemant. In
the 1860'=s the route of The falles Military Raad passed alang the west side ot this
agment betwesn Cherry and Bridge Croaks. Clarno was apparsntly eatablished 1n the 1880°s
y Andrew Clarne who was a cattle rancher. A post offica was arected at Glarne in 1894,
although thars i= soms ovidghce to suggest that an sarlier com existed in the 1883°s. Tha
flooaplain 2o0e of this segment has been subjscted to faming and ranching activitias
since this early ara.
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PRELIMINARY FINDING

River segment D

The occurrence of the Oregen Trail croasing along segment O has Tocal, regional amd
rational significance. Cultural resource inventaries will need to Be conducted prior to
any proposed ground disturbing eoctivities.

The Oregon Trail i considerad to be a Naticnal Historic Trail and of Naticnal Asgistar
aligibility. Therefore, &11 kistorical rescurces alang this segment are outstandingly
remarkable.

River segmgnt C

Sagment © af the river contatne a great varisty and concentration of historic sites.
Addittonaily, the historie stte:s along thiz segment represant £ unigue view of esarly
twentiath century cocupation of the canyon and cam contribute to our understanding atf the
settiament of the regign. Thess sitet alsoc offer ewcellant interpretive opporiunitiaes,
Histaric resources within this sagment can contribute to our understanding of the part
econamy and scenic valuas of the canvon played in the logcal and regional historias.

FRiver zegmant 8

Although culfural resource invefitorias have been somewnat Timited along seagment B, the
findings haye b&en significant. The available svidenice suggestz that a variety of
historic sites eaxiat which culd provide important information about cur understanding o
past 1{foways. Additional irmwventory and evaluaticon will need to be perfarmed prier ta any
proposed ground disturbing astivities.

The historic aftes can &lze contribute to cur bettar understanding of the indtial
settlement and cccupation of the region. Although they are eignificant, thsy are nat
cutstandingly remarkebls.

A1l Seaments

Overall, the John Day River and {ta corricor played an impartant rolie during the pianeer
migration and s&ttlemsnt of the wost, %ome =ites being sighiTicant sncugh o make them
eligibla for Natianal Register designatian. The colarful history of thm ares is ripe for
interpretation amd {8 found te have cutatendingly remarkable values., Thiz 15 an upgrads
from the finding of "signifizant” noted 1n the Congressional Record.

OTHER SIMILAR VALLIES

Assessments of additional river-related valuss may be completed upon receiving the resultis
of subject expert sglicitations Tor infermation and significansea.
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Managenent .

Prinevi1la Qistrict Office, 13885, Two Rivars Fesource
Managsment Plan, Buresu of Land Msnagemant. 150 pp.

Emith, R.L. 1966. Egolegy and Field Riglgay, Harper amd Row,
Publishars, Inc., Mew York, N.Y., p.187.

€ehalk, R, 1987. Archaealogy of the Morris Site (2BGEMS1) of the
Johr Day River, Gilliam County, Oregan. Prepared by the University af wWashingion,
Office of Public Archasology for the U.S. Army Corps of Enginesrs, Partland

Distriat.

Stewart, 0.0. 19349. The Merthern Paiute Bands. University of
California anthropoiogical Reeards, 2(3). Berkailey,

Unpdkl tehed documant: “Draft Jonn Day River Recreation Area
Management Plan”. U.5. Depariment of Interior, Buresu of Land Managemsnt. (18%0)

U.5. Department of Interiar, Bursau of Land Management.
"Final—Oregon Wilderness Environmental Impact Statement.” vol. II

V.5. Departhent of Interier, Bureau of Land Managemsnt-
“Floating tha John Oay River"

U.E, Department of Interiar, Bureaw of Land Management,
"Oregon State Direcior'’s Task Force on Special Recreation Managemant Areas. John Day

River.™

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau ot Land Management.
“ThirtymiiesLower Joiwy Day Wilderness &tudy Area Report”.

U.S, Department af Interiar, National Park Service. "Johh Day
River, Qregen Final Wild and Scenic Aiver Study". (15973)
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APFENDLX B
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAM FOR RESCURCE ABSESSMENT

1. Complete internal draff of the John Day River Resource Assezsmsnt, Ongaing
reyiew and editing using intardizciplinary approcach.

Internal Interdisciplinary Peyiew Team:
Dam 2mith, A=sistant District Manager
Dick Cosgriffe, Arga Manager
Brian Cunninghame, Public Affairs/Project Manager
Wayne Elmor®, Naturail Resourca Sgecialist
SuZan Mairners, Aecr=ation {review team loader)
Dan Wood, Cutdoor Recreation Plamar
Roy Pearl, W lderhess (NRS)
Brag Kellar, Wildlifs Bioiggist .
Sarah Nicheols, Student Trainee (Wildlifa Biclogist)
David Young, Fishary Blologist
James Eisner, Student Traines (Fisharies)
Dervi1a Davis, Gealogist
Rear Halvorsen, Batamist (MRS}
John Zancaneila, Archeqlogist

External Profestichal Review:
Suzanna Crowlay Thomas, USFS, archeology/history
Errol Claire, COFW, wilalife/fish
Ted Fremd, WPS, palecntology
Frank LeMay, COFW, wildlifa/fizh
2. Complete revizsd internal draft and have Management Tean Hewview,

3. Mail Resource Agsessment draft ta interested pubttc and professionals for
comment .

4. Revise draft bassd on public cowment and send to Stata Office.
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APPENDIX. C
RIVER MAPS
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AFPENDIX D
RESGURCE ASSESEMENT PROCESS (IN CEFTH)
I. PURROSE AND MEED

The importance of a thorough resource azsecgment cannot bBe gvarsiated. Tha resource
agses=ment servez as the feundation of tha river mansgement plarning process. It
determines which river—-reiated faaturea ars truly outstandingly remerkable ar cemtribute
suhetantially to the river zetting and the funetioning of 1ts ecosystem. It i3 not
intended to serve as an aligibiiity evaluation.

Uaually the initial sten in the river managemsnt planning proesss, the resource assessment
must take into coensideration all Teaturas which are directly river-reiated. This aarly
identification and evaluation will help snsure that significant fsaturst are not
overicaked and that & holistic apprcach tao imvestigating the inter—relaticnship ameng
various faatures is achisved,

The identificaticn and domumentation of outstendingly remarkable and other sigmificant
vajues 1s a first step in ¢eveloping management prescriptions that protect and wahancs
river vaiues., A thorough resource asiessment provides the basis upon which managament
decizions Affecting resources within the planning area <an be made during the interim
pariod pendityg plan complietion and approvel, Additionally, the fimdings and concluaions
reached 4t tha end of the assessmegnt affort will be used In maragamsnt plan ssoping,
4cluding specific issus {dantifization and establismment of final administrative
Loundaries,

Thara are thres companents of the rescurce assessment process. F1st is the identifisation
of any outstandingly remarkable values nat specifically ideatified by Cangress, but foung
prasen? navartheless, within planning area Boundarie=. Secetsd i the identificaticon and
detarmination of significance lavels for rivar=ralated values which ar¢e net determined to
be cutstandinaly remarkable, yat contribute substantizlly to & river’s averall character.
Third i% the confirsation of the outatandingly ramarkable values set forth for specific
rivers in the Ommibue Oregon Wild and Scenic Rivar Act (see the Congressianal Recprd —
Senate, vol. 134, dated Octoper 7, 1988),

it is important to ramember that the term “cutstandingly remarkable” Aa used in the Wild
and Scenic Rivers Act has never been pracisaly defined. Confequently, any datermination of
outstandingly remarkable values i9 8 matter af informed profassional judgment ang
interpretation. The onty firm expectation is that the basis for the judgment be adequataly
gocumented 1n the reacurce as$esament,

II. YALUE ASSESSMENT

A1l valuet assesssd s$hould be dirsctly river—ralated, ar owe their axistence to the river
guasystem, The retigmale Tor a direct river refationship 15 that the program invaivez the
Wild and Scenic Rivers System rather than a gensralized Tand and rescurce consarvation
program, It t8 therefora appropriate to foous attention on the river and resourcas
directly related to it.

he résources 3% be Bssested ars specifically identified in the Wild and Ssenic Rivars Act
(FL 890-642) and include s2enic, recreation, geelogic, fizh and wildlife, historic,
clturel, and other gimilar valuygs. Other similar valuea inglude, but are not Timited to,
hydrologis, botamic and ecological resources,
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[11. SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS

In order t% be assessed &3 "mutatandingly remarkable™, a river—ralated valus must be &
unigue, rare or exsmplary featurs that 1= significant at & regional ar national leavel.
Thogs river=ralated valuss thaet are rot assessed 88 oJtstandingly remarkabls but
sentribute substantially to the functioning of the river systef and river setting =hould
be deacribed and their laevel &f significance indicated.

The geocgraphic regions {8) described in the 1580 Statewide Comprehensive Cutdoor
Aecreation Plan (SCORP) for QDregon may be used for comparing certain river=related values
woeng the fivers in A "region” . Becauss of the locatipn of rivers in specific SCOAP
regions to contiguous state barders (Washington, Idahe, Nevada, and GaliTarma),
geagraphic regions can be modiTied as necessary to prévide the baais for meaningful
comparative analysis far nomr—recreation values such as fisheries or cultural ressurces.

Guidelinex Tor assessing values are meant tg st minimum thresholds to eatablish
outatandingly remarkable vaiues and are illustrative, not all-inciusive. In some casas, a
value may #eet some or all of the criterdia, yot may not, for a well-codmentsd reascn, be
determined to ba an putetandingly remarkabls value. In another situation, a value may be
calied cutstandingly remarkable Tor a reason not 1isted in thes# guides. The important and
critical step ia to document the ratioral for the dstermtnation.
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APPENMDIX E

Valug Comparison Chart

Vaium eraresgional This Agseszment

Scenie o o
Recreaticnal 3 0
Fishery o 2
WildlifTe - a
Geologie/Paleontologic 5 o
Batanie/Ecological = 5

renistory/Traditional Usae : 8 o
Historig/oultural s 0

O & Qutstandingly Remarkable

S m Significant
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APPENDIY F

SommenTa he Dra roe sment

The BLM recaived many ccmments from the public after the draft Pesourcs Asseasments wera
puplished. Some comments speciTically addressed the Fesource Assassownt whila others
gertained to river planning, Only those comments specificailly addressing this Rezourcs
Azcassment will be included hare. Comments on rivet planning will be addressed in the
John Cay River Managemsent Plam and Environmental Tapact Statement.
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ALG 193 "%__

g
£ i+
Y - & COMMENT FORM
g - e _\“y -
nk you Iohos intersst In thase »ivgr=. Below 15 a chack list shouls

you want to r2eeive more Lnformation ar provide comments. We will welscme
your :cmment. at any tipe througiout tha planning procass, howevar, commerts
fer this phase af thg oroce=8 mus™ be received at thae BIM offi=e Ly August
at, 1951 in qgrdar tg be fully utilized. Sevaral mailing liats hava Eean
cembingd to send yQu this informaticn, If you r=esived dupllcatgs pleassz
shars tThem.

25 Please sand me mora information about the following rivera:

r
Al § ywivers FRom .
— Lowar John Day River {mainscesm) MARK EGEER | CooSERVTH
g_tag?f Fork of th? John Day mw-_;i !
= Desciiutas/Loawer Craoskad vera
Narth Tark of the Crogcksd River ﬁwuiégigliﬁ;E::EQHY
trooked River (Chimnaey Rock Ssgment) - b
T wWnits Rivar HATI= N il

éé: I am interes=ad in partielpating. FPlease X8ep 7ae on the mailipg list.

| I am not interustad Iln any furtheyr Lnfnrmaticn. Pleasa camave Oy nans
from tha nailing list.

“~ % I would like to sharg my idess and suggaations en this form,

-

a2gg feal frag o aend u= additisnal comments.

Cumnents:

R. qLﬂLw‘4;bhjﬁahA*crdlbﬂfuumﬂf%.Jﬂuméuﬂuugﬁ

ﬂ@ﬁwﬂ* ﬁfﬁm

E"u{ﬁ.ﬂ.

\

.?lEEEi Fald and aithar stapla or tape thix form and draﬁ it in =he mail. No
pestage 1= necAseacy.
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Oetober I, 1991

Yoz Suzan Meinaers
Prom=z Ron Halvezrsen., Dist. Botaniesal Spec.,

ZEnbijact=z John Day River (mainxtam) and hotanical values

In an=iay ks Mark Egger's wild and =cenic rivaer comment. the
mainstem of the John Day River dows pos=22 pumargus endemic plants,
many of whick were. at ona time or another. of =ome important
statue. Among thesge nlapts are Caxtillejy xanthotricha (y=llaeaw-

hairy Indlan paintbrush!. Astracalaus diaphinous var. diachacus
{tranaparent miikvatchl, tisz nevil {Hevius' chzenacti=s),

Pediacactua aimpaanii var. rghugtigr {(barrel cagtus). Hvmenooaoous
filifolive war. filifpliua (Columbia ecutleaf) and Jsclepias
gryotoceras (pallld milkweed). Tha yellaw-hairy Indian paintbrusih
wag opoe A federal =andidate for listiang ae T/E but now doss not
appear on any lixt I kmow of and ia not sonemiderad a special status
plant. Hot only il= it found near Clarmne, but alse in much of the
Mudsy Creek, QOCurrant Creek, Cherry Cresk and Bridga Creek
drainagex, extendlng fram at lasst the Nerth Pole Ridge area to
Mitghmll and =seutkh and eaat. Meviu=' chaanactiz and the
transparvnt milkvetct werse both federal cardldates but now are at
the *"watzh" lavel. the lowe=t ievel a plant —an have and atill be
recorded in the field when observations ares made. The pallid
milkwe=d and the barrel cactus ars =zl=a at the "Watci” level and
never wer= faderal ecandidates. The Columkia cutleaf has been an
tha "Wasgh™ li=t kut kams na atatus at thi= time,

I know of ne plants within the cerridor of ths John Day Wild apd
gcanic River whish weuld cause the bBeranical wiluas to he
"autstandingly remarkaple”,. There are sigonlfiecant values, howesver,
by tha presancs of the abave pndamic specias but theae ancemic
=period 9cour misewhere In ximilar ssil=, =uch ag in the Bridg=m
Cresl/Sutton Mitn., and Spriag 3a=in areas-

Ther= are areaa of "pristine" bunehgrass communities an the stean
sice hilla aof the W&E River corrider, but thes= alxs oscur
alsewner=, and =a while "gignificant". I would have a hard time
applyving the tern "outstandingly remarkabla”™ to then.

Tue =surce of this informatiss la frem both records in-house and
the Dregsn Matural Heritage Data Basa, Mark Egger'e cemments would

perhapx have been apprepriate five yearg ago, but the xtatua and
impertance af planta i3 centinwally changing based on  new

information.
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Novembar 25, 1991

wames FKEnmns .
Deachutea Area Managar
Bureau of Land Managament
P.Q Box 530

Prineville, Orsgon 97754

Daar Mr. Kenna:

Thank you for the apportunity to reviesw the draft Lower Jehin Day
Fild and Scenic River Reacurce Assessment. WHe aupport the
foutstandingly remavikahla" designation af the acenic, recreaticn,
fizhery, and wildlife rescurcae<. Rawever, wa would lika to
comment on several areas of cencern to the Wilderness Society.

In light of the charrant urgancy of the salmon=lssne, ane af onre
greatest concarh: 1la tha saction ocutlining the rfishary ressurces.
Thae Jehn Day River Basin is one of the last wild anadrsmous riah
runs in thae Facifle Northwest., We must do evarytrhing poasibis to
protaect and enhance thia disappeaaring resource., Altheugh the
author has done a fine job cutlining tha regional importance of
the river and its assoalated riparian habitats for beoth fish and
wildlifa, tha rest of thi= asction is plagued with deficisncies.
Tha draft should inciuda: current fishaery populations Ligures,
tha extent of their habltats' degradation. and the impact that
spacifi= "enltnral® activities have had on the fisheriea. For
sxanple, how have grazing, adgrioulture, read=building, and
fishing activities affacted watey guallty, fisb populaticns, and
riparian hanitats? To what =xtent can certain conditicona be
attributad ta management activitiex out=ide the proposed ascenic
wildlife area? Management zalternatives drafted without thia
infermatieon seuld ssricusly izpalr the futnre health aof thege
regicnally signiricant fisheries.

considering the importance of thia particular fishery, we are
surprised that tha recreaticnal values section doax not aAssaczg
how tishing activities have affacted the fizh population. For
example, what percentage .of ,the papulation ia caught sach year? .
Is the population stressed? In addition, this section sheuld

£16 8% ALDER, SUITE 915, PORTLAND, OR 7205
(503) 2480452 55
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

aasess the lmpact hunting and camping have had on tha tiparian
zone=. In the future 1t might be necczsary to devalop parmansant
rempeiteas that would cencentrate visitars away from these
ecalagically vital zenea. These s=ites would present intarpretive
and visitor management opportunitisa.

kRegarding tha acenic resourcas, we fear that the vagua languagse
and deseripticn of Youltural modificationa™ may confivse the
axtent to which thase "wadlfications" have undsrmined the arga's
acenic potantial. In particular, the lazt aentance on pAge six
{"Thaeaa sights ara aither tamperary..."} doea not agree With the
apirit of the last sentance of the previous paragraph ("In &
1983/84 survey..."). The river users from this survey would
probably find their visits much more enjeyable without thease
"tamporary or net signirficant encugh® =ights. In addirien, it
would be helpful to make a clearer fiztinction bhetwasn "rurai®
and "wild" argas on the river. How many miles of river acenery
ara blemished by "cultural nodificaticns?" What aectionas (using
A-D, me dene In the assessment of cultural valuea), if any, are
actually priscine?

The agsesament of wildlife valua= ig one the drart's strongesst
sacticnas. We applaud the epphazla on the degraded condition of
the riparian zonea. Healthy *iparian habitat= are aessential to
the continued health of the area's wildlife. The managenent plan
muet <all for an improvement of thase conditions. Therefors, a
complete inventory of the dagraded zonex la assential zo paat
nanagement mistakes <an be correscted., In addition, the draft
wonld be ippraved by including the eurrent status of the
reintroduced bighern and by defining the impacts of "non-
wthilitarisy recpeational pursuits." We alsc agres with the
preliminary finding that the bat population data iz inadequate.

The hotaniral sectisn ia not nearly az complete ax 1t shonld he.
Although the draft indlcates that the area contains sixtesn
lspecial status species," including threa potantially endangayed
er threatened plant=, only one apeciss it namad. Considering the
degraded conditions of the riparian zone=, the planners must know
what i there, oy rather, what is left. A complete inventery is
abgolutaly nacsasnry. The presence of thras potentially
endangered or threatenad plants certainly gqualifisx thesae
bBotanical valuem as "putstandingly gpemarkable.® We hopa that an
intaraat in =sntinuing current grazing practices did net
preajudicss your axsssament of botanical respurces. The avasive
language in the hetanical ssction sugge=ts a fear that a
Poufstandingly remarkable” designation weuld force drastic
changes in range management.

In general, this draftr teesss the public with cbsoure suggestions
that pa=t apd current grazing management plans have damaged the
area. The igpacts of thase practices =hould be ¥hown to assuze
they are not continved or rspaated. We suggest Zn=pending
grazing activities at leaat until the carridor has recevarsad from
years of, what haz obwiou=ly been, axtremely destiuctive grazing.
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The plannars must not give in teo pressurs to accommedate short=-:-. .. .
term grazing demands that currently damage the area's riparian "~
zones. This assessment and planning process is designed €o

develop a plan "which protacts and &nhances.. ..river-related
values.” WHe urge you to examine tha "significant™ dealgnation of
batenical valus= awnmd geriously guestion curient grazing

management. :

Again, thank you for the oppnrtunzty tn coemment on the Rasource
Assessoent drarft. In genaral the 4raft is an admirable first
stap towards a final pe=surce amaszssment and the pretection and
senhancenent of this river'za "sutatandingly remarkabla" values,
tut it does need some revi=zisn. We hope our comments will
fagilitata this proges=. Wa lask forward to weorking with you in
the management plan develspment procsess.

W;;W 2. E:?;/ s

Bobert M. Freimark C. Bayard
Assisztant Director Wild =2nd Scenic Rivers Veluntear
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BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Progville District Office =
P.0. Box 550 (185 E 4th Street) S e ¥ ALY AR TD.
Prinwville, Qregon ST704
f }/4/ 6aT
W10 1 '

Erral Clairs

Jakm Day District

Oragen Qegarcment of Fisah ancd Wilglitae
P. Q. Bex 9

John Day, OR 37345

Ogar Zrreol:

I mave recdivag many SoMments on the Rescurca Asseasment aFf thy John Day
River. Sgma g¥f the comment= recyirs adoitional fish axpertiza that vou have.
Would vou help ma anszser the Foilowing queatians:

1. ¥Wny 2r# chinpok absant from tha South Fork 3asin?

2. What is the hatcrery supplamantation poliey far the John Cay River?
What current zupplementatfon actisns ars soing on?

L what are tha ‘nteractians between hatehery Fish and wild stock in the
Jokn Day Rivar, fn terfs of compatitian, productivity and dizsasa?

4, Plgase assass the impact af the presanc sport cateh of Siih on rediang,
stesihead and chinock.

3. what ~tpardas resteraticn arvorts aps being mace on State owned lang 1
the John Cay Basin? -

Erral, thankz again far your halp. Would veu E= aniw £2 raspond by Sebruary
15, 196827 Let & Kogw,

Eincwraly,

!
}?/David £+ Young
District Fishery Bialagist
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January 10, 1992

MEMORANCUM
To: Suiin Meiners, Rees. PRlanner
Fram: Lyle Andrews, Ranga Con.

Subjuct: Cammeats on John Day Rivar Respurck AiSessment and Wildaroass
Socimty Letter (see attachments)

attached are my only comments oot Lhe JOR Respource Assassmant, Secauze of trhe
seope of azseszment [ did not see a big need to axpand on refersnces to
Tivastock grazing and management ar laek thers of, It propably suffice to say
that certain resource values can be enbanced by improvec range managemant.

Concarning the Wildarnese Speiety’s Tetter dated 11/25/81, whigh coatains
commante an the draft JOR Resaurce Aaseasmant, I waunld simpiy say that it 1%
nut the intent of a resgurce asseismant te analyze why ‘and how certain
resources may have gotten in a degraded condition, but only that they are and
that they may be improved. AT=s, the river management plan will detafl
practly how these degraded razoderc=s will be improved.
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PRELIMINARY FIHDIHG .: ORI SANT T TR L SRIY L BElS R
g I - T oot B TSI EL o el R

As found by Cnngrass thl scante resoiroe nrf the John Day Rlver 15 determunld

toc be an autstandingly ramarkabte vaius, The rural and wild zettings and

unigque faatures alsng the river attract viciters on A regieonal and

accasionally national and international basis. The cpportunity exists +o

enhancz the scenic values along some segments of the viver by adopting range Aﬁgﬁ

managemant 'te:hmquis designed f&’ ﬁm’- the riparian zane and;rwar banns.nn--.f

. 3 “gﬂ

RECREATIONAL VALVES '~ o".e %ﬁﬁ _ M%

Recreatipnal opportunities are, or Rave tha potential %o be, uniqua enough %o

attract vlsttsrs from qutside Of the aeagraphic regqion. Yisitors would be
willing ts t St —— i i, i =r . Fawe mnrvazkiona |

purposes. Ri to,

tghtseeing, M - T
sightree) / i o et ﬁ st 1
CInterpretive - : ]
potenttal tx f_&; ..-#" f_ﬂ, - MM??{,
The river m Mﬂm e M mnaﬂ

or regional _ co
DISCUSSION (

Congtdarabh . - ) ivar.
Hunting, ff1: :

{racreation

photoeraphy

vizttors as s tima,

there 72 1ittle @ "no reCTEATIORAN FEIRATEO QUVEIGPMEIL 10Ny s 1 ew BXCERT
for two plt tuﬂats at tlarno and Cottonwcod highway bridges.

