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MEMORAND1IM

To: State Director (935)

From: Distr ict  Manager,  Medford

Subject :  Wi ld and Scenic Rivers El ig ib iL i ty Determinat ions

Ninety-two (92) r ivere were ident i f ied and considered in the distr lct 's  wi ld
and scenic r ivers el ig ib l l i ty  precess. The r ivers l is t  wa6 generated, f rom
the nat ionwide r ivers inventory and other external and internal sources and
focused on being inclusive at the ident i f icat ion stage. Fl f ty.<r lae- i{59} "
#-pg-;y--e-Eg.i-dentif ledae*m9*e,t-rrg..-!.F-g-9JEFFe.rS lrere-.1denE1rae(t aa meeE,lng tne
iiinfit"i;;GJ"is will and sEet{6"';iii5?3

i l i ty cr i ter l -a and therefore.o
i'tfie'T6t-t;b' v

Eligibi l i ty assessment forms for the 92 r ivers were used l-n documenting the
el igibiLi ty determinat ion process in accordance with Lnstruct lon memorandum
0R-89-632 (see Attachment Qne).  Speci f ical ly the forme document the analysis
process conducted'by the dlstr ict 's  lnterdiscipl inary ( ID) tearn in
determining whether a r lver wae free-f lowing and had one or more
outstandingly remarkabLe values. A wlde var lety of exlet ing lnformatlon was
coneidered by the ID team in arr iv ing at a professional judgment on
el ig ib i l i ty .

I conunend the ID team for performing in an exemplary manner the
accomplishment of another unscheduled, complex Rl ' tP inventory task.

1 Attachment
1 -  ResuLts of  Medford Distr ict 's  Wi ld & Scenic Rivers Inventorv

for i ts 1990s Resource Management PlanninS (RMP) Process

cc: RMP Wild & Scenic Rivers Interdiscipl inary Inventory Team

/s/ David A Jones
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cc: RMP Wild & Scenic
S teve Shade v'
Bob BesseY
Roger Schnoes
John Dutcher
Clt f f  OakleY
Jim Leffmann
Eric Schoblom
Layne Lange
George Arnold
Fred Tomlins
Lew Brush
Jim HarPer
Mike Haske
Mary Zuschlag
Mike Walker
Dlck Bonn
Ron Russel l
Lyman Deich
Mike Mott ice
Cori  Backen

Rivers Interdiscipl inary Inventory Team
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METHODOLOGY FOR ASSESSING "OUTSTANDINGLY REI ' IARFiABLE VALUES"
FOR TAJILD AND SCENIC RIVEH NOI"I INATIONS

FCIR FISHERIES

1. Consur l tat ion wi t l r  Oregon Departrnent of  Fish and hl i ld l i fe Fishery Biologist
l ' , l ic l , l  Jennings (e( l  yeaps Roglre Basin el iper ience),  cLtrrent ly wi th ODFI^J in
l -<osebnng.

3.  Consut l tat iorr  wi th Don l { ing,  Siskiyot- t  Nat ional  Forest  Fishery Biololgist .
Don was l ' ledfond Distr ict  Fishery Biologist  f rorn 1969 L977.

f , .  l ' ledf  ond Distr  ic t  stream sLrFvey and f  ish shocl<ing records.

+.  Personal  l tnowledge of  the distnict 's  f  ishery restrLrrces.  (Medf ord Distr ict
Fisheny Biologist  n7A to pne: ient  )  .

t ' lominat iong wene hased on al  l  or  a cornbinat ion of  the above. Congiderat ion
wis also given to species l i fe histony and habi tat  neqLt i re inents.  For instance
lower Gnave Creel< (  i .  e.  t lo l  f  Cneek con f  lutence to the Rogne Fl  iver )  has severe
water qural i . ty problerns durning the sLrrnrnen (high ternpenatutre and low f low caursed
by i  nr  igat ion divergions) that  make the habi tat  rnarginal  f  or  habi tat ion by
. : teelhead and curt throat t rourt  and coho salrnon which require an adequrate f  low
of cold water thnougfrourt  t -he yeap, The stneam wag norninat ed f  or  i ts  valr te aE
a top chinool l  salmon pnodl tcen but not fon i ts value to other anadrornsLis f ish
spec i  es.