The geolagtcal furmatinn: af the basin offar oppertunities for scenlg viewing
and foss1} hunting, The John Day Foss!] Bed: Mattopai Monument, and other
areas In tha vicinity, contain outstanding fossils of internaticnal .
significance, These fosszils are protectsd undlr the Antiquities Act therefore
goliection is not pnrm1ttad

Hunting seasans run from Septemuer thrcugh m1d—January For watarfawi!unland
Birgs and from October through Movemoer for the varigus dear seasons,
accounting for an approrimate total of 18,000 visttor use days. Superior bass
and steelhead fishing attract anglers %o tntal appraxrm&teiy 19,000 visitor
use days annually.
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Immedtataly adjacent %o the river, the riparian zone offecs lush, green
vegetation imoortant to wildlife and natural hydroiogie processes. Although
past use has not been Ai1nd tg this i{mportant vegetatien, Improved grazing
managemens promises & $1aw, but stezdy recovery. Inm contrast to the ceal,
Imviting riparian areas, the adjacent ganyon slopes offer 11%%tlg hope of
railef to the travater. These dry, steep, vrocky hillsides, protectad From
unrggulated grazing and agriculture hy thalr tocagraphy and InAccess!SiTity,
centaln the remnmants of 4 unce=groat gqrissland. Dominated by vast acreage of
bluebynch wheatgrass (Agropyran spicatymd, these sTopes appear moch as they
did hunéreds of years ago.

Valcanle <fays of varying hues and textures bear testimony to the fiery birih
of much oF the Tandscape along the river. Hare, In thece clay soifs, ara
several zoeclas of plants andemic (of 1imited raznge, only found Rara) ta this
part of Ordagon. Early spring meistirs often €iuses theze otharw!ie barren clay
clopes to be ablaze 1n a carpet of yellow wilgdflowers. An assortment of unigue
plants on the rocky ridges temmt one to hike to the top. A1l ia all, |G plants
af scme degras of importance a "special status species®™ are Known Qr suspectsd
1n the river carridor, including three camdidates for 17sting as endangered aor
threatened. -

The designated arsa ¢ontalns vegeiation reprasantative of a potentizl natural
community (PNC) blusbunch wheatgrass ecosystam. (PNC 1s the relativaly stable,
final stage 1n the succussicn of vegetation types, generally equatad with
pristine}. There are opportuntties tp study native range sites which could be
usafu} for vegetative comparizon and ¢ould be maintainad as pristine pilant
resarves. This could be bendf1cial for future genatit axperiments.

PRELIMINARY FINDING

The Johm Day Wild and Scenic Rivér corridor contains & refatively pristine
bluetiupch wheatorass plant communlsy ¢aupied with tha gresence ar potential
presence of 16 special status plant species. In addition, the unique contrast
between riparian and high-desert upland wegetation provides tmportant wildiife
habitat and aesthatic values iro the area. Thare 15 oppartun!ty to Improve tha
quallties of the John Day River'sgvegetative commynttyathrough rangs
management. Scientific study and interoretive oppertudities also exfst 1n the
ared. Therefore, these botanical angd gcological values) are found to be of
significant value. '

PRE-HISTORIC, CULTURAL VALUES ﬁz‘_—'

Same of tha John Day River corrider has been surveyed for cultural rascyrces.
Mearly i Ml L L R s R
FERgE O - v .
piceagr: ﬁ Jﬂ?‘; : ; ﬁﬁrﬁéﬁ" , & few
buriag : l
eXCAVAY e ae ar the last
seyeral ;

archaeo Nationzl
Reqiste: zing the
value o of thase

sites t |
i4
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South Fork of the John Day

Wild and Scenic River
Resource Assessmenc

June 1991

Bunou ol Land Mangemenrt
Prineville Vistrrcr
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[. INTRODUCTION

1A 196B, Longress enacted the nNational wild and Scenic Rivers Act and, far the first twms,
astablizhed a =ystem for preserving outatanding Tree—-flowing rivers, The South Fork af tne
Jobn Day River was addsd o this system 1n 1988 when 1t was designatad as & Faderal Wild
and Ecentc Rivar by tha Omnibua Oregon Wild and Scenic Rivars Act of 1848. As dsfined by
the A=zt, a Matiormal Wild and Scenic River must be Tree=tlowing and have 2t lesst one
outstandingly remarkanle valug. The "Qutstandingly Remarkable Valuaes" of the South Fark of
tha Jofy DAy River idantifigd by Congrass in the Cangressyonal Record inslude: acenary and
recreational cpportunitias. Fisharies, wildlife, paleontological, and cultural values ware
gther 3ignificant attributes identified Iin the t=gizlature though not claszsified as

"Outstandingly Peamarkabla values™,

The +#iver sactian from thae I[Zee—Padiine Road crassing to the north beundary of mMurderar’s
Cresk Wildlifa Area was included in the Crapon Scenic Waterways ActT esteblished by the
additicnal watar initiative tn 1988, The Gregan State Scermic Waterwave System instudes
free=1lowing waterways considered it possess one of mora “ouistanding Bcenic, fish,
wildttfe, geological, botanic, bistoric, archasnlogic, and cutdogr recreation values of
present and future bBenefit to the public™ (ORS 39C.30%). Far each séenic watarway, Oregon
Stare Parks and Recreation considersd "spacial atiributgs” and are, therafors, subjec: 1o
rvies and recommndations for proteetion or sphancement of thess attributes. To data,
special attributes of the South Fork of the John Day River have not Been identified.

Urder tha Wild and Scenic Riveras Ac¢t, the BLM i%s reguired t¢ prepara a comprahensiva rive
plan to provida for the pratection of the river values. This plan, =f which the rescurce
agsessmant 1= the start, witll use the Limits af Acceptable Change (LAC) plamning procmss
whila at the same time comply with the Mational Enviremmental Policy Act (NEFA} planming
regulationi. The planning stept inciude identificatiem of 1ssuw=, concerns and
opportunities associated with activities along the Jakn Day River which will than be
translated tea managemant obisctivea and measursment critaria for mesting the objactives,
From this, & ramnge of maragement altermatives ers developed, avaluated, and the preferred
aiternative chosen. The prefarred alternative becomes the more deteilad river management
pian and includes provisions to monttor the =fTectivenes: of managament in me=ting the
abtjectives of the plan, Through sach phase of the planning process, public invelvement
will ba Invited, and will be assentiz] for the success af a sopund managsment plan. [(See
Appandix B for the public involvesent plan. )
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1. RESOURCE ASSESSMENT PROCESS OVFERVIEW

Ta tecoms a compomenT af The Matipnal Wild and Scenic Rivers System, a river mustT be
"Free-tlowing” din that it can not have any major impoundments of diversions aleong 1tz
coursse. The rives must also possess one or mere 'cutstandingly remarkable scenic,
recreational, geqlogic, Tisn and wildlife, histaric, cultural ot other similar value”™. Tha
purnoge of this decument 1s io determine and defina what those “cutstandingly remarkable”
values ara and how they relate to the river,

in desfgnating the Scuth Fork of the John Day River as Wild ang Scanic, Cangrass mandaied
the oreparation of a management plan for the river. The importance of a tharoush resaurce
aggsessment (A4) cannot be ovarstated. The RA serves as the Toundation of the Fiver
mahagement planning procsss. 1t determines which river-related features orf attributes are
truly outstandingly remarkaple and whigh values contribute substantially to the river
gatting and the functioning of 113 acozystem. This asséssment will guide interim
managament, provide the basiz for developing a joint fadaral and state river managemant
plan and a=sist 1n the detarmingtion of Federal Wild and Scenic Piver boundardes.

The RA protess 18 used to determana <he degree of aianificanca of river—related values.
The decisions are basad on availabla data and wnvomad profassianal judgament., Tha RA
" process was developed by govermnment agencies with input from knowledgesbls organizations
and individuals. The process provides a degree of stendardization and consistency on wild
and Scenic River planning throughout the nerthwest. It is an abjectiva process
accomp | 1shed fhraugh the use of an interdisciolinary T=am Knowlsdgeabile of tha Natiorng]
%t1d and Scenic Rivers program, the particular resqures values o be cansidsrad and tha
Iver or area to be studied. Information Trom othar experts 1s pbtained thouwsh
vonsultation, document review and/or direct invelvament as neaded. An analy=xiz {9
conducted to compars reseurcs values with other rfivers within a particular phyaiographic
gr demograpnic region. As a basis Tor comparison, gecgraphic ragions dartines in Oregon’s
Statewide Comorghensziva Qutdoor Recreation Plan (S00AP) are partially used (sar map on
page &),

The South Fork of the John Day Wild anc Scanic River i= located n SCORP Ragion #1Z,
incormorating Morrew, Umatilla, Union, walleowa, Srant, and Baker Counties. The region is
flanked by the Snake River on tha east with the Columbia River and Cragorn-wWasningIon
borcer Tarming its marthern boundary. This ragion also centaing designated portions of the
Marth Fork of the John Day, Nerth Powdar, Powder, Malheur, Minam, lLostine, Eagie Creek,
Grandse Ronde, Wenaha, Snawvs, Imhana, and Joseph Treak Wild and Scenic Rivers, (Far
additional dissusaton of the resource assesanent process, 86 Appendix 0). Esszentiaily,
the resource assesasment process should answer the questions “What iz =zoacial about the
South Fors of the Jonn Day Wild and Scenic Aiver and what sdditicaal information is reeded
to davalop a management 2lan Tor the rivar and properly manags and srotect those vajuas?”

The fallowing steps or vearificaticn technimques wers used to avaluate the contridution of
VEroUs resource valuss te the Scuth Fark af tha Johm Day Rivar:
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= The use of an interdisciplinary team approach:
- Consideration of wnidueness and rarity at a regicnal and natiohal Taval;
- Consideration of vajues 1dentified wn previous studiss and reports (see Amosndix At

- Yaluas must ba river related in that they owe their axistence or contribute to the
functioning &7 tha river systam and 1ts ipmediate emvirons;

- The use &f standardized critaria against which river values wete measured to
determine outstandingly remarkable valua;

= verification by other experts in the subject area;

- Public verification of praliminary findings of outstandingty remarkablie vaiua,

Thiz resourca assessment will evaluate the foliewing South Fork of the John Day Riwer
resourcas:

+ Scania
+ Racreatianal
+ Fizsh and Wildlife
+ Historic/Cul tural
- Batanic/Ecological
+ Feoiogic/Paleontologic
+ Pre—historic/Traditional Use

* i ather fimilar values
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¥alue Comparisgn Chart

Value Gongres3ional This Ascassment
Scenic o Q2
Recrrational a} Q
Fishery - (a}
Wildlife 3 o
"o glan=h L - 3
Paleocntologis - o
Batanical - v
Prefistaric/Traditional Usa - | (27
“4istaric/Cultural - (537)

QutstarGingly Hemarkable

[
l

4]
k]

Significant

7 = Noed Mare Intormation To Detarmine
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(Il. RIVER DERCRIPTION

The Sauth Fark of the John Cay River i2 situatec primarily in 4 semi-=rfid area in
northeastern Oregon. Flowing northward from the Ocheca and Aldrigh Meuntain=, the entirs
Seuth Fork drains an area of =pproximataly 607 smuare miles and entars the mainsiam John
Qay at Dayville, the only incorscrated city in the subbasin. Swbbasin elavation ranges
betwaan abcut 2,300 feet to 7,400 feet mbove se= Tevel. Mocst of Ethe subbasin is located in
Grant County.

The ACT dssignated the 47 mile 2egment from the Malheur National Farest boundary 1o Smokey
Creak ag a recreational river, The antire Wild and Scenic portion of the South Fork is
admintatarad by the Bureauw of Land Managament thrcugh interagency cooperaticm with othar
Tedaral, stats, and local savernment agencies. Bounderies and asreages idantztifisd in this
repart are swbject to revision bassd on further analysis of existing and naw informatich
in the preparation of specific river managmsment plans.

Land fwnerskip Within the South Fork of the John Bay wild and Scenic Pivar Preiimisary
goundarias:

Approximate
Miiaz of Approximate
Rivar Frontage = Acreagje
BlM ag B,720
Stare a 1,310
Private L5 4,310
OJchoco NF i 160
Tatal &7 x 2 = M 15,000

The 29 mile segmant Tatwesm tha Post-Paulina Reag crossing to the north bouncary af
Muroerer’s Creek wildlifa Area wae cesignatod a scenic watsrway by the Stats of aragon 1n
19889, State Scanic Waterway bouncaries are located one cuartar mila from the mean high
water 11ne on beoth sides of the river. The antire length of the State Scanic Waterway lies
within the fedaral Wild and Scenic River stretch, thougn in some cases the State’s quarter
m1e boundary en Bath sides of the river may excead tha proposed fedaral bowndary.

Portions of Aldeich Mountain wilderness Study Arsa (WEA) are included within the procosso
Wild and Scenic River bowndaries for a toral of approximately 2.5 mifas, This WS4
additionally barders approximataly 1 mile of the oraliminary Wild and Scanic 4oundary. Tha
Wild and Scenic preliminary boundaries alao overlasp approximately 180 acres far 2 total of
approxipately ohe and a haif river miles of the Black Cahyon Wilderness manayed by tha
USFS, A 5} mile National Back Country Byway follows the South Fork from Daywille 1o the
borgar nof the Halhaur Naticomal Farest. Within the South Fork of the Jobn Cay arsa there
are approximately 20 acres of cammersial forestland classified as Fragile Restricted and
approximately 100 acres classified as withdrawn.
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A prooesed addition to tha State Recreazion Trails System would pass throush tha
designated portion on an east—west route near the Murderar’s Creek drainaga. Mucdarar's
Craek Wild Horse Herd Managsment Area, administerad joimntly by the United States Foresst
Sarvice (USFR) and the BLM, i5 adjacent to a poction of the river and consizts of 143,000
acres, In additicn, the 26,000-acte Murgerer's Creek wildlifs Management Area neignbors &
portion @f the river and 18 a cooperative faderal, state and private effort managed by the
Oragen Department of Fizh and Wildlife.

Tha Scuth Fork near Dayvilla was gagec intermittently far 10 years batwsen 1910 and 1330.
A gavuge was reinstalled just above Dayville in Osteober af 1387 and 15 currantly 1n
service. Average armual aischarge at the mouth 12 an astimated 100,000 pore—rast,
SGublbia%in discharge 1% graatest during thas winter momths, the peax flow gererally ocourring
in late April. Flicws bottom out 0 September, the low fiow periad ocourring Trom July
thraugh Corober whan demands far {rrigation use, fisharies maintenance, and water gquality
Are greatast.

The majcr landcover type is rangeland with same conifarcus Torest sdging atong tha river.
The few agricultural areas near the designated rtver occur around Cayville ana lzem, There
it presently nonrecsreational development on the designated porticn of the river, 4 moatly
gravel ar dirt road Tallows the river’s sntire length, canging vrom 30 feet to 8 guarter

mile fram the river!s sdas.

On an annual basis, the subbasin exhibits satizTectory chemical, physical, and biglagical
guality. Problem: such as sadiment loading during high flow and high water temperatures
auring low flow pericds arm due to timber removal, road constructing gractices, dredge

Til) activities, and natural conditians (ODWR 18986).
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V. DESCAIFPTION AND EVALUATION OF FESOURCE YALUES

SCENIC VALLES
Criteria for Cutstandipoly Remsréable Hat-ng

The landzcans alements of landform, vegetation, water, color, =nd ralated facters result
in notable ar exemplary viswal Teaturas and/or attractions within the geographic region.
Whan analyzing 2cemic values, additional factors auch as seasonal variations in
vagatatian, scala of cultural medifications, and the Tangth of time negative intrusions
are vigwed mey ba considared. Scenery and visual attractions may ba highly divaraeg cver
tha majority of the rivar in the gecgrapnic region.

DISCUSSICON OF SCENIC VALUES

The Ecuth Fork of tha Jabn Day Aiver contains striking and unigue =eenic values with a
wide variety of vegatatian, color, and interesting landforms. Scattered pondercga pine anc
an cocasional Oouglas ar whita fir iatermix with jusiper, ssgeprusht, ahd nattve
bunchgrasses creating a distinct vegetative patterm ot the steep canyon alopes. Lired wWizh
A Tlourishing assartment of streamside vagetation, the river’s gdge makes a opictureague
centerpisce to the rugged canyon scene. In the .gper reachss of the river, relatively
level agricultural land Torme a more pastors)] seffing.

The canyon is geclagically scenic as well, Exposures of coclumnar jointing and foesder
dikes are very impressive At piaces along the river, particularly hetwsen Smokey and
NMivar Creeks and in the gorgs nesr Black Canyen Crask,

Tne rivar itsalf {3 petite yet turbulent with numercus small rapids interrupted by
accasicnal deap holes and a 65 vertical feat drop at Izee Falls. A numbar atf desp
drainages and tributaries, alzc lush with ripartan vegatation, imtersact the river as it
v1ows dewnistream, Large basalt ocutcrops protruds from the revine walls.

A graval, @&ounty rood foilews the first ten milss of tha river south from Dayvills., Fram
thiz point 12 miles south to Izee Falls, the road 18 seasgnaily maintained by the BLM and
can often bw rough, or evan mpacsible during the winter, The remaindar of the desicnated
portion of the rivar is follcwed by a county road, 12 milex of which ars paved.

The river corrider is mastly natural im character cespite the road. Other cultural

modi fications to the Tandscaps are mostly a proguct of ranching and recreetion and includs
such things 88 & small ransh housss, barns, fances, =pring devalopmenta, Tivestock,
irrigatian pumps, tememcary fire-rings of a grimitive nature, and a historic mill. Thess
sights are 1 keeping with the river's recreational alassi{cation and are 1nsignificant
ancugh nat to sariousiy affect the scenic values of the dasignated section.
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PRELIMINARY FINDTHG

At asgarted by Cormgress, the South Fork =f ths Jeonn DRy River has unigue anc ocutatancing
scenic value and this value iy theraforn determined to be cutstandingly remarkanla,. The
axceptional viswal featurss of bazalt cuterops, sTteen cenyon walls, a warterfall, and
colertfully diverse riparian, grassland and wooded vegetatiocn comoins to creste an
atiractive, natural setting vpiogue among rivars in the gacgraphic region.

RECREATIONAL VALLIES

griteria for Cutatamding]y Pemarkeble Hating

Recreational oppartunitiss are, or have the potential to be unigue encdgh to attract
vis{tars from outszide the gesgraphic region. ¥isitors wouwld ba willing to traval Tong
distances to use the river resources Tor recreational purposes,. River—related
cppartunities eculd inciude, but not B 1imited to, si1ghtsesing, wildliTe obassrvation,
photograpny, hiking, fishing, hunting, and boating.

Intarpretive optertunities may be excentional and Artract o hava the patential to atTract
yvisitera from cutside the ocecgranhic regio. o

Tha rivaer may provide aor have the potential to prowvide settings for mational or reaigpal
usaye or competitive avents.

DISCUSSION OF RECREATIONAL YALUES

The South Fork of the Jobr Day River offars the visitor exceljent cpportunities for
gightseeing, camping, fishing, swinming, picnicking, and hunting., Other forms &F disperzsd
recreatisnm such s phatagranhy and wildlife watching c#n also be enjoyed by visitore. AT
this time, there are no recsreational developments along tha river, The rivar’s rustic
character pravides the visitor with a fesling of isoiation and rematensscs despite it3
Foaded accessibility. This area 15 heavily used during hunting and Tishing oeasons
partially due to this rustic and accessible nature.

The rugged gealegic formations of the canyon offer sxcellent sights#eing cpportunities.
The John Day Fossil Bads Hatiocnal Monument, and other areas 1n the viginity, conTain
outstanding Tosails of international algnificanca. Coliection of theze fozsi1ls on public
lands i% nat parmittad, having proatection under the Antiguities Aet, but visitors can
8till snjay the experisnce of hunting for and viewing thess glimpzes of the past.

Thare are eatimatad to be approximately 3,000 viadtor days' anmually of use

'one visitor use day eauals one person viziting the river for = 1Z-mour
period.
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aring trout season and an additional 1,500 visitor cays of use during the fail nunting
seazon. Fishing ceaks 1n June with another substantial surge during =arly fall,
Approximatsly 500 wialtor use dey2 annually have besn recoraed during the hot swmmer
ontns wnen general camping oweurs with tha associated activities of hiking, sightse=ing
and swimming. There 15 no commentsd recresatianal boating use on the South Fork, Wild and
Scenic designation along with the astablishment of the National Bask Country Byway wil)
Tikely increase lavels of wisitor use by an additional 2-5% abova the axisting tremd of a
2=5% TNCrazase par yvear.

Eurvays conducted by the BLM uf the entirs Jobn Day River Bagin during the haavy river usa
montng (Aoril to Juna) from 1988 to 18988 found that 73% af tha visitors cams from Oregon,
535% of that Tigurs being Trom the Central amd Easterm™ portions of the stata while 63%
hailad from weat of the Casesdes. The other 2% wora Trom Southwestern Oregor.

Of those who wara not from Oregon, mest were found to be fram neighboring states,
Washington baing tha mast frequently menticned. An OCF&W survey of anglars during November
through March of 1987/88 revealad a much higher percentage of visitors from the John Day
Rivar Ba=in and nearby regicn with only 2% of the asnglars being from out of 2rate.
International visitors protably make uo at Teast part of bath cut of state figurss,

FRELIMINARY FINDING

The Scuth Fork of the John Day River hes high value for a myriad of disoersed recraationa;
oppertunities as alludad to by Gongreésa and therefore recrmaticonal values an this river
can be considered cutstandingly remarkeble. Excellent opportunities for recreation ah the
with Fork inglude hunting, fishing, camping, sightseeing, wildlifa absarvation,
AJhotography, and hiking., The combination of ascessibility and rustic character pravide a
recreatipnal satting that it becoming mora and mora uncommon in taday’s world and hence
has potential to attract visitors frow outside the geographic regicn.

The John Bay FossiT Beds National Merument provides {nterpretive sarvicex in the region
but thers are many other rich interpretive opportunitiss yet to be tapped that have
ooteptiail o attract wisitora from outgide the geographic regieh 23 well, This
interprative potantial ix 2specially evidant 1n the fact that = Wiidl1fe Managemant Arca,
Wi1d Horse Herd Managemgnt Area, Wildernast Stuagy Acea, wilderness, Naticnal Backoountrey
Svway, and probosed State Racreation Trail Syatsm are either within or neighbor the Wild
and Scenic corridor (swa River Cescriptison section of this repart).

FISHERY VALLES
gritgria for Qutstandingly Remarkable Pating

Fish values may be judgad on the relative merits of &ithar fish populationz ar habitatr, or
a4 cambination of these river-related canaitions.
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Populatiore The river is nationally or regicnally an important preducer of residan.
and/or anadromous fish specims. Of particular significance is the prasance af w11d
gtocks and/or threatened and endangared specias.

dabitat The river provides exceotionally high guality nabitat for fish species
indiganauz to the region. OFf particular significance iz habitat for wiid stecks
and/or Tederally listed or cardidate threatensd and ardangered SpEcies.

DISCUSSION QF FIEMERY WALUES

The Jcohn Cay Aiver Basin =antains ane of tha féw remaining totally wild anadromsus fish
runs without hatchery supplementation in the Pacific Morthwest with current ranges of
15,000 - 35,000 steglhead and 2,000 - 5,000 CRincok satmeh returming to the Basin sach
year to spawt (1890 figursa). The summer steslhead and spring Chincok returning to the
John Day and tributariss make up the largest entirely wild run in the mid-ane-upper
Calumbia River Basin, making the river system of regianal significance. Histarically,
Chinook are not found in the Soutn Fork of the John Day River due to warm watar
semparatures, lack of poel hapitat, and Tow stream flews. 01d, sketchy, wneonfirmed
reporis suggest that some chinogk may have Bean in the 2outh Fork but there have Ceen no

substantiated raports. [(QDFW 1332).

The South Ferk Subbasin currently producas approzimately 4% = 7% of the total John Day
steelhead populations as wal) as a =2ubstantial resident trout fishery (1988 figurea).
Arrually, tatwean March and June, as many a% 1,000 - 2,000 adult ctealhead spawners
migrate inte the South Fark drainage, whers approximataly 85 milez of spawning and rear”
habitat exizt. Steeihead spawning 18 prasently restricted to habitat below Izas Falls,
approxinstely rivermile 28 on the South Fark River. A fish pas=age propased py the COregon
Fish and Wildlife Commieaion around this maturg] blackage would open up an additional B1
miles ot spawning habitat,

Resicent trout populaticns inbabit 40 mi1les of the river and generate 3,000 to 5,000
recreation days awally with a eport catch of over 10,000 fish according to the Ctegon
wWatar Resources Depariment. Studies by CDFW (1532) indicate that over 90% of this <atch
was hatéhery reinbow trout. COFW atocks rainbow trout in the Tower reaches of mainstteam
rivers including the South Fork (1892), The department has downaized antd altered it's
trout stocking pragram to reduce competition, harvesi, and dizease impgasts on wild fish.
Today it's goal is to buffer the key wild gtochk pracuction arege by using a2 few hatchery
fish ta distribute englers away from key wild production tridbutaries (ODFW 1882)., This
practice 15 augmented by planting f&l11 spawning stock to reduce hybridization, Wwild
rainbews are supplemented ench vear with the stecking of fimgerling rainbows. The netive
raindew, Known 3% redbands, were recently put on the statewide sensitive specias list for
Oregen- Other game 3pacies inatude mountain white fish. Mon game species 1nclude sucker,
dace, chiseimouth chub, and morthern 3quawf{ish.

The fast that the John Day river system 82 & whoie is the longest frae flawing river 1in
the Columbie River Bagin signiTicantly intluencas the success of the wild fTish runz. In a
recant Mation—wids Rivers Inventory rgpart, the Jobn Day was found 0 be one of only 42
High guality rivars l1eft that is greater than ZO0 kilomaters in length without ary major

gams.

Buring the summer af 1882, BEWM wit] conduct habitat inventiory, write quality and quant
and water temperafture atudies. FResulis are pending analysisz.
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W@ cumulative impact of all irrigabion withdrawals is a 1oga of juvenile fish and their
nabitat during tha summer. An unkrewh number of fish are affected., Past logging
8CTivities anc raad conatruction have increassd the amaunt of sediment which has reguced

fish habttak.

Based on the available archaepicgica]l and ethnp—histeric information, a variaty of fisnery
resqurces were expTotted within the John Day Aiver Basin most recantly by groups balonging
to the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs and Umatilla. Treaties signed by both
groups in the 1880°= with the U.S5. sovernment provide for fishing righte "in the straams
running thraugh and tordering said reservation(s)... and at all other usual and accustomec
gtations in cefmen with citizens of the United Stimtes...” Data on the current use of the
river By these Mative American yroups is non—existent, but formal dueriee may reveal thar
fishing activities ara occurring.

PRELIMINARY FIMDING

The regional anc national signifizance of The entire John Day Basin’s fizherias cualdify
thiz respurce as an outstandingly remarkable valua., The gquality, quantity, aesthetic, and
tradizional importance of the fish habitat and “ts resuiting resident and anadromaus ©isn
populations of the Seuth Fark sarve t& enrich the vaiue of this resourcs.

Since the sarly 19705, intensive afforts have been made 10 reastora the riparian systam
#leng the South Fork of the John Day. This recovery effort led te significant imprevements
in water quality and increazed benafits to the fishaery.

astoration has been accemplished by faliowing & grazing management program that allows

Jdveatock grazing te accur during the spring. As a result, there has bean vast
improvement in the riparian hapitat.

WILDLIFE VALLES

griteria fer Cutstangingly Remarkab]a

wWildlife valuas may be judged an the ralative merits of aither wildlife populations of
hacitat - or a combination of these caonditions.

PopuTatione The river or eraz within the river corridor contding natiwonally or
regionalTy impartant popdletione of indigencus wildlife species. Of particular
significance are species considered to be wnigue or populatiotes of fedsrally Tiatad
or candidate threatened and endengared species. Diversity of species 13 an important
considerarion and cowld, in 1tself, Tsad t® a determination of cutstandingly
ramarkanhla,

Hahitat The river & araa within the river corrider pravidas exceptionally high
quality hapitat far wildlife of national ar regicnal $ignificance, or may provide
wigue habditat or & critical 1ink in habitat conditions far Tedarally Jisted or
candidate threatsneg and endangsred species. Contiguous habitat conditions are such
that the diological needs of the speasiet are met., Diversity of habitat i2 an
impartant congideration and could, in itsalf, lsad to a8 determination of
outstandingly remarkahla,
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CISCUSSION CF WILDLIFE VALUES

The collective John Day River Basin contairma an putstandingly remarkabls diversity af
wildlifa apecies, possibly mors diveras than any other river system in the state of
Oragori. The South Fork of the John Day sxemplifies this guality with the diversity of
habitat types it contains. Yegetation typea in the river include hig sagebrush, weitarn
iuniper, pokderasa pine, and grand Tir, A combindtion of grassy meadows and ni1lisidea,
streamside shrubz and vegeration, and old growth soniferous stands provide the potantial
for a wide variaty of wild spaciex within the river corrider. Habitat diveraity is
dirsctly propartional i@ animal divarsity, providing an abungance af edge and leading to
habitat atability., The riparian zone is also of prime importance in thiz 3chsme, The
riparian vegetation provides impartant sourcss o cover and food Tor wildlife, to & much
greater axtent than the surrcunding dry areas.

The South Fork 18 impartant to sevsral threatersd and senattive species. Bald saglas,
threatenad x%fatuz in Oregon, gecur aloAag the gntirs river sogment 1n winter. Historically,
persgrine falaons migtated throwgh the ares: bewever, nene have been sighted recently,
Fermgrines may raturt But only when ponulation® throughout the region incraase. A
remnant sagegrouss population, a Federal Categary 2 (andidats species, occurs within the
basin. Histeric population Tevels are unknown. Stangs of ponderosa pine within the Wild
and Scenic Soredidor provide nesting and Teeding habitat for Lewis' woodpeckers., Lewis’
woodpeckers zre Tisted as sepsitive on the Oregor Natural Heritage Program 11st{19491].
Other 3pecies & the list which potentially ocour in the ares are: white—headed
woocheckear, blackbacked woodpecker, pigmy nuthatch, Northern sawwhet owl, northern pygmy
awl, Flammlated owl, westerm Bluebird, Martherm goshawk, and spotted frag. Bank awallow
arc aleo on the 1ist and defiritely do accur within the river ¢arridor,

California Bighorn shesp, a catagory 2 Federal Candidats specias, werse first relsased in
1978 by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife at Aldrich Mamuntiain. The sheep are
yearicng residents. Their numbers have increased from & population of 14 animals to 140

shesn,

The South Fark Basin 18 cruzial muie deer winter range. The Murderer’s Creek Wildlifa
Management Unit providas cower gnd farage for desr and elk when snow farces them to Tawer
alavatioris. Crucial alk winter range and surmer range for swall slk hérds is prasent.
Aldrich Mauntain i% summer range for antslope, 2150, The antelope population i2 astimated
to be 100, valley Aquall are Tound in 3ide drainages. The corridor als¢ provides good
shukar hakit. Mountain quail and ruffed and Blue greyse can alsc be feund. It snould also
be noted that the Murdersr'’s Creek Herd Management Arca was establisked for 100 wild fraes-

roaming horses.

Natura] predators are alse a key compcnent o habitat stability. Mowntain lian and bobcac
accur in the South fork cgrridor. Mink, beaver, raccaan, rivar otter, coyots,
rattlesnake, and ground squirrels are commen species. Golden eagles, redtail hawks, and
prairia faleocna nest in the canyon. Mourning doves occur Trom spring to fall, Mallards,
winnamon teal, and wood ducks also use the area.

Diveraity of habitat ia alse dependart on ecolegical cendition. The majority ai the
ringrian zone on the South Fork 1s overall, inm mid-seral condition., In 1880, 79 parcent of
riparian habitat was Tound o bs in poar to fair condition. IR the Murderer’s Creek
Allotment, the upiards in the two riparian pastures are both in a dowward trend, but
riparign habitet is upward in trend. Riparian and upiatd habitats on the Big Baldy
Allotment shew an upward trasd. The allotments employ & spring grazing and rast rotation
syatam, respectively. In the past, the Fockpile Allatment grazing system was not ol lowed;
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iz lead to heavy owvargrazing on the riparian. In the pas: thres years, due ta changes ia
Tivestock managament, the candition hers has “improved to fair. Progress towards a Tater
zeral” state 15 being made. Covote and peachtras willew and red-osier dogwood are
important riparian species growing on the banks, An interdizciplinary team is presently
invelvad in estabiishing permansnt trend 2tudies and manitoring as part of & multi-agency
Cocrdinated Aessurer PTan. Wildlife populattons are =xpectes to increase in future years.

In portiaons of the South Fork, particularly above County Road 67, histaric flecdplains
have been convertad to ageicultural lands. On the majority of thesa lamdz, vegetation has
bean convertan 1o pasture grasses. This createc a seasonal Torage basa for a few wildlife
specias, particuiarly mule deer, but dyg te the reduction in habitat structure and
diversity the majority of wiidlife species naturally ocourring 1n thess aress are reguced
in mumbers ar eliminated antirgly, Due to racent public concerms an riparisn managemant
this situation 13 changing, and ¢ngoing projects are providing far resstablishment of
porticons af the riparian habitats historically oceurring along this river.

Availabie archaeolozical and athno-historic information reveals that a wice variety of
wiltdlife resources ware sxplaiied within the Jokhh Day River Basin most recently by graups
belonging to the Confaderated Tribes of the Warm Springs and Umatilla., Treaties signed by
both groups in the '18%0's with the U.S. goverrment provide far "... the privilags of
hunting...on unclaimed langt in commen with @it1zens, is alsa aescured to them'. Hunting
rights on ceded lands continue today and ara rmgulated by the respective tribes similarly
to thase imposad on the Eurc—american population. Whether or net hunting activities are
ocoureing within the river corridor 18 not known,

SELIMIMNARY FINDING

The South Fork is a kay wiTdlife arsa_dum te the diversity and condition of mabitats found
i the corrider. Diveraity of vegetation habitats varies from grass/sagebruah nillsides
providing forage rfar big gams spacies and nesting far many migratary and resident Qird
speciss to mature pandercas and fir Toresta providing habitat for a wide variaty of
speciss. Timber in the corridor and adiacent to it are largaly uncut, and this factar is
imporiant in maintenance of axisting wildlife diversity a8 surrounding lands becomm
incraasingly managed. 1In additigrnal tp the riparian, sagebrush and timber vegetaftien
typas, mountain mabagony and bitterbrush types also accur within the arsa, providing a
valuable mix of vegatative types.

The habitat diversity of the South Fork of the Johm Day, in sddition te the variaty &f
wildl1fe speciess and 1ife forms it has the ability t& support, make the river corridar ah
cutstandingly remarkable area. Thiz Ti{nding upprades the "zignificant” finding reted in
the Congressional Record. Tha prezence of a threatenad spacies, category 2 speciss, a
larce population of Lewi12’ woodpmekers, and the patettizl for many sensi{tive species
ehhances the river’s value evaen furthar., Big game speciea ara important for Ihe
recreational experience they provide, but native non—game specias are al3o very valuanle
33 4 resgurco &g (nodicator of diversity.

2tn reference to “‘scological successicn”, which is dafined hy Ecolany and
Fimld Hinlogy (Smith 1986} a3 "an arderly and prograssiva replacement of’ one
plant community by amother until a ePeiatively stable community occupies the

area "
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Hahitat stability 18 a product of proper scological management. Managemant should
continue to imprave upon seral conditionz 1n riparian zenes. Climax riparian, as well as
old growth coniferous stands, ere scarce un public land and thus gualiTy for managsment as
outstandingly remarkable valuss., Overall conditicn of kabttet within this corrider s
goed. Disturbance to wildlife nabitat 45 dua primarily to I{vestock grazing and the South
Fork road. Histerie livestork grazing subatantially reduced the guality of tha arsa, Dut
changes within the last decada has allowed habitat to imprave, with increased vegetatian
diversity and habitat structure now providing a fTair habitat rating. The potential 1s
high for further improvement. The impacts from the South Fork road, while substantial
frm‘[tha standpaint of Tost habitat asd disTurbanss, ara fot mitigatabie uniess the road
iz ¢loesd.

GEOLOGICAL/PALEDNTOLOGICAL VALUES
Critaria for Outstandingly Remarkable Bating

The river or the arsa within the river corridar coptains an sxample(a) of a geologic
featurs, process, or phenstena that i8 rarg, unusuail, che-of-a—kind, or unigqua to the
gecgraphic region. The featurs{s) may be in an unusually active stage of develcpment,
repreeant a “textbook™ example and/er represent a unigua or rare combination of geclegic
faztures (ercsicnal, volcanic, glagial, and or other gealogic structures).

QISCUSSION OF GEOLOGIC/PALEONTGLOGICAL VALUES

The John Day Basin has & complicated geclogic history which has resultad in & divarse
ascembingn of rocks. These rocks inGlude massas of oceanic crust, marine sediments, a wi.
variaty of vwolcanic and volcanic derived recka, ancient river and lake sediments, ard
recent river and lands)ide deposite. On the South Fork of the John Day, the designated
river seghment 12 comprized mostly of basnlt and complex pre-Tertiary rock, Significant
amaunts of ground watar probably are stored 1in this basalt,

The northeen portion of the river cuts throwsdh the east snd of the Ochooo Mountains and
the continental flood—bakalt of the Columbia River Basalt Group., The Bouthern gortion af
the zegment cuta through Jurassic and Triassic age marins eedimentary rocks and =ome
volcanic recka, Some of thesa rocks arg siightly metamorphosed but most are ubhaltered.
Cverall, the area i% atructurally complex with numetrous fawttz and smail falds, with the
ragional trend being northeast—s=cuthwest.

In terma of scanery, the sxposures of calumnar jpinting and feeder dikes are very
impres$ive at places along the river, particularly between Swnokey and O7iver Cresks and in
the porge near Black Canvon $resk. Picture Gorge basalts dominate the extgrt of this
mortherly end of the mappad region, and the few paleontoieyical iteme of interest congist
of interbasalt root and trunk casts.

There is excellent potential far paleontslogical rescurces in the Mascall Formation within
the northerly portion of the designated ¢arridor. Thia faormation contains widespread anc
abundant vertebrate faasils and @minor plant fogsils. Paleontological values arg wvery
sfgmficant, eapecially north &f Dear Crask. Marine invertebrates, fossiliferous cutcrops,
and fizsure dikes zan te found in the area,

e

The axpasures of censtderable palecnialogical ifrerest begin along the zoutharm end aof ©
area., South of Izee the Souih Fork has cut through a Jurazsic (150 - 190 mya) seguance O
marine volecaniclastics. This sequence of the Suplee, Nicely, Hyds, Srowshoa, Trowbridge,
and Lonescme Formaticns contains ammenites, bivalvas, and riyconeliid brachiopeds. Some of
the amicnltes are oui1te sighificant but have bean “hit” by amateur collectors,
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pesite of chromium, mercury, asbeztos, and goid occur in the subbasin Lut there are no
currently active minee or mining ¢laime and few mines have been activa in the past.

PRELIMIMNARY FINDING

The paleontnlogic featurss and opportunities for scientific research, interpretation, and
aesthatics availabla cn the Sowth Fork of tha John Day River ars determined to pe of
cltatandingliy remarvabls value. The potential for excellsnt paleonti¢iogical resources
within the naortherly portion of the preliminary wild and scenic boundary and the known
exposures on the southern and are of major impertance to thig finding as 13 the
international signdficance of these local rascurces. The geolcgic features, while scanic,
are not determined 1o be unique to the geggraphic ragion and are thecefors considered
gignificant.

BOTANICAL/ECOLOGICAL VALUES

Critgria rtor_Qutstandirgly Aemarkabie Bating

Tha rivar or araa fear the river must contain natiangily ar regiona:ly irportant
populations of indigenous plant species, OFf particular impertance are species considercd
to be unique or pepulaticna of fedarally listsd ar Cardidate Threatened and Endangared
Species. Wnen analyZing vegatation, addittonal fastors such as diversity of species,
number &t plant commurities and cultural fmportance of plants may be considered.

NISCUESION OF BOTANICAL /EOCLOGICAL VALLUES

agetaticn in tha John Day River Cahyon 18 a diversity of plant commurities raesulting from
pa=t human uses and ehvircnmental Tactors, vegatation in rhe river coreidor has Coen
affacted by fire control, road conetruction, ummanaged livestock grazing and othes
management practices.

Landcovar alang the South Fark of the John Day River i3 predeminataly conifersus forest
and ranceland with agricuiturai areas generally located adjmcent to 2treams. Accarding to
the Bayley-Kushler aystam of <lazsifying scosyatems, the South Fork area ;s in tbhe Aocky
Mountain Forest Province and its potential natural vegatation is weatern ponderesa Tarest
arnd sagebrush steppe,

Junipar/bunshgrass communities are found on the benches baiow the rims and on staep
slopes. Big sagebrush/bunchgrass communities are found on the rime &ano sieem, rocky slopes
palow the forested sites. On the southerly aspects there are pandercsa pina-mountain
mahogany/alk sedge-Idaba Tascua communities,. Forssted sites, suoporitng Douglas firfelk
sadge communities, oggur = the steep natth=facing 2l1opas. Western junipar trees ocour
thraughout these comunitiss. Yegetation is genearally in mid- to late sgrat astatus.

Much of the ares contists of a histerically fire—dependent ecasyatem. Freguent wildfiras
maintaingd the non—farest vegetation as predominately bunchgrasa-dominatad communitias
throush remaval of jutiger and sagabrush. Through grazing practices which removed the
gragees and Tarbs necessary to carry wildTire, and to 8 greater axtent through mooermn cay
fire suppression, wildlTire 1z no Jonger a common cécurrance in the araa.

The riparian areas aleng the river host a diversity of wiilows, shrubz 2nc harcwood Trees,

1 the Tower slevatione, the rsparian forast tanda o be composad of cottormwoods,
nawtharna, and alder whils the higher alevatiane tend ta support a rigarian forest of
biren, alder, and dogwood, Realogical status of the ripartan vegotaticn along the South
Fark is generally mid-seral, aithougn some sections of the river sre in sarly seral

condi T10n.
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According to an ifventory by The Nature Conservancy, the Shake Table Mountain and Jackass

Croax Areas pOs5ess Uunigue vaegetation commurities ana protected plant species. Two Faderzl
Candidate Catagory 2 speciss arée wiowm ta occur withim the praliminary desighated boundary
of the river. They ara:

Mimuius washingtongnsis (Washington monkayflower}
Astragalys giachanuys var. diurnus (John Day milk vetch)

The South Ferk of the John Cay River is the anly known area worlowida where The Asiragatus
dlaghanus cccurs. 4% an anmual/sblsnnial, thiz plant is someshat resiliant 1o diaturbance.
This, plus tts preferred habitat of harren soils makes this species unaTTectesd by most
land managemsnt practices. Thelypodiun eucospum (arrow leaf thelypody) . encther Federal
Candidate Category Z species. 15 highly suspected &T coourrifg in the area but has yet to
bs decumentad,

within the South Fark of tke John Day River area there are approximately 100 acres af
commetrsial Forestland classified as withdrawn and approximately 20 acrés clasgifisd as
Fragile Restricted. These parcels range from 5-12 acres in sfiza and are scattsrsd alohg
the rivar., If harvest svar accurs, it would most likely ba far seivage chly,

Past timbar harvesting within this cotridor has been 2alvage harvest only, on four
separate occasicons, aince practically all of ths commercial forestlang within the edrridor
is ¢la=3ified as withdrawn from the timber base. Alsa, no future forest management
activities are planned withis the sartidor. ThersTore, past logging astivities have had
ne adverse impast on the current wiidtife end fish habitat values and Tuture activities
shauld have no adverse immacts on the futurs values of the corrideor,

The available archasolegical and ethno-histeric {nformation reveals that a wida variaty o7
plants wern axplofted within the John Day Aivar Bagin mest recently by groups belonging Lo
the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Sorings and Umatilla. Treaties signed by both groups
in the $850's with the U.S. govermment provide Tor "the privilege of...gathering roots and
berrias... on unclaimed langs in common with citizens, 1% also sesudred to them™, Receant
infarmation suggesis that traditional gathering practices are still being pursugd by
tribal members, but no specific data exists on the uga of plant rescurces within the river

st tdor,
PRELIMIMNARY FINDIMG

The Soutk Fork of the John Day Aiver corridor contains & number &f ralatively pristine
plant communities and twa BigndTicant sperial status plant specigs. The diveraity of plant
communi ties provides impartant wildlifes habitet, intertretiva opportunitiss, and mssthetic
values to the areg and 12 therpfare considersd to be an autstanzingly remarkzble valug.

Dus to huwan use of the rescures, past early 3aral coaditions Timited wildlife habitat
espezially within riparian argas. This siohificantly reduced habitat avajlabitity therepy
Feducing wildlife populaticns as well. Mdltitudinous government agencias and private
citizens have worked cocperatively 10 ennance vegetative conditiong o ssvaral miles of
the South Fork and t¢ tributaries 83 part of a multi—-zgency Coprdinated fRescurca Plan.
Thers 15 oppartunity to continue to improve the quaiities of the South Forld's vegetative
communities through this type &f cooperative effort,
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REHISTORIC/TRADITIONAL USE VALLES

Griteria tor_Qutstanadingly Remarkagls Aating

The river ar area within the rivaer corridor contains 2 site{s) where thars is evigence ot
pocupaticn or use by Native Americans, Sites must be rarm, @ne-of -a~-kind, have unusual
charecteristics or excepticnal human interest value(s). Sites may have natignal ar
regional importance for interpreting prehistory: may B2 rare and represant an ares: ohsre
culturs or cultural period was first identified and described: may have been usea
corcurrantly hy two ar more culturail groups: or may have been usec by culftural gesoups Tor
rare or sacred purposes. OF particular value will ba prizting sites that have mot been
disturbed.

DISCIESION OF PRE-HISTORIC/TRADITIONAL USE YALMEE

Most knewr cultura) sites aro Tocated on the main stam of the Jabr Day River between
Slarma and Coticnwood Bridga where an ntensive cultural inventary has been conevcted.
unforturately, a 1imited amount of cultural resaurce surveys have been congucied alpng the
Seuth Fork of the John Cay River though the area mest 1ikely haz axeellent potential to
provide information about past culturss and their ugs of riverain resources.

Two major surveys wers conducted for timber salea scuth of Oear Crask in 18981 ang 1983 but
only 5 prehiztoric sites and one prehiztoric ispliate ware -recorded, Tha recorded s11es
ware mostly lithic scatters, #ame with shallow subsurface depositis. There ia svidence to
wmiggest that a prehistoric {rail routs exists io the designated area that once connmsted
‘he Crocked River to the Sauth Fork of the Jatn Omy.

'
Thera are ndicaticons that at Taast one roack art site exists within the corridar. A
prehisicric campsite and toel marufacturing site has been documented on the Scuth Fork and
potential fer discovering mera prehistoric resowrces alomng this fork’'s carridor rangs fram
low to high depending on the section.

Availabla data is limited concarning use of tha river corridor for traditichal use o
religicys practices. According to the 1nvolved tative Amarican groups, any grea where
native plants and animais occur are considered traditicnal use loccations. This wowid
indicate that & majority of thn BLM lange within the cerridor could ke used far
tragitional use practices, insluding grazing, as provided in the treaties for sacn *ribe.
A corearted «ffort to conduct ethnological and sthnopotanical research should be pursued
in order ta i1luminate our current understanding of the past wsae of the river canyon.
Rezent raligious practices within the miver corridor are unknown ama will most Tikely
remain sa Tor obvicus reaschs. Again, athnalogical work would prebably bs usaful far
praviding & ganeral knowledge sbout certain caremcnias and practices without ravealing
particular significant Toeations, other than it general terms.

PAZLIMINARY FIMDING

ATtmough few cultural rescurce s1tss have been recorded within the South Fork of the Jonr
Day River corridor, thers 12 excellent potential ror discovaring sigaificant prehistoric
mTes associated with the siver., Showld mare information be recobded, ‘nterprel:ve
passibilities for tha prehiztoric cwltural resources of the area Sewn promising. THe river
ZANYON 18 an important traditionat u=o area to Indjan fribes and i associated With treaty
1ghts oh ceded lands, Making the cultural resource valueps on this stretch of river
notatcle, Appropriate tribes will Ee consdltes with as part ar the planning offort,
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HISTORIC/CULTURAL VALLES

Cretaria for Qutstandingly Remarxable Rating

The river ot area within the river corricgor ¢entains a site(s) er featurals} asseciarzd
with a migniTicant avent, an impartant person, orf & cultural activity of the past that was
rare, unusyal, or one=of-g-=kind in the region, A histaric sits(s) and/or featural%) in
most cases 1% 50 years or older. OF particular significance are sites or features lisred
in, or are sligible for sncluaion in, the National Register of Higteric Places.

DESCUSSICN OF HISTORIC/OULTURAL VALUES

A Timited amcunt of cultural rescurce survey has besn conductad &long the South Fark oy
the John Day River howaver thers is moderate potential Tor discovering homasteads,
{rrigation featuras, and other historic sites associated with homesteading, Tagging, and

mining.

According to Nielsen, Newman, and McCart (1985), an old wagon roed used during the mining
pcom of fhe mig 1800°e crosses the South Fork Zemewhers near the ridge south of Martin
Creak and Magfc Lantern Creek. Wagen ruts ang same anciant junipetr stumps used as crag
loga are 54117 vigible in the arsa. The wagon road apparently returnad to the Sauth Forx
near Aldrich Gulch and meaded north along the river towards Dayville,

Some of the drainages and tributaries of the Seuth Fark have intriguing namex such as
Murderar's Creek and Magic Lantern Craek, no deubt with interssting historiez behing the
Many of thesse names have numersus conflicting atories about their origin,

The crogsroads community of Izea near the junction of the Post—Paulina Htghway and the
Cayville=Hines Agad was orice an incorperatad town, A post affice apparanily existed at
Izee betwsen the years of 1889 - 18%4, A grange hall and school still endure today o tell
the =tory. In addition, the remains of Old E1lyngson Mill beoween Deer and Indian Cresk
5ti11 exist, thoush located or private Tand. A faw old quarty s1tes and one burnad
historie cahin are also present in places n&ar the river.

FPRELIMINARY FINDING
Although Tew cultural resourte 3ites have besn racordsed within the South Fork of the Jobn
Day River corridor, there is excellent potential Tor discovering significant historic

sites due to the axistence af the river. Sheuld mors infarmaiion be recorded, 1nterpretive
possibilities for the histaric cultural rezcurces of the area would Tikely be promizing.

OTHEA SIMILAR YALUES

Aszessments of additignal river—related values may be comoleted upon receiving the results
of subject expart salicitations far information and signilicance.
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APPEMNDIX B
P!.BLIC TNVOLVEMENT PLAN FOR RESOURCE ASTSESSMEMT

1. Complate internal draft af South Fork of tha John ey River Resource Agzesament,
Ungoing review and aditing using interdisciplinary approach.

Intermal Interdissiplinary Revisw Team:
Cor Emith, Assistant District Manager
Oick Coegriffe, Arsa Managetr
Briarn Clnninghame, Public Affairs/Project Manager
wayrne Elmore, NRtural Resaidrce Specialist
SuZan Meiners, Aecreation (review team laader)
Can Wood, Qutdcor Recraatian Plannsr
Aoy Peari, Wildertaess (MNRS)
Brad Kaller, Wildlife Bialcgist
Saran Nichols, Studant Tratnes [(Wildlife Biglogist})
Cavid Young, Fishery Bialogist
Jemas Eister, Stuoent Traines (Fizheriss)
Deninis Davis, Genlogist
Ron Halvorson, Botanist (NRS)
Jann 2ancanalla, Archasalogist

Extarrnal Professional Review:
Suzanne Crowlsy Thomas, USFS, archasoiogy/hiztory
Erral &7aire, ODFW, wildlife/fish
Ted Fremd, NPS, palscontology
Frank [=May, CDFW, wiidlife/Fiah
2. Complete revissd internal drafi ard have Managament Team Aeview,
2. MEil Fescurce Assesament drafTt to interested public and professignats for <omment.

4. Revise draft bassed an public comment and =end t& State Office.
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APPENDIX D

AESOURCE ASSESSMEMT PROCESS (IN OEFTH)
I. PURFCSE AMD NEED

The importance of a thorough resource assessment cannot be overstated. The rescurce
asgassment serves &2 the foundaticn of the river management planning proceas. [t
detarminas which river-related features are truly outstandingly remarkable ar contribwte
supstantially ta the river zetiing and the functioning of iis =cogyatsm., It 13 not
intended to %erve as an aligibility evaluation-

Usually the initial &tep in the ryver managemant planning proge2s, the rescurce assessment
muat take into constderation i1 featurss which are directly river-ralated. This sariy
fdentificarion and evaluaticn will kelp ersure thaet significant features ars not
overlooked and thaet & halistic approach t& investigaling the inter-relationsnip amng
various Teatures 18 achieved.

The identification and degumentation of cutstandingly remarkable and othar %ignificant
values ig a firat step in devalaping management prescriptions that protést and ennanca
river values, A theorough rescurcs assessment provides the basis upeh which mansgement
_deaisicns affecting rescurces within the planning area can be made during the interim
pericd pending plan completion and approval. Additicnally, the Tindings and conclusions
reached 8t the end &f the asaesament affort will e used in managenent plan scoping,
including specific issue identificaticn and estaklishment of final sdministrative
Baundarias.

&ra are thrae componenta of the rescurce asses2ment process. Fist 18 the identificatian
of any quitstandingly remerkable valuas not zpecifically identifisd by Congress, bttt found .
prasent nevertheless, within plaming area boundaries. Seccid {8 the identificatien and
detarminetion of significancs lavels for river-related values which are not gstermined to
be cutztandingly remarkable, yet contritute substantfally to a river's overall cheracter.
Third i3 tha confirmatian &f the cutstandingly remarkable vajues set forth Tor apecific
rivera fn the Cmnibus Oregen Wild and Scenic River Act (see tha Cangrassional Record -
Senate, vol. {34, dated October 7, 1988).

[t iz important to remétber that the term “outstandingly remarkable” as used ‘n the wiild
and Ecenic Rivers Act has never beeh precisely defined. Conssausntly, any aetermination of
cutstandingly remarkable values i2 a matter of informed professional judgment and
intarpretation. The anly Tirm expectation is that the baeis for the judgment be adeguataty
doncumentesd in tha respurce gasesament.
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II. VALUE AEZESSMEMT

A1l values assasgad snould bBe directly river-reiated, or owe thelir sxistente tc the river
ecaystem, The rationals far a airect river relationship is that the program 1nvolves the
Wild and Scenic Rivars Systam rather than a gereralized land and resource conssrvation
program, It i= therafore appropriate to foocus attention on the river and resources
diractly related to it.

The respurcas to be assassed are specsfically identified in the Wild and 3cenmic Rivars Act
{PL 80-542) and include scenic, recreaticn, geolegic, fish and wildTife, historic,
cultural, and other simitar values, Other similar values insluda, but ere not Timited to,
hydroiegic, botanic and scolagical rescurces,

III. STGNIFICANCGE THRESHOLDS

In order to be assesied as “"outstandingly remarkable™, a river-reiated valus must Be a
unigue, rare or axemplary featura thar 1s sigaiticant 3t a regional or naticnal Tavel.
Those river-ralated values that are not assessed as outstandingly remarkaole but
contribute substantially to the functioning &f the river system and river aatting shkould
be described and their level of significance indicated,

The gecgraphic regions {£) described in the 1230 Statewide Comprehsnsive Outdoor
Recreatign Plan (SCUAP) for Oregon may be used far comparing certain river-relatsd valuse
ameng the rivers in a "regian”. Because of the Tocation of rivers in spacific SCOAP
regions to contiguous state borders {(Washingtorn, Idahc, Mevada, and CaliToarnia),
aeographic regicns can be modified as necessary to provida the basis for meaningful
comparative analysis for nan-recseeation valuea such as Tisheries ar cultural rescurces,

Guidalines for assessing values are maant to ast minimum threshsldas toc establish
outstandingly remarkable values and are illustrative, not all-inglusive, In soime cases, &
valup may meat some ar all of the eriteria, yet may nat, for a well-documsnted reason, ba
determinad to be an autstandingly remarkable valus. [n another situatjon, a walue may be
called outstandingly remarkabls for 4 reasen not Tisted in thess guides. The impottant and
critical step is i¢ document the raticnal far ths detérmination,
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COMMENTS TO DAAIT RESOURCE ASHESSMENT

The BEM recaivaed many commantz from tne public alfter The draft Resocurte AssQssmentz wers
published., Some comments spectfically addressed the FResource AssassmEnt wiilae athers
pertained %@ river planmiag. Cnly those comments spacithcally addrassing tnis Resource
Assessmant will be insluded hers. Comments on river planning will be agdraszed il the
John Day River Management Plan and Enviropmental Impact Statament.
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United States Deparement of the Interior [PTo 3™

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE T F

John Day Fossil Buds Nadooal Monument ™3 ——
420 Wyt Mun — . Ny

John Day, Oregono 327845 L iy -

13 mMovarbar 1930

Suzap Magiwers
Burean of Land Managamant
B.J. Bex 550
Prinevilla, Opsgom 97754 BT my |

e Sllzam:

I cegret not hawvise more tims to look ower the Scuth Fork Wild nnc-l Scenic
River relim bomdary ratarial von sent me for camment on palecntological
values. Tha fvllowing notes might be Belpfnl.

In terms of scenery, the exposuras of colummar Jjodrting and feadsy Jiges aps
vary lmpressive at places along the river, facticularly betwedss Smoky and
Oliver Cresks and in the gorge near Black Camyon Creek. Picture Gorgw basalis
dominate the sxrent of this northerly end of the mpred regidcsl, and the feW
paleontolngicatl items of Interest coneist of intarbasalt oot &nd trunk casts.

The expoEuree of ocoosiderable paleomtologicsl interest PBagin Aot the
goutkern end of #he area. South of Izee the John Day River has it through
4 Jarasgic [150 = 190 mya) sequence of marine vwlconiclastics. This Sogquencs
pf the Suples, Wicsly, Byde, Snowehoe, Trowbridge, amd Lomescne Pormations
cortains ammonites, bivalwves, and rhyconellid brachiopods; scoe of the
ammorites are gquite significant but have been "hit" by amateur collectora.

&8 far ag the main scem, there are portions of the civer where the tpaveller
is exposed to extraordinary owbcrors of Clame beealte, Iabaps, ard azserted
volcaniclagtics, many of them right at the civer lavel. Thaszs offar axcellont
material for study of volcanic processes ahd  related  depogiticnal
ervivopment=. If theee aren't cutstanding, I am pezzled by the ywodstick that
iz emploved. Perhape it is because these outcrops do not ocootpy the majocity
of the deainage, oe parhaps there simply 1a no advocate for geology. AL any
tats, the paleontalegical valuee are gutstanding by any criteria.

Sincamly,

._._/F-'"

S

Ted Fremd
Palecntroalogist
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Confrderated Tribes of ths Umatilla Indlan Reservation

EESQURCE ASSESSMENT

South Fork of the John Day River
National wild and Seernic River

Reque=t ror Amandment and Addition to TSDI
Buresau of Lané Management atid USDA Forest Servica
Draft Wild and Scenic River Resource AssQisment
Aucu=t 1551

Submirted by:
cnnfndcrnted Tribes of the Umatilla Indian RESEIVEtan
Departmeant of Natural Resources
Envireonmantal Plamming/Rights Protectien
. December 1591 : -
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We aptreclate the agppertunity te reviaw and prc:viﬂe commsnt on

the Wild and Scanic River/Drafi Resource Assm=ament fgr the Scuth
Fork of the Jahn Day. The comments reflect the Tribas genuine
cancern and iaterest for the River's futurs menagemant plans.

(1}

{2)

{3}

(&)

T

(3)

W (8)

98

The reztoration of the riparian azma= la a major concern of
the CTUIR. The rescurca assessnent ¢anfronts the axcessive
road constructien, fire suppression, and damaging grazing
practices which oc=curred in the past but mors fmcnzs needs to
pa put on the future restoration plans. Standards and time
framas naed %p «atahlished for rastoration ta acscomplish
DFC'a. The resource asgezament should also point sut =hat the
river corridor iz in need ar aggressive grazing managemspt due
to its fragile state. :

Water guality sheuld alac ke addrassad (sinse it iz directly
tried tc the riparian conditicna) noting whetlier oY not they
are im conformancs with Oragen State Watar Quality Standerds,
Thiz will provide the framswort for panagsnent plan
development, and will guida developmant af a plan to bring
temparatures down, and if nacessary a=algn a target
temparatura goal.

The draft ahenld discuss the coppetitive uses for water during
the year (i.e. +the irrigatien needs vs. fisheriea
fainteanance) . The asse=amsnt sheuld alsg addre=s the results
of this ceompatitive u=ma that aftaect the "outatangdingly
remarkabla" figharies valbe.

L separate zeactrion on data gaps/tesearch needs to bes added to
the rasgurce ass=eapmant. This siould lnclude a review of
aresa where additionzal information is necexsayy to manage the
razeurces of the carrider.

The ressurce assassment polnt=s out that the John Day River haes
one of the lagt wild anadriomout flsk runs in the Pacific
Northwest. It i3 commen amsng ressurca assassments o
conclude that good or axcellent £ish habitat exists, howaver,
to suppert xuc=h a2 statement, accuratsa riah habitat surveys ars
needed for maimatem and tr:hutn:i&s far affective managemeht
plan developmant. This recommendaticn 1a consistent with
intent and letter of tha U5FE Tri-Regional Anadromous Fisk
Policy Implemsntation Guids.

Tribhal wesabters of the Confederated Tribas of the Umatilla
Indian Reservation have seasanally occupisd the 5.k Jokn Day
River for fishing and hunting purpezes at Janal and Accustomed
arasm= in conjunctien with the Warm Springs Trike. Becausa of
this= historical occsupancy, a separate cultnral pPFeapurce
research affort 12 fesded, The current analy=ea are
inconsis=ant with Federal and Regional mandatesz and directives
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(i.a., Forast plan ciltural resourcse inventory requirsments,
National! Historic Preservation Act guidelinea fur rescurca
assezguent) . Given that the rescurca Assezsment ghbjactive 1=
to agae=% ¢he resource aignificance of river relatsd valuea,
it ia imoerativa +that a thorough eaffort of inrermatcisn
collection be made. In addition to the atandard walk-through
archaenlogical surveys, tha Forest and BILY need to wark with
tha CTUIR to zgllect the athpghisterical inforpation that may
wall ser somg sites of locallties apart from athers. Furthew,
gead ethnohistorical infatmaticon is necessary Lo conduct
comprehai=iva ground surveys,

(7} The respurce assesament should explain the reasons far e
abapnen of Chinook in the sguth Tork Baais.

(8) The wildlife section would be complere with a more datsiled
gection dascribing the diverae wildlife habitat that |x
available (i.a2. the large acreage af uneuf forest on the West
gide of the River.] Tuo section anould address igauess zuclh
aa, What are the furlure panagement planz for the rforastad
area? How much does thi= forested sectisn contribute ta the
exlsting fish and wildlifa populatriona and hakitat?

{53)] The CIUIR was & co-author in devglapinq the Upger Grande Ropde
omeus Fis o2t Protact atics

Hﬂniiﬂx.nﬁ_glgg; Thisz document wa= draftad in re=ponss Lo
concerna avar coantipnuing decline= of Snake River spadromous
fisherias atocks, lossas of Upper Grands Ronde Spring Chinock
in 1989, and the degraded cendition of habitat in the Grande
Ronde watershed. The document addra=ia= soma pertinest izsuas
and presenta a future plan te counter act the degradaticon of
the habitat and apecins, We racommend ysing this decument as
a land managemant model. I have attached a ceopv af tha plan
for vonr revisw,

Oversll +the resource as=gssment covers a bkeoard ar>ay aof
natural resourcaes that make the South Ferk Jeahn Day River and it's
coryridor aignificant. The CTUIR suppoert= the designation of the
s¢enic, flashery, recreaticonal, betapnical, and wildlife with the
sondition that the above concern= are thorcughly addraszgd amendsd
to the rescurce assessment.

Singerely,

dlwia@ﬂwf’lﬁ

Tricia QuanmptE
Righte Preotection Assistant
CICR

tag a:'\SFRIDAY.WSR
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LATIR ] Y

Oregon Tro

Speaking out for Oregon’s fis

Harry R. Coszgriffe
Central Oregon Rescurce Area Manapger i
Bursau of Land Management - !
Prinvilie, OR 471754 Akaruin rir

Daar Mr. Cosgriffae:

i appraciate the oppartunity to ccmmenmt &n the resourcsa
aggesament for Ltha South Fork 2f the John Day River. AS &
regident of érant County fTar tha past aleven year: | hava a
kagn intere=st in management palicies affecting local
resgurcas, . ..particuiariy those resources that are as
impeortant as water and figheries. Althaough the South Fark
iz A locel waterway, decisions congemrning itz future eauld
be felt fthroughout the John Day River Basin (JORE).

As nated in your asseasment the JORE ia uniqua with
respact ta wild anadromous fi1%h runs. Tha gena pasls —
contained within the populations of this bazin could be
vital to the vigor and survivability of anadromous ipecias
throughout the middle and uppar Columbia Rivor Basin (CRB).
Considering the present condition &f amadromous runs
throughout the CRAR { beligva 1t would ke difficult to
averstata the impertance of the JDRE to zalmonid preoduction.

A majer tributary within the JDRE, tha Sauth Ferk has’
tha capability to make am fmpertant centributiam to the
aystem by providing high guality water, significant flows,
and goad spewning areas far steslhead and othar resident
species, Any activities that would adveraasly affect these
samtributiona could have Far-reaching consadquences.

Bafors conatructing = fish paasage arsund lze=a Failz it
might be beneficial ta consider possihia affects on ffah
papyiationa abave that point. It 4% my understanding that
pepulations af redbhand trout above the falls may have =
genstic influencs on fiah below the fails. |If thizs {x the
chase then | suppose the dquestion of whether the ben=fits of
an expanded spawning arwea for steelhead would cutwaigh the
potsntial reduction or loss aof sourges orf genabtfe varfabilty
from axisting fish peputatdions above the fails.

| am sure anyona fTamiliar with this part of the countsy
1% aware of Lthe paat and present impackts of Tagging,
araring, and mining ¢n riparian reseources. Fortunataly
thers ix a moye Towsrd correctipg past abusss and
formulating pelicies that recognize the imporiances of a wide
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varisty ef rescsurces. As nated in the assesszment, there are
na recreatisnal developments along the Sgukth Fork. | can
appreciate the value of recreationa] appartunities yet |
also have an understanding of how vulnerabis some systems
are to heavy use, regardleas of the naturs 2f that use. |
wouyld certainiy hape that any future considerations of
‘pecreational davelapmanta will atrongly consider the
potential timpacis of {tcreazed human activity.

4nce again | appreciate the appertunity to make theae
viaws kriown and would like t& be kapt informad of further
steps in developing a managemert plan for the South Fork.

Ssincersely,

e é’aﬁfﬁﬁ_

Ronald E. Gaither
Oregan Trout

e Myron
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THE WILDERNESS SOCIET Y

NORTHWEST REGION e

s -r

'-!—r-r-n-\i—r-

i Tl Y -
P
Dacemhar 9, 1881 . ;
DEALINE Tt

James Fenna

Deschutes Area Manager
RBursau of Lahd Managemeni
P.3 Boixr 5350

Prineville, Oragon 97754

Daar Mr. Kenna:

Thank you for the cpportunity to review the draft South Fork Jehn
Day Wild and Scenic River Resource Assessment. The Wilderneaa
society fully supports the "out=tsndingly remarkable" designaticn
of the segpie, fi=hery, recrestisnal, botanical, and wildlifa
valusez, Hawavar, therse are saveral areas of concszn to The
Wildernesa Society which we address balow. . ;

our greatest congein is the condition of the riparian zones and
gther botanical valuas. Human us== s¥ the river corridor hava ag
streszpd potential climax riparian zones, that mest area 1n aarly
seral stages. The draft assassment frankly describes how past
grazing has interruptad ecologically slgnificant activities
ranging from nesting to natural wildfira. Tt also admita that
fire suppressicn, road censtiuction, and "other management
practices" have changed thie makeup of natural pilant communitles.
But the draft daas pot and ahould alaarly characteriza theese
"ehanges' &1 the affoprta made ts reversae tham.

He oppoza lwproving saral conditisne by implementing fencing. As
yau ne deubt kmew, fencing willl interrupt wildlife movemant, as
well ae conpremi=se #he aren’= acenie values which are already
ndermined by the =sad., We are cancermed that tha area,
exparially the ripayrian zenes, will met bha able te rebound
without, ar least, a auspension of all grazing activities. B&Such
8 auspan=xisn would ales be an appropriate maasure to prasarya
thase clipax zones who=e acarcity, as the draft concaedss,
gualifips then for "panagement as optatandingly ramarkabla
values." (Page 14) Tha plan muat not risk endangering tha two
Federal candidate Category 2 speciee that exist in this ¢orpidar.

The unigus esccurrance aof Astragaluz digphanus makes this corrider

fi10 5% ALLDER, SUITE 515, PORTLAND, CIX 97202
($03) 24804512
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particularly important. Have JApiragalis diaphanys communitias

besn affected by any of the “"management practices' that have
changed otber vegetation?

Ths "outstandingly remarkable" de=ignetion of the fishery .
resources recognizes the senzitivity of the rrdband population
and the importance of the John Day River basin a= ons af the last
whld apadromens rish runs in the Paciric Northwest. We must do
averything poasible to enhancea and protect theas reglonally
selgnificant rasgurces. The prcposad fish pa=sage arpund Izee
Fallae ahould ke arefully scrutinizad. It world be a shame o
daatryrey exiating sucpes#ful populations in an attempt to create
new onaa. The Wild and Scenic Rivers A=t calls for tha
protection and sannancemant of valuss on a free-flowing river. As
a man—made di=rupticn of the natural river flow, thisa proposed
passage is lncensistent with the requiremants of tha Act.

In 2ddition, the draft should explain the absepce af Chinocok in
the Sauth Fork basin, We are alsoe concerned that the current
palicy of supplementiny the wild redband populatien with hatchery
ringerlings is mors & reaponse to racreatlonal demands than a
regponsse to the leong-tarm welfara of the "aanaitive spacies"
redband that have te =ompete with thess hatchery fish.

The assessment i= al=e vaguae regarding how tha "aport catch of
10,000 fish," L=« affectad the redband and stealhead poptlétions.
Ragarding the fiazhery praliminary findinga, wa regusst a thoreough
deseription of tha afforts and resulta of attsnpts to "restore
tha riparian ayatem.® In what waya has water guality beasn
Haignifiamntly improvad?" YWhat ara the “increassad anefits to

the fisharyiw

Ax to watar guality, the drart describas how tha demands for
irrigation vwae and fisherie= meintenanca arg at their greatest
during the =amsa months. PBut it sheuld alsc describe the @paults
of this competition for this "out=tanaingly remazrkabler fishery
rRsONta. How have agrioultural activities affeatad tha
riparian zonex? What sfforta hava baan made +to Aaak altarnative
irrigation tachnology? The draft's cpaning river deacription
ahsuld axpand on its vague comments ragarding the "mostly gravel
or dirt read." Haw aless 18 that road to the river? Doss run~
off from *ha road ocontribute te the furthay sropien of the
atrsssed ripariac zonss or any decline in vater quality? UDoas
the road presant agy dangar to wetlands of other riparian
habitata?

Pegarding the recreation section, the Wilderne== Soclety is
concarned that without asxesaing the current impact of vieitors,
the construction of the Natlenal Back Country Byway and the
likaly visitoer increasse, c¢sould cause unforseen damagsa s riparizan
zones already strasssd by grazing. The predicted increasad
vizitor load requires develsping a camping strategy that would
aithar limit oY concentrate viziters away from riparian zones and
other areas that have been damaged by «attle. Howsver, by
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United States Department of the Interior [Hocr .
T

|

EUREAL OF LAND MANAGEMENT S
Primartils Distries (JiTce :E: - =

£.0, Bok 530 (185 £, 4zh Strees) L ST—

Prinsills, Or=gion 97754

f IL/;_':/ : 6671

N1 q 4oz

Ertal Clafre

Jakn Day Qf=vrics

Oragan Depar—went of Fish and Wildlife
P. 4, Bax 9

Jahn Day, CR 3T&548

Coxe Srrol;

I have recsived many cammenta on tha Rgsourza Azzassman* of the Jokn Oday
River. 3Scome of the czaments reduire additional fish experiise that ycu have.
Would you nelp me shswer the fullowing questions:

1. Why are chingak abssnt from the Scuth Fark 3asi1n?

2, What ts tha hatchary zupplementation paiicy Ffar the Jaba Day Biver?
What current zupplementation agzions are saing an?

3. What ara the interactions bEatwman Bae=%ery flzk and wild stock in the
John Bey Rivar, in terms of zampetition, productivity and dissasat

4. Pleaze asaesz the 1mpact aof the present spect ¢ateh of Tish an reaband,
gtealhean and eRinoak.

L What riparian estoration seffortz are baing mede on State ewred Tand n
the Jahn Day Basin? . r

Erral, thanks again far yaur Relp, Wowld you b ahle to respond by Febhruary
153, 195927 Lat xe Lnew,

Sincersly,

f
}5/;a?id K., Younsg
District Fighery Biologiaz
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JAN 1T 192
HEAORANDUM . )
TE: Dan Waad ) =
FROM: ot Vidoural |

SUBJECT: Hesoonze +to Wildarness Bocizty Request Iin B=gards +a
Ferest withC-:rrri“Gr :

o

Frture forest managemert 2lans we=t of the South Fork Jehn Day
Rivar smd within the wild snd sgenic carridor ars none. NS¢ -larmed
tipbeyr activities AT achadzled 4a the ourzent l0-yFexr nlam
Tipber maragement of forest lacds within any wild and =scepic rivaw
epr=idor, (1/4 mile ==ck szide), would be cac=fully analyced,

Bouevar, sincs most af +“hase fovesp londgora cl.%gtd a= comrmareial
Ifpreat lards and li=tad 3§ re=iricted or poasrestricgied, we must
cor=‘dar tham available for formst oraegemens sctlivities (see Jobw
Day SMP, 18SE3)},

Some ¢f thess cormercial forest land acwres are listed as withd=aun
frem the tirker basa, E£f0rts to opex up dez= land for timker
harvasting »ithin this gorridor iz veazry unlikaly in thia dacadas,

The forssts =aat &f the hishuay and abave the Jzme Falls cves svam
in T.185., BE.27E. The nistory of tipber harveatirmg withim this
township hksa been simile» to harve=ting on a2ny BHLH conmew=isl
foresy landm within teis District. That iz, 211 harvasting haa
baer the m=rtizl ecutting meibed, which Incluce= ovarstory ramavsl
e 30 - 70X of the ovarsteoc-y,. (maturs, and,fﬂr decadent sldap tra=g)
and comnmsrcial thimning, (Wavyasting of gommercial aixed trecs doup
to 10 imshes dipp=tar breast hetght, (TEH)] te a 24 - 35 foot lazva
tIse =pAcing.

Timzer harvesting withts this teosnskipy has been rsthar Light ovar
the past 30 vasrs, esvecinlly vithin 4ko 1/4 pil> corrider of the
rivaer., Witlkin this corridey, salvage havvest of under § MEF asek
hava iaken place in the veaws of 1971, 1868, 1965, =nd 1361.

The onily regular timpsr h=cvest operation within thia tswn=hi- apd
within cne mile &af tha sp=t alda of the river took Slzce in 1534,
Witkhix this timber =zals of 2.2 wmillion board feet [MMEF),¢tre
western toundarie=s of the unita closest to the rlver, (thres -Jf ~he
twalve units) - were approximately 1/2 pils from 't.he a5t s5ide of
the river, In additien, all thoe= of theze 1mits were above and
7&ll beygnd tha top of the yins along the east banks of tha »ivar.

nﬂ! 4

Included within this 1984 timber sai=., Do new road comatrpetion
tock place. All »ead work uaz mainrtenance and zemovaticn only.
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t;-" existing ‘vead. network, was wost 1ikely developed Zor timbar

;sta thet took plage 4371958 (1.5'MMEF) and in 1558 (3 HMEF).

s fOF future activities_.east of the zwiver and withis whisx
;..,,m,.hip, a timber harve=t operation is Schedulad for 1956 ey 1897,
1:“:11! 5 a plawned heligepter yarding eperation and no harvest unii
i ptanned within 1/4 mile oI the river.

19 a Tesull of the preceding di=cussion, it c2x ba delermiasd, that
_;.N“g loggics activities havas no adverss impect on the currant
ildtiie 2nd Babitat valuea of this esrridor. The fwturs, 1855-97,
warvist operation should have oo adverse impacts on the futcrs

calv#d of the subject carridor.

i.' lrl .‘iL
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Standards for Rangeland Health and
Guidelines for Livestock Grazing
Management for Public Lands in Oregon and
Washington

Introduction

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

Fundamentals of Rangeland Health

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Standards for Rangeland Health

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Standards and Guidelines in Relation to the Planning
Process

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

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

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

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

Indicators of Rangeland Health

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

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

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

Assessments and Monitoring

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

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

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

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

Measurability

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

Implementation

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

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

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

114



Appendices

Standards for Rangeland Health

Standard 1 Watershed Function — Uplands

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

Rationale and Intent

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

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

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

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

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

Potential Indicators

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

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

» accumulation/incorporation of organic matter;

« amount and distribution of bare ground;

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

« thickness and continuity of A horizon;

* character of microrelief;

» presence and integrity of biotic crusts;

 root occupancy of the soil profile;

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

» absence of accelerated erosion and overland flow.

Soil and plant conditions promote moisture storage as evidenced by:

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

 plant composition and community structure; and

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

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

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

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

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

Potential Indicators

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

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

* point bars revegetating;

« streambank/shoreline stability;

* riparian area width;

« sediment deposition;

* active/stable beaver dams;

 coarse/large woody debris;

 upland watershed conditions;

« frequency/duration of soil saturation; and

» water table fluctuation.

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

« channel width/depth ratio;

 channel sinuosity;

 gradient;

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

« pool/riffle ratio;

« pool size and frequency; and

 stream embeddedness.
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Standard 3 Ecological Processes

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

Rationale and Intent

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Potential Indicators

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

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

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

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

Rationale and Intent

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

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

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

+ water temperature;

« dissolved oxygen;

« fecal coliform;

* turbidity;

* pH;

» populations of aquatic organisms; and

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

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

Rationale and Intent

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

Potential Indicators

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

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

* habitat elements;

« spatial distribution of habitat;

« habitat connectivity; and

 population stability/resilience.
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Guidelines for Livestock Grazing
Management

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

General Guidelines

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

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

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

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

Livestock Grazing Management

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Facilitating the Management of Livestock Grazing

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

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

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

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

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

Accelerating Rangeland Recovery

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

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

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

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

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

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

Glossary

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Gully-a channel resulting from erosion and caused by the concentrated but intermittent flow of water usually
during and immediately following heavy rains.

123



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Hydrologic cycle-the process in which water enters the atmosphere through evaporation, transpiration, or
sublimation from the oceans, other surface water bodies, or from the land and vegetation, and through
condensation and precipitation returns to the earth’s surface. The precipitation then occurring as overland flow,
stream flow, or percolating underground flow to the oceans or other surface water bodies or to other sites of
evapo-transpiration and recirculation to the atmosphere.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

125



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

126



Appendices

Appendix K Limits of Acceptable Change

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing. The majority of the material presented in Appendix L has not
changed since the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. However, in responding to public comments
the grazing prescriptions for the Preferred Alternative have been further refined. In order to protect
public land riparian areas, grazing in pastures with livestock access to riverbank would be limited to
periods when river flows at the USGS Service Creek gauging station exceed 2,000 cubic feet per second
(cfs). As noted in the description of the Preferred Alternative, for pastures grazed in winter, the flow
limitation is intended to be an interim management constraint. Exceptions would be made for scattered
tracts of public land. An available option for areas outside of Wilderness Study Areas is the use of a
temporary electric fence which restricts livestock access to riparian areas. Further constraints,
standards and remedies are described in Chapter 3, Monitoring and description of Proposed Decision.
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2617 Emigrant Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment1l River Miles 5.6 - 13.4
M

26

private 7.2 public 0.6

private 323 public 215

private 5130 public 661

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

none

same as above.

none

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

late seral: 254 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 327 acres

unclassified: 25 acres

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

May 1 period.

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

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

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 1l River Miles 9.5-11.0
M

64

private 15 public 0.0

private 155 public 42

private 2677 public 942

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

same as above

none

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

late seral: 193 acres

mid seral: 184 acres

early seral: 608 acres

unclassified: 37 acres

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

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

private 0.0 public 0.7

private 0 public 40

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

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

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

16

private 2.9 public 0.7

private 308 public 243

private 1201 public 700

spring and summer

96-009

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

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

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

climax: 43 acres

late seral: 183 acres

mid seral: 164 acres

early seral: 150 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 15.8 - 17.2
M

3

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

96-009

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

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

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

late seral: 22 acres

mid seral: 20 acres

early seral: 18 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

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

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

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

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

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment1l River Miles 16.0-17.3
not available

not available

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

unleased, grazed during low flows by trespass livestock
none

unleased, trespass resolved

none

none

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

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

4

private 0.0 public 0.9

private 0 public 115

private 1311 public 115

0.5 miles exclusion, season long on 0.4 miles.

96-009

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

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

none

climax: 9 acres

late seral: 39 acres

mid seral: 35 acres

early seral: 32 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

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

private 0.0 public 0.4
private 0 public 11

private 0.0 public 1.0
private 0 public 120
4

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

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

60

private 5.4 public 1.2

private 953 public 454

private 8425 public 1215

season long

93-067, 96-009

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

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

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

climax: 63 acres

late seral: 439 acres

mid seral: 464 acres

early seral: 204 acres

unclassified: 45 acres

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

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

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

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 22.8 - 23.9
C

5

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

unleased, grazed during low flows by trespass livestock
none

unleased, trespass resolved

none

none

climax: 3 acres

late seral: 14 acres

mid seral: 12 acres

early seral: 11 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

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

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

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment1l River Miles 20.4 - 22.1
M

15

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

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

none

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

none

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

late seral: 67 acres

mid seral: 23 acres

early seral: 124 acres

unclassified: 9 acres

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 22.1 - 26.6
I

53

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

spring use with some trespass grazing during low river flows.

none

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

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

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

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

climax: O acres

late seral: 80 acres

mid seral: 141 acres

early seral: 581 acres

unclassified: 31 acres

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

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

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

139



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 1 River Miles 23.9 - 28.5
M

30

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

none

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

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

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

climax: 17 acres

late seral: 121 acres

mid seral: 145 acres

early seral: 293 acres

unclassified: 22 acres

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

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

126

private 3.1 public 1.7

private 354 public 295

private 2418 public 1518

season long

95-080

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

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

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

climax: 122 acres

late seral: 514 acres

mid seral: 460 acres

early seral: 422 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

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

boundary.

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

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

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

93

private 15 public 4.0

private 200 public 1481

private 200 public 2596

season long

89-058, 90-005, 98-100

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

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

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

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

climax: 552 acres

late seral: 999 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 949 acres

unclassified: 96 acres

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

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

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 200 public 2596

93

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

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment1l River Miles 34.1 - 39.7
I

269

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

99-117

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

none

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

climax: 981 acres

late seral: 3407 acres

mid seral: 2092 acres

early seral: 825 acres

unclassified: 280 acres

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

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

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

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

99-117

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 40.9 -41.0
C

6

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

same as above.

none

none

climax: O acres

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

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

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

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

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

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

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

20

private 0.0 public 0.3

private 0 public 227

private 560 public 1127

non-use by permittee, fenced in with 2597

none

same as above

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

none

climax: 301 acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 401 acres

early seral: 384 acres

unclassified: 41 acres

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment2  River Miles 50.1 - 54.8
I

47

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

99-080

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

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

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

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

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

climax: 171 acres

late seral: 731 acres

mid seral: 741 acres

early seral: 162 acres

unclassified: 70 acres

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

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

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

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

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 54.8 - 56.3
I

62

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

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

97-137

spring

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

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

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

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

late seral: 166 acres

mid seral: 103 acres

early seral: 257 acres

unclassified: 68 acres

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

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

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

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment2  River Miles 56.3 - 64.7
I

85

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

94-078, 96-024, 96-058

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

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

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

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

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

climax: 2266 acres

late seral: 45 acres

mid seral: 368 acres

early seral: 841 acres

unclassified: 135 acres

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

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

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

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

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 64.7 - 71.8
I

66

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

96-058

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

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

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

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

climax: 540 acres

late seral: 1060 acres

mid seral: 457 acres

early seral: 377 acres

unclassified: 93 acres

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

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

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

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 73.0 - 76.0
I

43

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

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

97-062

spring

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

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

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

climax: O acres

late seral: 80 acres

mid seral: 630 acres

early seral: 0 acres

unclassified: 27 acres

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

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

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

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

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 71.8 - 73.0, 76.0 - 80.8
I

206

private 0.4 public 5.6

private 9 public 1063

private 1823 public 2999

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

97-038

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

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

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

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

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

climax: 146 acres

late seral: 2153 acres

mid seral: 249 acres

early seral: 339 acres

unclassified: 112 acres

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

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

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

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 50.1 - 83.7
I

733

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

climax: 3362 acres

late seral: 4864 acres
mid seral: 1900 acres

early seral: 2006 acres
unclassified: 465 acres

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

private
private

private
private
545

0.8
4

4.4
2430

public
public

public
public

6.8
36

3.9
11,916

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

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

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

private 2.3 public 15.7

private 208 public 2496

private 16,716 public 7982

season long

93-037, 96-110

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

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

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

Photo point on river mile 88, established in 1987 and remeasured in
1988, 1990, and 1994. Management was season long, changed to
spring in 1997. No change is obvious.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.18 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Horse Mountain pasture was established
in 1987 and remeasured in 1994. Management was non-use or winter
use. Sporobolus cryptandrus appears to have increased in vigor.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Devils Pasture was established in 1987,
lost and re-established in 1990.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Pine Hollow pasture was established in
1987, re-established in 1990 and remeasured in 1991 and 1994.
Management was spring or late summer, changed to winter or spring
in 1997. Monitoring shows an increase in perennial grasses and
sedges.

climax: 209 acres

late seral: 3134 acres

mid seral: 3458 acres

early seral: 1361 acres

unclassified: 272 acres

Implement 5 years rest in Pine Hollow Pasture. Adjust the lease to
confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on
pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to 60 days during the December 15 to
May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure.

private 0.4 public 7.1

private 2 public 43

cancel grazing in the Pete Enyart riparian pasture, 9 AUMs.
private 2.8 public 0.0

private 165 public 3720

148

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

2629 Tatum
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment2  River Miles 80.8 - 82.9
I

113

private 0.0 public 2.1
private 0 public 422
private 3242 public 2889

non-use by permittee, riparian areas subject to trespass grazing
during low river flows.

none

spring

Photo point on river mile 82, established in 1988 and remeasured in
1990, 1994 and 1997. Non-use from 1988 to 1992, then spring
grazing. No change is obvious.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.02 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in River Pasture B was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990, 1991 and 1994. No use until 1992, then
spring grazing. No change is obvious.

climax: 532 acres

late seral: 1281 acres

mid seral: 458 acres

early seral: 511 acres

unclassified: 107 acres

Exclude livestock from campsites by cancelling grazing in River ‘B’
pasture. Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 1
to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 2.1
private 0 public 13
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 160 public 1240
45

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2518 Pine Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles 82.9 - 83.6 and 91.9 - 92.9
I

346

private 1. public 0.7

private 171 public 454

private 10,960 public 5418

season long

93-037

spring, no access of Red Wall area during high flows.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.02 river miles in 1995.

none

climax: 1188 acres

late seral: 3132 acres

mid seral: 785 acres

early seral: 113 acres

unclassified: 200 acres

Rest Big Gulch pasture for five years. Adjust the lease to confine
grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures
with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to the December 6 to February 15 period.

private 0.7 public 0.0
private 4 public 0
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 172 public 760
51

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

2623 Steiwer
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 2  River Miles 93.5-103.4
I

230

private 4.9 public 5.0
private 535 public 1385
private 38,810 public 4376

spring on 4.0 miles of public, non-use by permittee on 1.0 miles of
public and 2.7 miles of private though the area was subject to trespass
grazing during low river flows, season long on 2.2 miles of private.
87-033

same as above, trespass has been resolved.

Photo point on river mile 100, established in 1988 was remeasured in
1990 and 1994. Management was changed from season long to
spring use in 1987. Photos show an expansion of willow.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 1.87 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (frequency) in Juniper Island pasture established in 1987
and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Management was changed to
spring rotation in 1987, monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Bills Place, established in 1987 was
remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Management was changed to spring
rotation in 1987, monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Juniper Island pasture, established in 1987
was remeasured in 1990, lost and re-established in 1994.
Management described above, monitoring shows an apparent
decrease in Gutierrezia sarothrae and an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

land exchange has eliminated the lands measured from public
ownership.

Exclude grazing from Juniper Island campsite with 0.7 miles of fence.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the December 15 to May 1 period. Adjust lease to prohibit
grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure. Pursue
opportunities to exchange lands north of Butte Creek for other lands
within the WSR boundary.

private 2.2 public 4.2
private 10 public 24
private 0.0 public 6.6
private 0 public 1280
53

approximately 160 acres of public land in Wheeler county could be
traded for private lands elsewhere in the WSR boundary, eliminating
the need for 2.0 miles of fence.

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2584 Catherine Maurer
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 2  River Miles Left 92.9 - 106.1, Right 103.4 - 107.0
I

789

private 10.3 public 6.5

private 1427 public 1815

private 26,168 public 14,683

season long

91-038, 95-009, 97-014

exclusion on 0.5 miles of public and 2.6 miles of private, spring use on
1.5 miles private and 3.3 miles public, season long on 6.2 miles of
private and 2.7 miles public.

Photoplot at spring site in Lakes Pasture established in 1998,
management changed from season long to spring use in 1999.
Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 1.34 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Rayburn pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1993. Management was season long use,
perennial grasses increased in vigor and density.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in River pasture was established in 1987 and
remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Management was spring and early
summer use, changed to winter and early spring use in 1997,
monitoring shows an increase in perennial bunchgrasses.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) in Lakes pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1993. Management was season long, changed to
spring in 1999. Monitoring shows an increase in Bromus tectorum
and Stipa thurberiana and a decrease in Gutierrezia sarothrae.
climax: 151 acres

late seral: 3421 acres

mid seral: 4017 acres

early seral: 6550 acres

unclassified: 544 acres

same as existing management for the Lakes and River pastures. For
the Clarno Rapids area, adjust the lease to confine grazing period
within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to
riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by plant
phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be restricted
normally to the April 1 to June 1 period. For the Rayburn pasture,
develop an allotment management plan or pursue exchange
opportunities for other lands within WSR boundaries.

private 6.9 public 6.0
private 42 public 38
private 0.3 public 6.7
private 880 public 5036
109

approximately 320 acres of public land in Wasco county could be
traded for private lands elsewhere in the WSR boundary, eliminating
the need for 3.5 miles of fence.

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

2614 Clarno Homestead
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 2  River Miles 106.1 - 108.3 and 108.7 - 109.3
I

63

private 0.4 public 2.8

private 25 public 396

private 32 public 1693

season long

95-009, 96-060

unleased

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

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in 1987 was remeasured in 1993
and 1998. Season long use was changed to non-use in 1990.
Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana and a decrease in
Poa sandbergii.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 1823 acres

unclassified: 70 acres

Adjust lease to retire grazing on public lands within the WSR
boundaries.

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

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2588 Spud
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing: miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 110.7 - 114.5
M

40

private 3.2 public 0.6
private 494 public 148
private 650 public 608

exclusion of 0.1 miles of public river bank and 3.2 miles of private river
bank, these riparian areas subject to limited trespass during low river
flows, spring grazing on 0.5 miles of public river bank.

90-035

same as above except trespass is largely resolved.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.5 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1994. Grazing occurs during the winter, monitoring shows an increase
in Sporobolus cryptandrus.

climax: O acres

late seral: 427 acres

mid seral: O acres

early seral: 159 acres

unclassified: 22 acres

grazing as above, construct 0.3 miles of fence. Adjust the lease to
confine grazing period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on
pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be
determined by plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but
would be restricted normally to the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 1
private 0.0 public 0.4
private 494 public 148
5

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

2587 Corral Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing: miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 109.6 - 111.4

I

88

private 1.7 public 0.1

private 66 public 4

private 1200 public 2101

spring, early summer.

97-007

spring use with livestock removed by May 15th.
none

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Corral Canyon Pasture was
established in 1987 and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. Grazing
occurs during critical growing season each year except for rest in
1992 and 1997, utilization levels are light to moderate. Monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

climax: O acres

late seral: 17 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 2006 acres

unclassified: 78 acres

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

private 1.7 public 0.1
private 14 public 4
private 1.2 public 0.3
private 52 public 4

0

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2512 Big Muddy
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 114.5 - 128.1
I

605

private 8.0 public 5.6
private 1069 public 1142
private 64,483 public 14,890

winter and spring use by permittees, riparian areas subject to trespass
grazing during low river flows.

none

spring

Photo point on Currant Creek established in 1987 and Remeasured in
1994. There was no discernable change.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from O river
miles in 1981 to 0.47 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) west of Melendy Ridge was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1994. There is no discernable change.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Domogalla Canyon was established in
1987, but could not be found in 1994, the study was reestablished.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Currant Creek Canyon was established in
1987, but could not be found in 1994, the study was reestablished.
climax: 197 acres

late seral: 1861 acres

mid seral: 4211 acres

early seral: 8070 acres

unclassified: 551 acres

Construct 3.2 miles fence to exclude 1.9 riverbank miles and rest for
10 years 3.4 miles of riverbank. Adjust the lease to confine grazing
period within the dates of November 1 to June 1 on pastures with
access to riverbank. Dates of authorized use would be determined by
plant phenology, herd size and available forage, but would be
restricted normally to the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 6.9 public 3.2
private 42 public 19
private 1.6 public 3.2
private 396 public 1280
30
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2545 Cherry Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

164

Segment 3  River Miles 128.1 - 131.6
I

438

private 2.6 public 0.9
private 427 public 164
private 49,960 public 11,095

winter and spring use by permittees, riparian areas subject to grazing
trespass during low river flows.

none

winter and spring, trespass largely resolved.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.23 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Horse Heaven Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990 and 1994. There is no discernable
change.

climax: 892 acres

late seral: 3759 acres

mid seral: 3362 acres

early seral: 3082 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 60 days
during the March15 to May 15 period.

private 3.9 public 1.1
private 24 public 7
private 0.0 public 0.9
private 0 public 200
6



2624 Burnt Ranch
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 131.6 - 133.0

C

7

private 0.0 public 1.4

private 0 public 113

private 2080 public 328

spring and early summer

none

early spring (between March 15 and April 15) for two weeks every
other year.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.46 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the River Pasture (riparian management
pasture) was established in 1989 and remeasured in 1995. Grazing
occurred each spring during the critical growing season until 1997
when it changed to two weeks use every other year. Monitoring
shows an increase in Oryzopsis hymenoides.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: O acres

early seral: 316 acres

unclassified: 12 acres

Provide three years rest for the River pasture, then authorize grazing
as stated above for 1999.

private 0.0 public 1.4
private 0 public 8
private 0.0 public 0.9
private 0 public 180
2

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

2641 North 80
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

166

Segment 3  River Miles 133.0 - 133.2
C

3

private 0.2 public 0.0
private 9 public 0
private 25 public 78
season long

none

rotation

none

none

climax: 6 acres

late seral: 26 acres

mid seral: 24 acres

early seral: 22 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

private 0.2 public 0.0
private 3 public 0
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
0



2533 Sutton Mountain
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded
other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 135.7 - 140.0
I

1020

private 0.2 public 6.7
private 30 public 1163
private 640 public 25,315

winter and spring by permittee, riparian areas received trespass
grazing during low river flows.

92-021, 92-044

exclusion, non-use and spring. Spring grazing occurs on 2.6 miles of
the river. The Agate Point Wetland Pasture is in non-use pending
improved riparian conditions and encompasses 2.6 miles of the river.
The Priest Hole Field excludes livestock grazing and occupies 0.9
miles of the river. The Liberty Bottom Field also excludes grazing and
consists of 0.8 miles of the river.

Six photo points (trend overview) and five photo points (cover board),
between river miles 136.5 and 137.6, were established in 1995 in the
Agate Point Wetland Pasture. Not remeasured.

Photo point (cover board) on Bridge Creek in the Manning Field was
established in 1989 and remeasured in 1991, 1995, 1997 and 1999.
Spring grazing has occurred since acquisition of the land in 1988.
Grazing use varied from 2 to 3 months between 1988 and 1992, to 3
weeks from 1993 to 1998 with non-use in 1997. Monitoring shows an
increase in willow cover.

Photo point (cover board) on Bridge Creek in the Connley Field was
established in 1989 and remeasured in 1991, 1995 and 1999.
Grazing use varied from 2 to 3 months from 1988 to 1992, to one
month from 1993 to 19996. Non-use in 1997 and 1998. Monitoring
shows an increase in willow cover.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.75 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Stovepipe Springs Pasture was
established in 1987 and remeasured in 1991 and 1995. Grazing
occurs during the spring, monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Stovepipe Springs Pasture was
established in 1988 and remeasured in 1991 and 1995. Grazing
occurs during the spring, monitoring shows no obvious change.
ecological status was determined for 6995 acres, an additional 18320
acres became public in 1992, but status for the acquired land will be
determined when possible.

climax: 897 acres

late seral: 1911 acres

mid seral: 988 acres

early seral: 2940 acres

unclassified: 259 acres

Construct 2.3 miles fence to create 2.6 miles of riverbank exclusion.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to

May 1 period.
private 0.0 public 1.8
private 0 public 11
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No Grazing: miles of fence private 0.0 public 2.3
acres excluded private 0 public 1240
public land AUMs canceled 45
Other actions

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

168



2592 Mary Misener
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 141.4 - 142.8
I

52

private
private
private
season long
92-044
exclusion
none

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1987 and remeasured in
1991. Grazing occurs during winter and early spring, monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) was established in 1995 and has not been
remeasured. Grazing occurs during winter and early spring.

climax: O acres

late seral: 172 acres

mid seral: 111 acres

early seral: 289 acres

unclassified: 23 acres

1.4
269
640

public 0.0
public 0
public 595

same as existing

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

2532 T. Cole
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 139.0 - 140.8
C

117

private 1.1 public 0.7
private 157 public 374
private 25,280 public 2116

autumn through spring by permittee, trespass grazing during low river
flows.

none

winter, trespass resolved.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 1.06 river miles in 1995.

none

climax: 21 acres

late seral: 864 acres

mid seral: 54 acres

early seral: 634 acres

unclassified: 60 acres

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

private 1.2 public 0.6
private 7 public 4
private 0.0 public 2.8
private 42 public 520
17

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2659 Packsaddle
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 143.2 - 144.2
C

20

private 1.0 public 0.0
private 70 public 0
private 481 public 330

winter and spring by permittee, riparian areas subject to grazing
trespass during low river flows.
92-044

exclusion

none

none

climax: 43 acres

late seral: 99 acres

mid seral: 99 acres

early seral: 76 acres
unclassified: 13 acres

same as existing

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

171



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2577 Byrd’s Point
Location:

Category:

AUMs within lease:

Miles of river bank

Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 131.7 - 134.2
River Miles 135.3 - 136.4

I

94

private 1.6 public 2.0

private 305 public 285

private 4612 public 1455

season long

87-003, 98-058

exclusion

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.35 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (Daubenmire) established in 1993 and has not been
remeasured.

climax: 224 acres

late seral: 495 acres

mid seral: 442 acres

early seral: 402 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.0 public 1.6

private 80 public 360

25

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2633 Amine Peak
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 122.0 - 131.6
I

294

private 5.7 public 3.9
private 839 public 883
private 11,062 public 4349

winter and spring by permittee, riparian areas received grazing
trespass during low river flows.

87-003

spring

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.58 river miles in 1995.

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

climax: 348 acres

late seral: 1479 acres

mid seral: 1304 acres

early seral: 1218 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

Construct 1.5 miles of fence to create 1.6 miles of riverbank exclusion.
Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period.

private 5.7 public 3.9
private 34 public 24
private 0.8 public 2.1
private 174 public 800
35

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

173



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2535 Hayfield
Location:
Category:
AUMs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 118.0 - 119.6
C

11

private 0.9 public 0.7
private 141 public 86
private 2360 public 345
season long

87-010, 90-089

spring

none

none

climax: O acres

late seral: 301 acres
mid seral: 31 acres
early seral: 0 acres
unclassified: 13 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to 14 days
during the March 15 to May 15 period.

private 1.2 public 1.2
private 7 public 7
private 0.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 90
0

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

174



2656 Dry Knob
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 112.9 - 116.9
C

7

private 3.2 public 0.8
private 731 public 30
private 900 public 275

winter and spring, riparian areas subjected to grazing trespass during
low river flows.

none

autumn through spring
none

none

climax: 22 acres

late seral: 93 acres
mid seral: 83 acres
early seral: 76 acres
unclassified: 1 acres

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

private 1.8 public 0.4
private 9 public 2
private 0.1 public 1.1
private 30 public 34
2

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]

175



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2649 Rim
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

176

Segment 3  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within WSR boundaries.

3

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 40 public 300

private 1606 public 301

n/a, allotment within the WSR corridor, but not on the river.
none

n/a, allotment within the WSR corridor, but not on the river.
none

none

climax: O acres

late seral: 172 acres
mid seral: 0 acres
early seral: 118 acres
unclassified: 11 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.1 public 0.7

private 0 public 300

3



2536 Spring Basin
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles no riverbank on allotment, but portions
I lie within the WSR boundaries.

146

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 3 public 90

private 24,280 public 5363

no riverbank

no riverbank

none

Trend plot (frequency) in the Spring Basin WSA was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990. Grazing generally occurs between
November 1 and February 28. There is no discernable change.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Spring Basin WSA was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1990. Grazing generally occurs between
November 1 and February 28. There is no discernable change.
climax: O acres

late seral: 3275 acres

mid seral: 450 acres

early seral: 1438 acres

unclassified: 200 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.1 public 1.1

private 0 public 100

2
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2630 Tripp
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 111.9 - 112.5
I

7

private 0.4 public 0.2
private 18 public 80
private 18 public 80
season long

none

season long

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.16 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (frequency) in the Upland Pasture was established in 1987
and remeasured in 1993. Grazing is winter use only and monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Upland Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1993. Grazing is winter use only and
monitoring shows an increase in Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in the Upland Pasture was established in
1987 and remeasured in 1993. Grazing is winter use only and
monitoring shows a decrease in Poa secunda.

climax: 6 acres

late seral: 27 acres

mid seral: 24 acres

early seral: 22 acres

unclassified: 1 acres

exclusion, construct 0.6 miles of fence. Adjust use authorizations to
prohibit grazing on public lands within riparian exclosure. Reactivation
of use would be dependant upon recovery as evaluated by an
interdisciplinary team and subject to management prescription to
sustain functioning condition.

private 0.4 public 0.2
private 2 public 1
private 0.0 public 0.3
private 18 public 80
7

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2544 Circle S
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 153.7 - 156.0
I

16

private 15 public 0.8
private 120 public 161
private 1596 public 598

non-use by lessee, but trespass use occurring season long.

98-058

spring

Photo point at river mile 153.8, established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Sporadic trespass use occurring season long. Monitoring
shows no obvious change.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.15 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Sporadic trespass use occurring season long. Monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa comata.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid seral: 499 acres

early seral: 0 acres

unclassified: 19 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the March 15
to May 15 period and rested every other year.

private n/a public n/a (same as no grazing)
private public

private 0 public 0

private 0 public 240

3

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2537 Dead Dog Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 147.6 - 150.2
I

243

private 1.2 public 1.4
private 111 public 90
private 400 public 3906

spring, with trespass use occurring season long

92-044, 98-058

exclusion

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.17 river miles in 1995.

none

ecological status was determined for 1360 acres, an additional 2546
acres became public in 1992, but status for the acquired land will be
determined when possible.

climax: 176 acres

late seral: 414 acres

mid seral: 408 acres

early seral: 312 acres

unclassified: 50 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.0 public 0.3

private 91 public 90

7

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2556 Murray Howard
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 150.2 - 156.0
I

33

private 3.2 public 2.6
private 652 public 475
private 7840 public 846
winter, spring, summer

98-058

exclusion

Photo point (Daubenmire cover board) at river mile 153.4, established
in 1989 and remeasured in 1994. Accurate grazing information not
available, but random observations indicated various amounts of use
occurred spring, summer and winter. Monitoring shows a decrease in
willow density at this study.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.35 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Accurate grazing information not available, but random
observations indicate various amounts of use occurred spring,
summer and winter. Monitoring shows no discernable change.
climax: 59 acres

late seral: 122 acres

mid seral: 362 acres

early seral: 463 acres

unclassified: 39 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.2 public 2.4

private 189 public 320

16

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2570 Zack Keys
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Segment 3  River Miles 148.8 - 149.6
I

58

private 0.6 public 0.2
private 204 public 98
private 1680 public 1607
season long

98-058

exclusion

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.10 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established in 1987, but was destroyed
and reestablished in 1995.

climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 1548 acres

early seral: 0 acres

unclassified: 59 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.0 public 0.6

private 0 public 90

2

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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2569 Zack Keys
Location:

Category:

AUMSs within lease:

Miles of river bank

Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 3  River Miles 145.6 - 148.8
River Miles 150.9 - 153.7

I

71

private 3.8 public 2.2

private 427 public 449

private 7885 public 2001

season long

98-058

exclusion

Photo point at river mile 152.4 was established in 1989 and
remeasured in 1994. Accurate grazing information not available, but
random observations indicate various amounts of use occurred spring,
summer and winter. Monitoring shows an increase in willow.

Willow Report: shows an increase in willow communities from 0.0 river
miles in 1981 to 0.22 river miles in 1995.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) was established near river mile 152.4 in
1989, but destroyed and then reestablished in 1995 as a Daubenmire
study.

climax: 203 acres

late seral: 1239 acres

mid seral: 219 acres

early seral: 266 acres

unclassified: 74 acres

same as existing

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

private 0.0 public 1.0

private 107 public 440

12

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

2589 McQuinn
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions
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Segment 4  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

1

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 322 public 40

no river bank

none

same as above

No established monitoring studies
No established monitoring studies
climax: 3 acres

late seral: 14 acres

mid seral: 12 acres

early seral: 11 acres

unclassified: 0 acres

same as existing

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



2578 Logan
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

166

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 13,570 public 2194

No river bank within the allotment
none

same as above

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: 421 acres

late seral: 774 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 918 acres
unclassified: 81 acres

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
2517 Borschawa

Location: Segment4 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
Category: C lies within 1/4 mile of river
AUMSs within lease: 6
Miles of river bank private 0.0 public 0.0
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 2040 public 120
Riparian management in 1988 No river bank within the allotment
NEPA documents none

Riparian management in 1999

same as above

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

No established monitoring studies

Trend plot (3x3) established in 1989 and re-measured in 1993.
Authorized grazing season is May 1 to July 15. Monitoring shows an
increase in Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1993. No re-measured.
climax: O acres

late seral: 56 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 59 acres

unclassified: 4 acres

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: same as existing

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public
other actions
No Grazing: miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public

public land AUMs canceled
Other actions
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2563 Horseshoe Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMSs'’s within lease:
Miles of riverbank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:

NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:

Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMs canceled

Other Actions

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 158.2 - 170.0
M

100

private 8.8 public 3.0
private 0 public 0

private 26,740 public: 1,667

Exclusion of 0.5 miles, spring grazing (5/1 to 6/15) on 1.5 miles, and
season long on 1.0 mile of public riverbank, season long on 8.8 miles
of private river bank.

None

Exclusion of 0.5 mile of public river bank, grazing from 10/1 until 2/10
on 2.5 miles of public and 8.8 miles of private river bank.

Photo point at river mile 161.7, established in 1987, and reread in
1990 and 1995. Monitoring shows an increase in herbaceous
vegetation on the gravel bars.

Trend plot (3 X 3 photoplot) was established in 1990 and reread in
1995. Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa comata and Sporobolus
cryptandrus

A line intercept study(frequency) was established in 1991. Study has
not been reread.

climax: O acres

late seral: 160 acres

mid seral:. 530 acres

early seral: 333 acres

unclassified: 39 acres

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

private 8.8 public 2.5
private 107 public 36
none

private 8.8 public 2.5
private 1408 public 480
48

None
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2625 David Stirewalt
Location
Category:
AUMs with lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres with WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded

other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

acres excluded

public land AUMs canceled:

Other actions:

188

Segment4  River Miles: 160.3 - 163.0
I

65

private 0.0 public 2.7
private 0 public 0
private 4280 public 1340
exclusion of 2.7 miles of river bank.
none

same as above.

No established photo points.

Trend plot (3 X 3 photoplot) established in 1987 north of the highway
north of the John Day River and reread in 1992. Grazing is excluded
from the area where the study was established. Monitoring showed as
increase in Sporobolus cryptandrus. Trend plot (line intercept) was
established in 1992. Study has not been reread. Grazing has been
excluded from the area where the study was established.

climax: O acres

late seral: O acres

mid-seral: 1,121 acres

early-seral: 169 acres

unclassified: 50 acres

same as existing. Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on
public lands within riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be
dependant upon recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team
and subject to management prescription to sustain functioning
condition.

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

none

private 0 public 3.2

private 0 public 432

43



2626 Harper Mt.
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of riverbank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within the allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing; miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded

Public land AUMS’s canceled:

other actions:

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 163 - 167.2
I

33

private: 2.2 public 2.0
private: 0 public 0
private 8180 public: 920
Season long

97-121

Exclusion.

No established photo points.

No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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

none

private 2.7 public 2.9

private 432 public 464

43
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2613 Frank R. Robinson
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

190

Segment 4  River Miles 164.0 - 164.3
C

4

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 0

private 1230 public 240
spring, summer (5/1 - 8/31)

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: 0 acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 193 acres

early seral: 0 acres

unclassified: 7 acres

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

during the December 15 to May 1 period.

private 0.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 3
private 0.0 public 2.3
private 0 public 115
3



2585 Seek Peak
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles 176.4 - 177.8

C

11

private 1.4 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 1320 public 320

Exclusion of 1.4 miles of private land river bank.
none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: 0 acres

late seral: 285 acres

mid seral: 0 acres

early seral: 23 acres

unclassified: 12 acres

same as existing.

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

2627 Robert W. Straub
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring
Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

192

Segment4  River Miles 178.0-179.4
C

69

private 0.0 public 1.4
private 0 public 0
private 5000 public 678
Spring and summer

none

exclusion

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.
climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid seral: 288 acres

early seral: 365 acres
unclassified: 25 acres

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private 0.0 public 1.4
private 0 public 17
private 0.0 public 3.3
private 0 public 224
22



2575 Andrew Leckie
Location:
Category
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSA boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled

Other actions:

Appendices

Segment4  River Miles: 181.0 - 181.3
I

1

private 0 public: 0.5
private 0 public 0
private 2,000 public 40

exclusion of 0.5 miles of river bank.

none

Exclusion of 0.5 miles of river bank

Photo point established in 1987. Photo point has not been reread.
Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in 1987 and reread in 1988.
Increase in Sporobolus cryptandrus

climax: O acres

late seral: 0 acres

mid-seral: 14 acres

early-seral 39 acres

unclassified: 2 acres

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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

none

private 0.0 public 1.0

private 0 public 160

1

none
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2554 Charles Hill
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:

NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Ecological Status as measured in 1980

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions

194

Segment4  River Miles 178.5-181.0, 181.3 - 182.8
I

86

private 7.3 public 0.8

private 0 public 0

private 1,520 public 1,835

Spring grazing on 0.8 miles of public and 2.0 miles of private river
bank and summer grazing on 5.3 miles of private river bank.

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) was establish in 1987 and reread in 1991
and 1996. Livestock graze the pasture during the spring, mid-April to
the end of May. Monitoring shows an increase in Sporobolus
cryptandrus.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot).was established in 1991 and reread in
1996. Livestock grazed the pasture from April 15 until May 31.
Monitoring shows no increase in perennial plants in the study plot.
Agropyron spicatum can only be seen in areas in between rocks.
Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) was established in 1993. Photoplot has
not been reread.

Line intercept study(frequency) was established in 1991 and reread in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture from April 15 until May 31. There
was no increase in the frequency of key species.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) was established in 1991 and reread in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture from April 15 until May 31.
Topography limits the amount of time that livestock graze the area.
Monitoring shows an increase in ground cover of herbaceous
vegetation.

climax: O acres

late seral: 556 acres

mid seral: 1,751 acres

early seral: 156 acres

unclassified: 94 acres.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of April 15
to June 30 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of authorized
use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size and available
forage, but would be restricted normally to 14 days during the grazing
period.

private 7.3 public 0.8
private 88 public: 10
none

private 7.8 public: 1.3
private 560 public: 128
13



2528 Sentinel Peak
Location:
Category:
AUMS'’s within lease
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSA boundaries:
Acres within the allotment
Riparian management in 1988:

NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Ecological status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions

No Grazing miles of fence

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles: 170.5 - 172.5

C

44

private: 3.0 public: 1.0
private 0 public 0
private 1,335 public 1,240

Spring grazing, April 15 to May 31, of 0.5 miles of public and 1.5 miles
of private river bank and no livestock grazing on 0.5 miles of public
and 1.5 miles of private river bank.

91-018, 88-088, 88-062

same as above

No established monitoring plots.

No established monitoring plots.

climax: O acres

late seral: 474 acres

mid seral: O acres

early seral: 720 acres

unclassified: 46 acres

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of April 15
to May 31 on pastures with access to riverbank.

private 3.0 public 1.0
private 18 public 6
none

private 3.5 public 1.5
private 240 public 80
8

none
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4145 Two County

Location:

Category:

AUMS within the lease:

Miles of riverbank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documentation:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing: miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

No Grazing miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

196

Segment4  River miles 184.5-190.5
I

1,105

private 10.6  public 1.4
private 0 public 0
private 12,750 public 13,796
Season long

91-060, 88-030

Exclusion

No established monitoring studies

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft.) established on the allotment in 1988 and reread
in 1993 and 1998. Livestock graze the pasture from May 1 until the
end of Sept. There is no discernable change.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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



2662 Johnson Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS'’s Within Lease:
Miles of riverbank:
Acres within WSA boundaries:
Acres within the allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documentation:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles: 182.0 183.5
I

7,698

private 2.5 public 0.5
private 0 public 0
private 11,140 public 7,698
Grazing from 5/1 to 9/30

none

Exclusion

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot( 3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1997 and reread in 1990 and
1995. Grazing occurred from 5/1 to 9/30 in the uplands. Monitoring
showed an increase in Festuca idahoensis.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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

none

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

2501 Herbert Asher
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

198

Segment 4  River Miles 194.5 - 196.8
I

101

private 4.0 public 0.3
private 0 public 0
private 2039 public 1999

Exclusion of all river bank.

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows an
increase in Agropyron intermedium.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows an
increase in Artemisia tridentata.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in winter. Monitoring shows no
discernable change.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows no
discernable change.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1991 and remeasured in
1996. Livestock graze the pasture in late fall. Monitoring shows no
discernable change.

climax: 0 acres

late seral: 608 acres

mid seral: 223 acres

early seral: 1093 acres

unclassified: 75 acres

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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



4001 Johnny Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 4
C

196
private
private
private
spring
none
exclusion

Appendices

River Miles 196.2 - 198.2

15
0

1918

public 0.5
public 0
public 1160

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public n/a (same as existing)
public

public n/a (same as existing)
public

199



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

2558 Squaw Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Ecological Status as measured in 1980:

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

200

Segment4  River Miles 200.0 - 200.8
I

301

private 1.6 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 7800 public 5741
Exclusion

none

same as above

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1987 and remeasured in
1990 and 1993. Authorized grazing is 4/1 - 11/30. Monitoring shows
an increase in Agropyron spicatum and Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1990 and not remeasured.
climax: 28 acres

late seral: 1833 acres

mid seral: 2668 acres

early seral: 999 acres

unclassified: 213 acres

same as existing

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



4076 Cottonwood Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles 205.8 - 207.8
I

204

private 4.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 4440 public 3113
Season long

none

same as above.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1992 and remeasured in
1998. Authorized season of use is 4/15 - 10/30. Monitoring shows the
area heavily grazed.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1988 and remeasured in
1992 and 1997. Livestock graze the pasture from 4/15 - 10/30.

Photos show a decrease in Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1992 and not remeasured.
Photo indicates the area is heavily grazed.

Trend study (3x3 photoplot) established in 1993 and remeasured in
1998. Livestock graze the area from 4/15 - 10/30. Monitoring shows a
decrease in Agropyron spicatum.

Trend study (line intercept) established in 1992 and remeasured in
1998. Livestock graze the area from 4/15 - 10/30. Monitoring shows
no change in the frequency of key species.

same as existing.

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

4007 Windy Point
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

202

Segment 4
I

407
private
private
private
spring
none

spring

River Miles 207.8 - 209.0

1.2 public 0.0
0 public 0
3330 public 2514

No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

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

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



4068 Sheep Gulch
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 4  River Miles 208.5 - 209.8
I

292

private 2.6 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 2090 public 3499
season long

spring

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1995. Livestock graze the pasture during spring, monitoring shows no
discernable change in vegetation.

Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Livestock graze the pasture during spring and summer,
monitoring shows a decrease in the frequency of Agropyron spicatum.
Trend plot (line intercept) established in 1989. Livestock graze the
pasture during spring, monitoring shows no discernable change.
Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1994. Livestock graze during spring and summer, monitoring shows a
decrease in Sitanion hystrix.

same as existing.

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

4041 Franks Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment4  River Miles 212.0 - 212.3
C

225

private 0.3 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 1255 public 2617

Exclusion of 0.3 miles of private river bank.

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1988 and remeasured in
1993 and 1999. Livestock graze this pasture from mid-June until late
August. Photos show an increase in Lupinus spp.

same as existing

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



4023 Triple Fork
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment5 River Miles 226.2 - 226.3
C

20

private 0.1 public 0.0
private 0 public 0
private 33 public 320

Exclusion of 0.1 miles of private river bank.
same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

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

4084 Lower Damond
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 5
C

36

private
private
private
spring
none.

River Miles 235.0 - 235.4

0.8 public 0.0
0 public 0
220 public 240

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

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

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



4168 Grub Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 5
C

14

private
private
private
unknown
none
exclusion

Appendices

River Miles 249.5 - 251.7

4.4
0

7860

public 0.0
public 0
public 80

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)

207



Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4101 Lower Cupper
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

208

Segment 6
C

39

private
private
private

River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
0 public 0
1600 public 240

allotment contains no river bank

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

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

public



4094 Dry Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within 1/4 mile of river.
25

private 0.0 public 0.0
private 0 public 0

private 200 public 120

No river bank

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

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

4080 South Stonehill
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

private
private
private
Unknown
none

River Miles 4.5 -5.5

1.0
0

560

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public

0.0
0

public 400

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)



4127 Kimberly
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 6
C

40

private
private
private
exclusion
none

Appendices

River Miles 1.0 - 1.5

0.2 public 0.3
0 public 0
40 public 240

same as above
No established monitoring studies
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private
private

private
private

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

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

4037 Juniper
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

40

private
private
private
exclusion
none

River Miles 4.8 - 5.4

0.6
0

620

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public

0.0
0

public 400

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)



4031 Coyote Fields
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 6
C

20

private
private
private
unknown
none

River Miles 8.0 - 9.2

1.2
0

1956

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0

public

public
public

public
public

160

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)

Appendices
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4030 Powersite
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

20

private
private
private
unknown
none

River Miles 5.0 - 6.2

1.2 public 0.0
0 public 0
130 public 120

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

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

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



4025 Portuguese
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
27

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 453 public 160

no river bank in allotment

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

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

4011 CG
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

31

private
private
private
unknown
none

River Miles 12.0 - 12.8

15 public 0.0
0 public 0
1560 public 240

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

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

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



Appendices

4009 Birch Creek
Location: Segment6 River Miles 3.0 - 9.0

Category: C
AUMS within lease: 368
Miles of river bank private 4.8 public 1.2
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 4840 public 3169

Riparian management in 1988 season long
NEPA documents none
Riparian management in 1999 same as above.
Riparian monitoring No established monitoring studies.
Upland monitoring No established monitoring studies.

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

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private 6.0 public 2.3
acres excluded private 764 public 193
other actions cancellation of 19 AUMS
No Grazing: miles of fence private 6.0 public 2.3
acres excluded private 764 public 193

public land AUMS canceled 19
Other actions
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

4035 Rim
Location: Segment6 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
Category: C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
AUMS within lease: 41
Miles of river bank private 0.0 public 0.0
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 90 public 80

Riparian management in 1988 no river bank
NEPA documents none
Riparian management in 1999 same as above
Riparian monitoring No established monitoring studies.
Upland monitoring No established monitoring studies.

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: same as existing

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public
other actions
No Grazing: miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public

public land AUMS canceled
Other actions

218



4178 Cheatgrass
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
4

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private 165 public 40

no river bank in allotment

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

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

4069 Big Spring
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6
C

17

private
private
private

River Miles allotment contains on river bank, but

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
0 public 0
1420 public 80

no river bank in allotment

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

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

public



4185 Cockran Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 6
C

16

private
private
private
unknown
none

Appendices

River Miles 9.2 - 10.6

14
0

1241

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0

public

public
public

public
public

160

n/a (same as existing)

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

4012 River
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 6  River Miles 16.8 - 18.0
C

13

private 1.0 public 0.8
private 0 public 0
private 140 public 135

Exclusion on 0.8 miles of river bank due to topographic barriers and
fencing on adjacent lands.

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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



4082 Jack-of-Clubs
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 6  River Miles 16.3 - 18.6
C

25

private 15 public 0.9
private 0 public 0
private 1350 public 200
Exclusion.

none.

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4003 Slickear Mt.

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:

Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

other actions:

No Grazing miles of fence:

acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7  River Miles 21.5 - 25.0, 25.2 - 31.8
M

537

private 3.0 public 7.1

private 0 public 0

private 28,300 public 3,274

season long

none

Since 1993 the riparian pastures have been grazed from March 15 to
May 15. In 1999 a fall treatment, Oct. 1 until Nov. 30, will be applied.
In the following years the March 15 to May 15 treatment will be
followed.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

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

private 1.3 public 6.3
private 15 public 20
none

private 4.0 public 10.0
private 200 public 620
41

none



4028 Neale Butte
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documentation:
Riparian management in 1999:

Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:

Appendices

Segment 7 River Miles 20.9-27.7
C

119

private 6.0 public 4.0
private 0 public 0
private 1,810 public 712
season long

95-016

Spring grazing on 2.4 miles of public and 1.4 miles of private river
bank and season long grazing on 1.6 miles of public and 4.6 miles of
private river bank.

No established monitoring studies.

No established monitoring studies.

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

private 3.2 public 1.2
private 19 public 7
none

private 3.7 public 1.7
private 592 public 160
16

none
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4029 North Fork

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

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

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7
M

316

private
private
private
Season long
None

River Miles 30.1-40.3

11.3
0

public
public

9.1
0

5,505 public 1,894

April 1 to May 31.
Photo point at river mile 35, established in 1995, and reread in 1996,
1997, and 1998. Pasture was grazed season long, is how grazed
during the spring. Photos show an increase in herbaceous vegetation.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private
none
private
private
72
none

11.3
68

11.8
896

public
public

public
public

9.1
55

9.6
720



6532 Doherty
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

Segment 7
C

196

private
private
private
Season long
none

Appendices

River Miles 49.5-55.2

7.9 public
280 public
4120 public

same as above.

none
none.

3.5
200
2015

adjust the lease to confine authorized use within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to river riparian zones.
Dates of actual use will be determined by herd size and available
forage, but will normally be for less than 90 days within the November
1 to June 1 period.

private
private
None
private
private
20
none

7.9 public
48 public
7.9 public
280 public

3.5
18

3.5
200
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

6549 Healy
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

228

Segment 7  River Miles 40.5-48.0
C

107

private 6.5 public .5
private 820 public 140
private 4,000 public 1,007
Season long

none

same as above.

none

none.

adjust the lease to confine authorized use within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to river riparian zones.
Dates of actual use will be determined by herd size and available
forage, but will normally be for less than 90 days within the November
1 to June 1 period.

private 6.5 public 0.5
private 36 public 6
None

private 7.0 public 1.0
private 820 public 140
14

None



4189 Morris
Location:
Category:
AUMSs within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMs cancelled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 7 River Miles 40.0-43.7
C

5

private 3.7 public 0.0
private 440 public 20
private 1,160 public 40
Season long

none

same as above.

none

None .

adjust the lease to confine authorized use within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to river riparian zones.
Dates of actual use will be determined by herd size and available
forage, but will normally be for less than 90 days within the November
1 to June 1 period.

private 3.7 public 0.0
private 24 public 0
None

private 4.3 public 0.3
private 440 public 20
2

None
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4125 Umatilla

Location:

Category:

AUMS Within Lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA Documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:
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Segment 7
C

113

private
private
private
Season long
None

River Miles 45.0 to 50.1

4.1 public
0 public
2,020 public

same as above.
No established studies.
No established studies.

1.0
0
679

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period.

private
private
none
private
private
16
none

4.1 public
50 public
4.6 public
656 public

1.0
12

15
160



4042 Johnny Cake Mtn.

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:

Segment 7
C

30

private
private
private
Spring
none

Appendices

River Miles 27.7-30.2

15 public
0 public
1,040 public

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

1.0
0
280

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period.

private
private
none
private
private
16
none

1.5 public
18 public
2.0 public
240 public

1.0
12

15
160
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4083 19-20
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No grazing; miles of fence:

Acres excluded

Public land AUMS canceled:

Other actions:

232

Segment 7

I

26

private
private
private
Season long
None
Spring

River Miles 19.8-20.9

0.8 public
0 public
688 public

0.6
0
160

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period.

private
private
none
private
private
10
none

0.8 public
10 public
1.3 public
128 public

0.6
7

11
96



4139 Bone Yard
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 7
C

148
private
private
private

none

Appendices

River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
lies within 1/4 mile of river.

0.0
0

same as above
No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) established in 1989 and remeasured in
1995. Authorized grazing is 9/30 - 11/30, monitoring shows a
decrease in Festuca idahoensis.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public 0.0
public 0
19,300 public 1400
no miles of river bank in allotment

public
public

public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)
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4122 Big Bend
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 7 River Miles 24.7 - 25.7
C

25

private 0.2 public 0.8
private 0 public 0
private 360 public 280
season long

none

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to
management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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



4089 East Monument
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 7
C

52

private
private
private

none

Appendices

River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0
0

620
no river bank within allotment

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a

n/a

public
public
public

public
public

public
public

0.0
0
360

n/a (same as existing)

n/a (same as existing)
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4027 Top Road
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 7  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

9

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private - public 50

no river bank on allotment

none

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

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



4015 Mud Springs
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 7  River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but
C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

30

private 0.0 public 0.0

private 0 public 0

private - public 240

no river bank

none

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
private public
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4169 Sheepshed Canyon
Location: Segment7 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

Category: C lies within 1/4 mile of the river.
AUMS within lease: 13
Miles of river bank private 0.0 public 0.0
Acres within WSR boundaries private 0 public 0
Acres within allotment private 4800 public 80

Riparian management in 1988 no river bank
NEPA documents none
Riparian management in 1999 same as above.
Riparian monitoring No established monitoring studies.
Upland monitoring No established monitoring studies.

Restricted grazing, necessary actions: same as existing

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public
other actions
No Grazing: miles of fence private n/a public n/a (same as existing)
acres excluded private public

public land AUMS canceled
Other actions
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4135 Gibson Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment9 River Miles 15.0 - 15.2
C

20

private 0.0 public 0.2
private 0 public 0
private 1480 public 120
season long

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period. Pursue opportunities to exchange lands adjacent to
river for other lands within the WSR.

private 0.0 public 0.2
private 0 public 5
private 0.0 public 1.2
private 0 public 40
6
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4046 Three Mile
Location:
Category:
AUMS within the lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within the allotment:
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

miles of fence:
acres excluded:
other actions:
No Grazing: miles of fence:
acres excluded

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

No Riparian Grazing,

240

Segment9 River Mile 4.9 - 7.0
C

8

private 3.4 public 0.8
private 0 public 0
private 2,174 public 80

season long
None

Same as above

No established riparian monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1989. Study shows an increase
in the number of and vigor of Agropyron spicatum plants

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to April 1 to May
31 period. Pursue opportunities to develop an allotment management
plan or to exchange lands adjacent to river for other lands within the
WSR.

private 0 public 0.8
private 0 public 40
cancellation of 3 AUMs

private 0 public 0.8
private 0 public 40
3

none



4014 Middle Fork
Location:
Category:
AUMS'’s Within Lease:
Miles of river bank:
Acres Within WSR boundaries:
Acres Within allotment
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA documents:
Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:
Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing, miles of fence:
acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:

Other actions:

Appendices

Segment9 River Miles 33.0 - 36.0, 36.8 - 37.0
C

77

private 5.8 public 0.7

private 0 public 0

private 15,952 public 562

season long

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 1 to
May 31 period. Pursue opportunities to develop an allotment
management plan or to exchange lands adjacent to river for other
lands within the WSR.

private 0 public 0.5
private 0 public 100
cancellation of 10 AUMS

private 0 public 0.5
private 0 public 100
10

none
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4038 Dayville
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions
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Segment 10 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C

141
private
private
private

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
0 public 0
2960 public 1640

No river bank in allotment.

none

same as above.
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing.

private
private

private
private

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

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



4020 Murderers Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Appendices

Segment 10 River Miles 6.3 -12.2 and 24.5 - 25.2

M

860

private 0.0 public 5.2 state 8.0
private 479 public 1998 state 390
private 2250 public 16,004 state 15,989

exclusion of 5.4 river bank miles and spring grazing on 7.8 miles
89-054, 93-100, 94-083, 96-075

exclusion of 5.4 river bank miles and rotation (spring and non-use) on
7.8 miles.

Photopoint at river mile 6.4, in the Munjar pasture, established in 1979
and remeasured in 1990. Grazing was excluded, recreation impacts
are noted, banks have stabilized, cottonwood trees have disappeared,
shrub and herbaceous layers have widened.

Photopoint at river mile 7.5, in the Munjar pasture, established in 1980
and remeasured in 1990. Grazing was excluded, some erosion and
downcutting has occurred, but willows have expanded, herbs, alders
and cottonwoods were becoming established.

Photopoint at river mile 9.1, in the River pasture, established in 1979
and remeasured in 1990. Grazing was rest - spring rotation, banks
are healing,, willows have expanded, cottonwood and alder have
established.

Photopoint at river mile 9.8, in River pasture, established in 1979 and
remeasured in 1990. Grazing was rest - spring rotation, banks have
stabilized and vegetated. Willow, alder and cottonwood recruitment
was noted.

Photopoint at river mile 10.1, in River pasture, established in 1980 and
remeasured in 1990. Grazing was rest - spring rotation, banks have
healed, woody vegetation was described as sparse though pictures
show vigorous herbaceous and woody species.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) in Munjar pasture was established in
1976 and remeasured in 1988 and 1990. See riparian management
above, Chrysothamnus sp. has decreased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Munjar pasture was established in 1992
and remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Agropyron spicatum has
increased.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) in River pasture was established in 1976
and remeasured in 1988, 1990, and 1998. See riparian management
above, no change is obvious.

Trend plot (line intercept) in River pasture was established in 1990 and
remeasured in 1998. Chrysothamnus sp. has decreased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in River pasture was established in 1993 and
remeasured in 1998. Gutierrezia sarothrae has decreased in vigor
and Agropyron spicatum has increased.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in River pasture was established in 1993
and remeasured in 1998. Agropyron spicatum and Festuca
idahoensis have increased in vigor and Chrysothamnus sp. has
decreased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1976 and remeasured in 1988, 1989, 1994 and 1998. Grazing every
June changed in 1992 to a rest rotation, an increase in Agropyron
spicatum and Sitanion hystrix has occurred. An extirpation of Purshia
tridentata occurred in the early 1980s due to an infestation of
grasshoppers.

Trend plot (3x3 Photo point) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1976 and remeasured in 1988, 1990 and 1998. Sitanion hystrix has
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Restricted grazing, necessary actions:
No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

increased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1990 and remeasured in 1998. Sitanion hystrix has increased.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Cow Gulch pasture was established in
1992 and remeasured in 1993 and 1998. Agropyron spicatum has
increased.

Trend plot (line intercept) in Jackass pasture was established in 1988
and remeasured in 1989 and 1994. See riparian management above,
Gutierrezia sarothrae increased and Agropyron spicatum decreased.
Trend plot (line intercept) in Cougar Gulch pasture was established in
1988 and remeasured in 1989 and 1990. See management for Cow
Gulch pasture, Festuca idahoensis increased.

Trend plot (3x3 photoplot) in Cougar Gulch pasture was established in
1988 and remeasured in 1990. No change was obvious.

same as existing

private 0.0 public 3.8 state 4.0
private 0.0 public 35.0 state 36
private 0.4 public 5.4 state 1.7
private 188 public 3057 state 828
private 8 public 146 state 36
none

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4186 Big Flats
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 10 River Miles 34.4-36.1
I

71

private 1.2 public 2.0
private public
private 720 public 900

season long on 1.6 miles of public riverbank and spring grazing on 0.4
miles of public and 2.0 miles of private riverbank.

None

Exclusion on 1.6 miles of public riverbank, the pasture with 0.4 miles
of public riverbank facilitates livestock movement between Big Baldy
and the rest of the Big Flats allotments and is grazed June 1 to June
15,

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft.) photoplot established in 1988 and reread in
1993 and 1998 Livestock graze the pasture during the spring.
Monitoring shows an increase in forbs with no increase in Agropyron
Sspicatum..

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) photoplot established in 1988 and reread in
1998. Livestock graze the pasture during the spring. Monitoring
shows an increase in ground cover and no increase in Festuca
idahoensis.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of June 1 to
June 15 on pastures with access to riverbank.

private 1.2 public 0.4
private 24 public 4
None

private 3.0 public 4.0
private 260 public 310
31

None

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4119 Black Canyon
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

246

Segment 10 River Miles

C

188

private 2.4 public
private 370 public
private 2,880 public
No riverbank on public land.
None

Exclusion.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private n/a
private

None

private 3.0
private 80

1

None

public
public

public
public

12.3-135

0.0
20
944

n/a

0.8
10

(same as existing)



4124 Smokey Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988

NEPA documents

Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 10 River Miles 2.9 -3.9,5.2-5.8
I

307

private 3.0 public 0.2
private public

private 2,160 public 2,213

Topography and fencing on the adjacent private lands limits the
grazing on the 0.2 miles of riverbank. Grazing has been spring
grazing if the livestock drift into the area.

None

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1969 and reread in 1970, 1971, 1972, 1977, 1989, and 1995.
Pasture has been rested for the last two years. Monitoring shows an
increase in ground cover and Agropyron cristatum.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1989 and reread in 1995. Pasture has been rested for two years.
Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of Agropyron
cristatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1969 and reread in 1970, 1971, 1972, 1977, 1989, and in
1995. Pasture has been rested for the past two years. Monitoring
shows no increase in perennial herbaceous vegetation

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1989. Study has not been reread.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1969 and reread in 1970, 1971, 1972, 1977, 1989, and
1995. Pasture has been rested for the last two years. Monitoring
shows an increase in Stipa thurberiana.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Smokey Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1995. Pasture has been rested for two
years. Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of Agropyron
spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1972 and reread in 1989 and 1995. Pasture has been rested for two
years. Monitoring shows the ground cover and Agropyron cristatum.
Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Gray Gulch pasture
in 1989 and reread in 1995. Pasture has been rested for two years.
Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of Agropyron cristatum
and Sitanion hystrix.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 15
to May 31 period.

private 3.0 public 0.2
private 36 public 3
None

private 3.0 public 0.2
private 480 public 32
2

None

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4052 Big Baldy
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring

248

Segment 10 River Miles 26.0-34.5
I

600

private 9.6 public 7.4
private 960 public 3411
private 3,090 public 11,132
Season-long

88-011, 89-027, 92-032

There are two pastures within the allotment boundary. One pasture is
rested and one pasture is grazed from April 15 until May 31. The next
year the rotation is reversed.

Photo point was established in the North Pasture in 1995 and reread
in 1996, 1997, and 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1995,
1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed the
pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31 Monitoring shows
the herbaceous vegetation has been maintained and maintenance of
the willow canopy.

Photo point was established in the North Pasture at river mile 29.5 in
the North Pasture in 1995 and reread in 1996, 1997, and 1998.
Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1995, 1997, and will not graze
the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1996 and 1998
from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring shows maintenance of the
herbaceous ground cover and the shrub canopy.

Photoplot established in 1995 in the South Pasture at river mile 33.8
and reread in 1996, 1997, 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture
in 1996 and 1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1995, 1997, and
will graze the pasture in 1999 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
shows maintenance of the herbaceous ground cover and the shrub
canopy.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in the North Pasture in 1988
and reread in 1993 and 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture in
1995, 1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed
the pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
showed an increase in Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in the South Pasture in 1993.
Trend plot has not been remeasured.

Trend plot(3 X 3 photoplot) established in the South Pasture in 1989
and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1996 and
1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1995, 1997, and will graze the
pasture in 1999 from April 15 until May 31 Monitoring shows an
increase in Lupinus sp. and herbaceous ground cover

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the South Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1996
and 1998. Monitoring shows a decrease in the frequency of
Agropyron spicatum and Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the North Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1995,
1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed the
pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
showed an increase in herbaceous ground cover and Agropyron
spicatum.

Line intercept(frequency) study was established in the North Pasture
in 1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock did not graze the pasture in
1995, 1997, and will not graze the pasture in 1999. Livestock grazed
the pasture in 1996 and 1998 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring
showed an increase in the frequency of Agropyron spicatum.



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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the South Pasture in

1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock did not graze the pasture in 1996
and 1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in 1995, 1997, and will graze
the pasture in 1999 from April 15 until May 31. Monitoring showed an
increase in forbs.

same as existing

private
private
None
private
private
278
None

8.8
53

2.0
470

public
public

public
public

7.2
44

9.0
2780

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4103 Rockpile
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999

Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

250

Segment 10 River Miles 15.2-26.0
I

928

private 9.8 public 11.8
private 1067 public 2470
private 4199 public 5618
Season long

88-011, 90-069, 91-004, 92-050, 97-040

Spring grazing (April 15-May 31) or rest on 8.8 miles of public and 7.8
miles of private riverbank, season long on 2.0 miles of private
riverbank and 8 days during the summer on 3.0 miles of public river
bank.

Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 17.5 and retaken in 1997
and 1998 in the North Corridor pasture. Livestock will not graze
pasture in 1999. Photos show a dramatic increase in the bank
stability, creation of islands in the middle of the South Fork John Day
River, herbaceous ground cover on the banks, and the shrub canopy
Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 23.1 and retaken in 1997
in the River pasture. Livestock have grazed this pasture for four days
during the summer. Photos show that the old river channel has been
filled in by herbaceous vegetation.

Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 25 and retaken in 1997.
Pasture will be grazed during the spring in 1999. Photos show the
bank stabilizing and herbaceous ground cover on the banks

Photo point established in 1979 at river mile 24.9 and retaken in 1997.
Livestock will graze the pasture during the spring. Photos show that
the banks were revegetated with herbaceous vegetation and the
banks stabilized.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Frazier Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994 and 1998. Livestock grazed the
pasture in late fall in 1998 and will graze the pasture in the late fall in
1999. Monitoring shows an increase in Agropyron spicatum and Poa
secunda.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Frazier Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994 and 1998. Livestock grazed the
pasture in late fall in 1998 and will in 1999. Monitoring shows an
increase of Agropyron spicatum and Festuca idahoensis.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Martin Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock have grazed the
pasture in the late fall for the last two years. Monitoring shows no
increase or decrease in Agropyron spicatum.

Line intercept(frequency) study established in the Martin Creek
pasture in 1989 and reread in 1994. Monitoring shows an increase in
the frequency of Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 Ft. photoplot) established in the River Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock graze the pasture for 8 days
during the summer. Monitoring showed a static trend in vegetation.
Line intercept(frequencyO study established in the River Pasture in
1989 and reread in 1994. Livestock graze the pasture for 8 days
during the summer. Monitoring shows a decrease in the frequency of
Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot).established in the Martin Creek
Pasture in 1994 and reread in 1998. Livestock have grazed the
pasture during the fall for the last two years. Monitoring shows an
increase in the ground cover and Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot). established in the Frazier Creek



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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

pasture in 1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock have grazed the
pasture during the fall for the last two years. Monitoring shows an
increase in ground cover and decrease in forbs.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Doghouse Pasture
in 1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock grazed the pasture in the
spring in 1998 and in 1999 the pasture will be rested. Monitoring
shows very little change in ground cover or vegetation.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft. photoplot) established in the Flats Pasture in
1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock graze the pasture during the
spring. Monitoring shows a decrease in Agropyron spicatum and an
increase in Bromus tectorum.

Line intercept(frequency)study established in the Flats Pasture in
1993 and reread in 1998. Livestock graze the pasture during the
spring. Monitoring shows an increase in Poa secunda, an increase in
Sitanion hystrix, a decrease in Agropyron spicatum, and an increase
in Festuca idahoensis.

same as existing

private 9.8 public 11.8
private 60 public 143
None

private 3.0 public 14.0
private 840 public 2780
278

none

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
4104 South Fork

Location:

Category:

AUMS Within Lease:

Miles of River bank:

Acres Within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment:
Riparian Management in 1988:
NEPA documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence:
Acres excluded:

Other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

Acres excluded:

Public land AUMS’s canceled:
Other actions:

Segment 11 River Miles 48.8 - 52.8

C

215

private 7.9 public 0.1

private 592 public 80

private 5,640 public 1,075
season long

none

winter

No established riparian studies.
No established upland studies.

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

private 7.9 public 0.1
private 96 public 1
private 6.0 public 0.8
private 600 public 80
8

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4044 Soda Creek

Location:

Category:

AUMS within lease:

Miles of river bank:

Acres within WSR boundaries:
Acres within allotment;
Riparian management in 1988:
NEPA Documents:

Riparian management in 1999:
Riparian monitoring:

Upland monitoring:

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

other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence:

acres excluded:

public land AUMS'’s canceled:

other actions:

Appendices

Segment 11 River Miles 42.8 - 45.0
I

309

private
private
private
season long
90-008
exclusion
Photo point established in 1995 on Dry Soda Creek, and reread in
1996, 1997, and 1998. Photos show an increase in herbaceous
ground cover. Beginning in 1992 the pasture has been grazed early
spring or late summer(after mid-August) each year.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) was established in 1989, and reread in 1995 in
the Wildcat Pasture. Beginning in 1995 the pasture has been grazed
in the spring, summer, or fall for four weeks. Photos show an increase
in the vigor of the Festuca idahoensis.

Line intercept(frequency) was established in 1989, and reread in 1995
in the Wildcat Pasture. Beginning in 1992 the pasture has been
grazed in the spring, summer, or fall for four weeks. Monitoring
shows an increase in the frequency of Festuca idahoensis and
Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3 ft.) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995 in
the Poison Creek pasture. Pasture has been grazed during the spring
since 1992. The monitoring shows no change in Festuca idahoensis
and Agropyron spicatum.

Line intercept(frequency) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995
in the Poison Creek pasture. Beginning in 1992 the pasture has been
grazed the spring. Monitoring shows an increase in the frequency of
Festuca idahoensis and Agropyron spicatum.

Trend plot(3 ft. X 3ft.) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995 in
the Snake Den pasture Since 1992 the pasture has been grazed at
various times for three weeks during the grazing season. Monitoring
shows a decrease in perennial plants.

Line intercept(frequency) was established in 1989 and reread in 1995
in the Snake Den Pasture. Since 1992 the pasture has been grazed
at various times for three weeks during the grazing season.
Monitoring shows a decrease in Elymus and an increase in Agropyron
spicatum.

4.4 public 0.0
451 public 0
2,080 public 2,023

same as existing

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

none

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

4155 Blackhorse Draw
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring

Upland monitoring:

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions:

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

Public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

254

Segment 11 River Miles 47.0 -47.8
I

159

private
private
private
season long
89-022
summer
Riparian photoplot established in the Utley Creek pasture in 1990 and
reread every year since 1990. Livestock graze the pasture during the
spring. Monitoring shows an increase in Salix and herbaceous
vegetation.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1989 and reread in 1993 and in
1995. Livestock graze the pasture during the spring. Monitoring
shows an increase in Poa and a decrease in Stipa comata.

1.5 public 0.0
93 public 55
3,480 public 760

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

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

private 1.4 public 1.0

private 40.0 public 60.0
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4067 Sheep Creek Butte
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 11 River Miles 40.2 - 42.8, 45.0 - 47.0, 47.8 - 48.8
C

957

private 10.6  public 0.6
private 814 public 310
private 16,360 public 4733
Summer

93-028

same as above.

No established monitoring studies.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.)established in 1989 near Don’s Butte and
reread in 1995. Livestock have grazed the pasture in the spring or late
fall. Monitoring shows an increase in Festuca idahoensis and Sitanion
hystrix and a decrease in Agropyron spicatum.

Line intercept (frequency) study established in 1989 and reread in
1995 near Don’s Butte. Livestock have grazed the pasture in the
spring or late fall. Monitoring shows an increase in Festuca
idahoensis and Sitanion hystrix.

Trend plot (3 ft. X 3 ft.) established in 1989 near Flat's Creek and
reread in 1995. Livestock have grazed the pasture during late fall.
Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa comata and Sitanion hystrix.
Line intercept (frequency) study established in 1989 and reread in
1995 near Flat Creek. Livestock have grazed the pasture in the spring
or late fall. Monitoring shows an increase in Stipa comata and
Sitanion hystrix.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
November 1 to June 1 on pastures with access to riverbank. Dates of
authorized use would be determined by plant phenology, herd size
and available forage, but would be restricted normally to the April 15
to May 31 period.

private 4.8 public 0.3
private 58 public 3
private 6.2 public 3.0
private 480 public 280
28

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

4106 lzee
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Segment 11 River Miles 39.2 - 40.2
C

240
private
private
private
exclusion
None
same as above.

No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

1.7 public 0.3
131 public 197
1,320 public 1,200

Adjust use authorizations to prohibit grazing on public lands within
riparian exclosure. Reactivation of use would be dependant upon
recovery as evaluated by an interdisciplinary team and subject to

management prescription to sustain functioning condition.

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

none

private 1.0 public 1.0

private 190 public 197

20

None

[Special Seasonal Limitations To Grazing apply, see preamble to Appendix L.]
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4186 Big Flats
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

Restricted grazing, necessary actions:

No Riparian Grazing miles of fence
acres excluded

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

Appendices

Segment 11 River Miles 36.1 - 39.2

I

129
private
private
private
Late fall
None

5.4
201

public
public

0.8
148

5,443 public 1,648

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

Adjust the lease to confine grazing period within the dates of
September 15 to November 30 on pastures with access to riverbank.

private
private

private
private
14

2.8
34

4.0
180

public
public

public
public

0.8
10

2.0
140

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

4154 Morgan Creek
Location:
Category:
AUMS within lease:
Miles of river bank
Acres within WSR boundaries
Acres within allotment
Riparian management in 1988
NEPA documents
Riparian management in 1999
Riparian monitoring
Upland monitoring

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

other actions

No Grazing: miles of fence

acres excluded

public land AUMS canceled

Other actions

258

Segment 11 River Miles allotment contains no river bank, but

C

370
private
private
private

lies within 1/4 mile of the river.

0.0 public 0.0
140 public 0
2360 public 1847

no river bank on allotment

none

same as above
No established monitoring studies.
No established monitoring studies.

same as existing

private
private

private
private

n/a public
public

n/a (same as existing)

n/a public
public

n/a (same as existing)



Appendices

Appendix M Riparian Photographs
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 1 July 1999. The confluence of Ferry Canyon and the John Day River at RM 53.7. The river is just beyond
the far willow clump. Voluntary non-use from summer grazing has allowed development of woody and
herbaceous riparian vegetation. Ferry Canyon Watershed Council promoted good management practices
and upland restoration projects.

Photo 2 August 1980. Ferry Canyon and John Day confluence at RM 53.7. The river is seen in the upper half of
the picture below the two prominent junipers and the cutbank. Much of the desirable riparian vegetation
260 is absent due to summer grazing.




Appendices

Photo 3 July 1999. Looking up Ferry Canyon from near the confluence with the John Day. Showing riparian
improvement due to elimination of summer grazing.

Photo 4  August 1980. Looking up Ferry Canon from near the confluence with the John Day River. Much of the
desirable riparian vegetation is absent due to summer grazing.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
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Photo 5  June 1996. The John Day River at RM 61.3. Showing the results of voluntary nonuse for six years.

Photo 6  June 1990. The John Day River at RM 61.3. Grazing usually extended from late spring into summer.
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Appendices

Photo 7 June 1996. The John Day River at RM 68.8. Low potential site showing no change since the 1991 photo.
Continued livestock exclusion.

Photo 8 June 1991. The John Day River at RM 68.8. Low potential site showing little change after livestock
exclusion since the 1950’s.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 9  July 1994. The John Day River at RM 100.4, showing increasing willow cover since 1990, (refer to
Photo 22). Continued spring livestock use.

Flot '|' HE L =31 B

Photo 10 June 1990. The John Day River at RM 100.4, showing the results of riparian oriented grazing management
started in 1988. Livestock graze during the spring period.
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Appendices

Photo 11  May 9, 1995. The John day River flowing at 10,300 cubic feet per second (cfs) at the confluence with
Sorefoot Creek, RM 106.3. Showing extensive inundation of the lower banks and the riparian areas.
Livestock are unable to access the riparian areas at higher flows during the spring.

T EE L wrefool L ak] 1Z
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Photo 12 September 9, 1995. The John Day River flowing at 162 cfs at the confluence with Sorefoot Creek, RM 106.3.
Showing full exposure of the riparian areas. Livestock could access the entire river and easily cross.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 13 May 10, 1995. The John Day River flowing at 10,300 cfs at the confluence with Hay Creek, RM 29.7.
Showing extensive inundation of the lower banks and the riparian areas. Livestock are unable to access
the riparian areas at higher flows.

Photo 14  September 14, 1995. The John Day River flowing at 162 cfs at the confluence with Hay Creek, RM 29.7.
Showing full exposure of the riparian areas. Livestock could access the entire river and easily cross.
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Photo 15

Photo 16

Appendices

September 1996. Bridge Creek is a tributary to the John Day River at RM 135.3. Showing the results of
short duration spring grazing practices for nine years.
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September 1987. Bridge Greek is a tributary to the John Day River at RM 135.3. Showing the results
of repeated, season long grazing use.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Photo 17 1997. The South Fork of the John Day River near Black Pine Creek. Improvement in the sedge/rush
community resulting from riparian oriented grazing management. Grazing occurs for three weeks during
the spring with complete rest every third year.

Photo 18 1979. The South Fork of the John Day River near Black Pine Creek. The results of season long grazing.

268



Appendices

Photo 19  1999. The South Fork of the John Day River near Cougar Gulch. The riparian zone has improved by
providing alternative livestock watering sources away from the creek and a riparian oriented grazing
system which allows one month of use during the spring, or late summer, and complete rest every third
year.

Photo 20  1979. The South Fork of the John Day River near Cougar Gulch. Showing the results of season long
grazing.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
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Photo 21 July 1990. South Fork of the John Day River. A riparian oriented grazing system using spring grazing
greatly increased the woody and herbaceous riparian vegetation.

Photo 22 June 1976. South Fork of the John Day River. The results of repeated summer long livestock grazing.

270



Appendices

Photo 23  June 1998. Reverie Terrace upland vegetation study along the John Day River at RM 76.6. Showing an
increase in size and number of sand dropseed grass plants. Livestock grazing was changed to spring use
in 1991.
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Photo 24 May 1987. Reverie Terrace upland vegetation study along the John Day River at RM 76.6. The grass in
the study plot is sand dropseed. Livestock grazing occurred during the spring and summer.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS

Ecological Site: A particular or unique kind of land with specific physical characteristics that differs from other
kinds of land in its ability to produce a distinctive kind and amount of vegetation.

Ecological site (potential vegetation) = f [soil, parent material, relief, climate, biota(animals), time (time for the
biotic community to approximate a dynamic equilibrium with soil and climate conditions)]

Along the John Day River there are several ecological sites that have distinct potential plant communities. Some
of these sites have potential for riparian plant communities and others do not. On the John Day River system,
seven riparian ecological sites have been described which support distinct potential plant communities. The
sites vary greatly in their ability to support riparian vegetation.

1.0 Basalt Cliff /Ledge - This site consists of Basalt cliffs and ledges. It is generally devoid of
soil. Occasionally very sparse vegetation will exist in fractures and crevices.

2.0 Colluvium - This site consists of rubble deposited by colluvial means. Fluvial forces have little to do with this
landform. Boulders that have rolled into the stream are present adjacent to the site and are evident at low flow
levels. Vegetation varies depending on how much fine soil material has accumulated and distance from average
water flows. Hackberry is the dominant woody vegetation with mock orange present in wetter sites. Willows are
generally absent at very few sites. Bunchgrass is typically not present below the mean high water mark. Reed
Canary grass is common. Some emergent species tend to follow the water level as flows recede in the growing
season.

3.0 Cobble/Gravel Bar - This site consists of gravel and cobble bars, including mid-channeland point bars. Bar
material is highly mobile. Vegetation, when present, is typically emergent and tends to follow the waters edge as
it recedes during the growing season. As a result of substrate mobility and the associated shearing action,
woody species are seldom found. Some mid channel bars have willow communities that are becoming
established. These bars are in locations relative to channel shape that allow energy and shearing actions to stay
in a defined pattern and allow for woody species to become better established.

5.0 Terrace Edge - The formation of this site is the result of lateral stream migration into an older terrace
landform. The older terrace is a remnant of the holocene period prior to the John Day adjusting to its current
elevation. The top or flat part of the terrace contains upland species. This site is variable due to slope of the
terrace edge, either vertical or sloping or slumping, and due to parent material of the terrace, either fine textured
or coarse or a mixture of both. The substrate material composition is a factor in erosion rate (active cutbank,
stable vertical bank, slumping recovering bank) which is a function of spatial location with respect to channel
migration. Vegetation varies due mainly to soil texture and flow level fluctuations. Herbaceous and emergent
vegetation follows water levels as it recedes during the growing season. Woody species are seldom found.

5.1 Non-Riparian Terrace Edge - This site consists of shallow soil terrace underlain by coarse fluvial substrate,
typically gravel or cobble. This site is a specific subunit of the previously described terrace edge site. At low flow
levels this site typically grades into gravel bars. Vegetation is limited by the lack of fine soil material and by low
water holding capacity especially when water levels recede. As a result of substrate mobility and the associated
shearing action, woody species are seldom found.

6.0 Alluvial Fan - This site forms a confluence with tributaries and canyon features. It is highly variable and
groundwater relations are a key component. Coarse materials are deposited from the tributary into the main
channel. Some of the coarse material is sheared from the front edge and deposited immediately downstream.
Fine materials are deposited from the main channel both upstream and downstream of the coarse fan. The
areas of fine soils material are subirrigated by the tributary creating a more stable water regime for plant
communities. Vegetation is diverse with both herbaceous and woody vegetation present .

7.0 Hillslope - This site consists of shallow stony colluvium. What little fine soil that is included is loamy in
texture. Fluvial forces have little to do with this landforrn and this site is very stable. Boulders that have rolled
into the stream are present adjacent to the site and are evident at low flow levels. Vegetation varies depending
on how much fine soil material has accumulated and elevation from average water flows. Hackberry is the
dominant woody vegetation with mock orange present in wetter sites. Willows have only been found at very few
sites. Bunchgrass is typically not present below the mean high water mark. Reed Canary grass occurs on some
areas. Some emergent species tend to follow the water level as flows recede in the growing season.
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Final John Day River Plan and EIS
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Appendices

Appendix N The Wilderness Review Process

The BLM is required by law to conduct a wilderness review of it's lands and recommend to Congress which lands
are or are not suited for wilderness designation. The review process consists of the following three steps:

1. Wilderness Inventory Public lands are inventoried to determine whether or not they possess the wilderness
characteristics described in federal law. Lands found to have these characteristics are designated Wilderness
Study Areas (WSASs). They are managed to preserve those wilderness characteristics until the next step occurs.

2. Wilderness Study WSAs are studied to determine if they are best suited for wilderness designation or for
some other non-wilderness use. This results in BLM recommending to Congress that they designate the WSA or
drop it from further consideration.

3. Wilderness Reporting The BLM presents the results of the wilderness study to the President who presents
the final recommendation to Congress. The designation of federal land as wilderness can only be done by
Congress.

Additions to BLM Wilderness Study Area Lands Within the John Day Basin:

Sutton Mountain and Pat’'s Cabin WSAs - Details concerning the Wilderness inventory for these WSAs can be
found in the Final Sutton Mountain Coordinated Resource Management Plan(CRMP), dated March 1995, and
the Decision Record for the Sutton Mountain CRMP, dated March 1996.

North Pole Ridge WSA - Details concerning the Wilderness inventory and study completed for the original North
Pole Ridge WSA are included in the BLM Wilderness Study Report, Volume 1, pgs. 631-640, dated October
1991.

Details concerning additions to the North Pole Ridge WSA follow:

Unit Number: North Pole Ridge 1, addition to North Pole Ridge WSA
Unit Name: OR-5-8

Description
Size: This unit contains 520 acres adjacent to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Location: Along the John Day Wild and Scenic River about 15 miles northwest of Fossil, Oregon and 15
miles southwest of Condon, Oregon.

Boundaries: The unit is bounded to the south and west by the existing North Pole Ridge WSA and to the
north by a utility corridor in Pine Hollow which contains a buried natural gas pipeline. To the southeast the
unit is bounded by a small parcel of private land and a dirt road that traverses the east side of the river,
then ascends the southwest side of Smith Canyon to the plateau above. To the northeast the unit is
bounded by the John Day River.

Physical Characteristics: Within the unit, the John Day River has cut a 1,500 foot-deep canyon through the
Columbia River Basalt Formation leaving escarpments along the canyon that are interspersed with volcanic
talus and steep bunchgrass covered slopes. The unit includes portions of the John Day River Canyon, and
two small tributary canyons, Zig Zag and an unnamed canyon. Elevations range from approximately 1,000
feet above sea level (ASL) at river level, to 2,000 feet ASL on the knobs and rocky ridges between side
canyons.

The topography of the lands bordering the John Day River range from low river terraces of silt, sand and
cobbles, to rounded grassy hills. At RM 86-87, near the center of the unit, a large bend in the river has
created a river terrace about 75 acres in size. Approximately 15 acres of the river terrace are outside the
unit boundary and are privately owned.
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Away from the river, steep canyon walls of volcanic rock and talus rise towards the canyon rim, located from
one to four miles away. The vegetation includes flats of juniper, sagebrush and snakeweed, to slopes of
bunchgrass. Dalmation toadflax, a noxious weed, has invaded a portion of the large river terrace in the
southern portion of section 9. Noxious weeds have invaded other portions of the unit to varying degrees,
particularly river benches that are regularly washed with flood waters containing weed seeds.

Wilderness Criteria

Size: The unit satisfies the size criteria as it is contiguous with the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Naturalness: The unit appears to have been primarily effected by the forces of nature. The few unnatural
features that exist, include a .4 mile way that parallels the east bank of the John Day River from Thirtymile-
Smith Canyon road to the Northpole Ridge WSA boundary with a .4 mile fence paralleling the way on the
east side. There is also an abandoned agricultural field of approximately 5 acres on a flat between the John
Day River and Thirtymile-Smith Canyon Road. The field is in the process of reverting to natural vegetation.
Overall the imprint of peoples work within the unit is substantially unnoticeable.

Solitude: The opportunity for solitude is outstanding throughout much of the unit. The basalt slopes of the
1,500 foot deep John Day River Canyon engulf the visitor and in many places give one the feeling of being
completely alone. Near the center of the unit, the incised river canyon makes a major gooseneck turn,
greatly reducing visibility around this bend, either upstream or downstream of the visitor’s location. In the
northern portion of the unit the opportunity for solitude is lessened by low rolling hills which increase
visibility in the area between the canyon wall and the river. Despite a lesser degree of solitude in the
northern portion, the unit as a whole contains many secluded spots, either along the river, up side canyons,
or over their connecting ridges.

Recreation: The unit contains many outstanding opportunities for unconfined recreation including float
boating, fishing, camping, hiking, hunting, wildlife viewing, bird watching, photography and viewing
geological, and archeological features.

Supplemental values: Supplemental values found in this unit include 2.5 miles of the John Day River which
provides critical habitat for steelhead, trout and chinook salmon, outstanding scenic quality, a natural
bluebunch wheatgrass plant community, three Federal candidate plant species, protected wildlife including
bald eagles and California bighorn sheep, the Columbia River Basalt formation and archeological sites.

Decision: The results of a wilderness inventory analysis concluded that this unit has wilderness character, worthy
of further wilderness review, and on February 13, 1998, it was approved by the Prineville District BLM for
addition to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Rationale: This unit appears to be affected primarily by the forces of nature, and offers outstanding opportunities
for solitude and primitive and unconfined forms of recreation. The unnatural features present are not dominant in
the landscape.

Unit Number: North Pole Ridge 2, addition to North Pole Ridge WSA
Unit Name: OR-5-8

Description
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Size: This unit contains 760 acres adjacent to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Location: About one mile east of the John Day Wild and Scenic River, about 15 miles northwest of Fossil,
Oregon and 15 miles southwest of Condon, Oregon.

Boundaries: The unit is bounded to the south and east by private land and to the west by the existing North
Pole Ridge WSA. To the north, the unit is bounded by the thirtymile-Smith Canyon Road.

Physical Characteristics: the topography of the lands consists of several volcanic canyons that are deeply
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incised in the Columbia River Basalt Formation. Elevations range from approximately 1,400 feet ASL at the
bottom of Pete Enyart Canyon, to 2,600 feet ASL on the knobs and ridges between side canyons.

The vegetation is sparse in these rugged, rocky canyons, consisting primarily of sagebrush and
bunchgrass. Springs and seeps are visible in the canyon walls, offering small riparian zones and patches of
lush greenery. The bottom of the side canyons is rocky and sparsely vegetated due to the lack of regular
runoff and occasional flash flood events.

Wilderness Criteria
Size: The unit satisfies the size criteria as it is contiguous with the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Naturalness: All portions of the unit appear to be in a natural condition and primarily affected by the forces
of nature, protected from much of man’s influence, primarily due to it's remote location. The extremely
rugged topography of the lands within this unit have made human development difficult and undesirable.
There are no known significant human impacts inside the boundaries of the unit.

Solitude: Outstanding opportunities for solitude exist in the entire unit, due in part to the topography of the
area. The isolated canyons in this unit are so deeply incised that if two parties of hikers were exploring
adjacent side canyons, they would not be aware of the other parties’ presence. By hiking from the John Day
River up one of these side canyons, one could find total solitude away from the sights, sounds and
evidence of other people in the unit.

Recreation: The unit contains many outstanding opportunities for hiking, backpacking, hunting, wildlife
viewing, bird watching, sightseeing, photography and viewing geological, and archeological features.

Supplemental values: Supplemental values found in this unit include the outstanding scenic qualities of the
incised canyons bordering the John Day River, seeps and springs that provide a lush vegetation in contrast
with the otherwise dry landscape, a natural bluebunch wheatgrass plant community, three Federal
candidate plant species, protected wildlife including bald eagles and California bighorn sheep, the
Columbia River Basalt formation and prehistoric sites.

Decision: The results of a wilderness inventory analysis concluded that this unit has wilderness character, worthy
of further wilderness review, and on February 13, 1998, it was approved by the Prineville District BLM for
addition to the North Pole Ridge WSA.

Rationale: This unit appears to be affected primarily by the forces of nature, and offers outstanding opportunities

for solitude, and primitive and unconfined forms of recreation without the presence of unnatural features
introduced my modern man.
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Appendix O Visual Resource Management
Classifications

The following are Visual Resource Management Classifications used by BLM.

Class | - The objective of this class is to preserve the existing character of the landscape. Natural ecological
changes and very limited management activities are allowed. Any change created within the characteristic
landscape must not attract attention.

Class Il - The objective of this class is to retain the existing character of the landscape. Changes in any of the
basic elements caused by a management activity should not be evident in the characteristic landscape. The
level of change should be low and must repeat the basic elements of form, line, color, and texture found in the
predominant natural features existing within the landscape. Changes are seen, but do not attract the attention of
the casual observer.

Class Ill - The objective of this class is to partially retain the existing character of the landscape. Changes to the
basic elements caused by a management activity are evident, but should remain subordinate to the existing
landscape and should not dominate the view of the casual observer. Changes should be moderate and repeat
the basic elements found in the predominant natural features of the landscape.

Class IV - The objective of this class is to provide for management activities which require major modification of
the existing character of the landscape. Changes may attract attention. Activities may be dominant features of
the landscape but every attempt should be made to minimize the impact of activities through careful location,
minimal disturbance, and repeating the basic elements of the natural features of the landscape.

Class V - The objective of this class is to provide for areas where activities have disturbed the natural landscape
to a point where rehabilitation is needed to bring it up to one of the four other classifications. The level of
rehabilitation will be determined by the minimal standards of the desired management class for the area.

Taken from BLM Manual 8400, Visual Resource Management, dated April 5, 1984.
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Appendix P - Grazing Allotments Proposed to
Have Livestock Class Restrictions

The following is a list of 96 grazing allotments proposed to have livestock class restrictions (no sheep/goat
permits) to protect bighorn sheep. The 20 allotments with an asterisk (*) already have this livestock class
restriction.

Segment 1 Segment 2 Segment 3 Segments 5 & 10
Allotment Number Allotment Number Allotment Number Allotment Number
2500 2509* 2507 4020
2513 2514 2508 4038
2520 2518* 2512 4039
2540 2521* 2515 4052
2547 2522* 2516 4056
2555 2524 2531 4059
2560 2538* 2532 4073
2562 2541* 2533 4077
2594 2543 2535 4095
2595 2549 2536 4103
2597* 2553* 2537 4115
2598 2566 2544 4119
2604 2572* 2545 4124
2617 2574 2556 4164
2620 2581* 2561
2637 2584* 2564
2638 2587 2569
2648 2591* 2570

2593 2576
2597* 2577
2608* 2587
2611* 2588
2614 2590
2616 2592
2619* 2609
2623 2624
2629* 2630
2631* 2633
2636* 2641
2651* 2649

2656

2657

2659

2664
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