Bob Bessey
Fisheny Biologist
l ' led f  on d B. L.  t l .
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WILD & SCENIC ERS INVENTORY:

ELIGIBLE RIVERS IN THE
GLENDALE RESOURCE AREA

CIASSItr'ICATION U <4W U >40% 2l PAGE

ALDER CREEK
BOOZE CREEK
BRONCO CREEK
BUNKER CREEK
COPSET CREEK
cow cnEEK
COWLEY CREEK
DITCH CNEEK
EAST TORK ELK VALLET CN,EEK
ELK VAI,LEY CR"EEK
Kf,I,sET CNEEK
Mf,AIX)1V CREEK
MULN CREEK
QUAIL CREEK
QUTNES CREEK
RIFFL"E CREEK
R.USSIAN CREEK
SLIDE CREEK
STANLET CREBK
wHrsKEr CREEK (EAST & WEST FORI(S)
(EAST rORK)
(wEsT roRK)

WHITEHONSE CREEK

WILD
WILD
WILD
WILD
WILD

RECREATIONAL
WILD
WILD

RECREATIONAL
RECREATIONAL

WILD
WILD
WILD
WILD

R"ECREATTONAL
RECREATIONAL

WILD
WILD

RECREATIONAL
WILD
WILD
WILD

RECREATIONAL

1fi146
too-&
tfirb
tw%
lwh

tfi|%
w%
rt%
tt6%
ilngb
tw%
1(x;f
t'i'0rh

lfirr
lflt%
r5%
9S%
l00f
tfi}%
6%

t
2
3
1
5
6
7
8
9
r0
l l
12
l3
11
t5
t6
t7
t8
l9

20
2l

Thc fficmlnrfhn firt r rlnr lrcr contrlnr 'outrtrndlrqly rcnrr*rble rtluct' lq ultlmrfefy, e prufcrslonrl JuQcncnt on thc p.rl of thc
Interdlcclplln||t tc.n rncnbcrt Inrulrld In lhc rrccrrncnt prcsr but rny ruch Jodgcnc||t nctds to bc brrcd on I thoror4h, sptemetlc, rnd rell
documentcd cvrluetlon (rcfercncc OR-89{32, Augusl 25, f$9).

l/ Clesslllcetlons: YYIIE Sccnlc tnd Reotetlonrl.

? Thlr lr thc pcrcafrtc of BlM-rdnlnlstctld hnd. The BLM rould ooorplctc sultrblllty studlcs on rlvttr thet hrve more than 40 percent BLM-
admlnlstercd lands.



WILD & SCENIC RIVERS INVENTORY:

GLENDALE RESOURCE AREA

ELIGIBLE NONIiLIGTIILE PAGB

ALDER CRBEK
BOOZE CREEK
BRONCO CREEK
BUNKER CREEK
COPSET CREEK
COW CREEK
COWLET CREEK
DITCII CREBK
PTST FORK ELK VALLET CR.BEK
ELK VALLET CREEK
KEISEY CR"EEK
MEADOW CREEK
MULE CREEK
QUAIL CREBK
QUINES CRBEK
RIFFLE CREEK
RUSSIAN CREEK
SLIDE CREEK
STANLET CREEK
WHISKET CREEK
(EAST & WEST FORKS)

WIITTEHORSE CREEK

xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
XXX
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
xxx
XXX
xxx
xxx
XXX

xxx
xxx

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

x
x

L
,

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
l0
l l
12
l3
t4
15
l6
T7
t8
t9

20
21

Thc detcrmlnetlon ahat t rlvlr arca contalns 'outttandlngly rcmarklble wlues' is, rrltlmnteln r prufession:rl judgement on the ptrt of the
Interdisclpllnery team mcmbcn Involvld In thc tsscssmcnt pnocess, but any such judgement needs to be bsscd on a thorough, systematlg lnd well
documented eveluntlon (referencc OR{!t{32, August 25, 1989).



s.cllon I Eligibility Assessment for River Segments

Total BLM Administration 2l

River Name
Reason frlr

Consideration l/ Segnrent Description Total kngth (Miles) Acreage
Percent

of Corridor

Kelsey Creek
(Glen-tl)

Conlluence wltlr Rogue lliver
t0 Mile I'olnt 4.4 of Kelsey crcek
Cl'32 S., lt 9 W., Section 34,
Nri l/4)

4.4 (4.4 BLM) 1408 100

TI
a - Notionn'idc llivcrs Inrwuory
b - t987 Rccrcatiotol Valucs on Orcptt Nrr'n
c - 1988 Aunanding Nwz: I'ig - Amcricat Rivcrs Inc.

d - Mcdford District riws lbt

2l Shorclinc ond adjacant lands within I H mile of thc rirw s(gncil trot lo r.rcccd .]20 n$es per nilc tncaxtrcd

fnnn thc orilinan' ltigh rutrr mo* otr both sidcs of tlu rin'r

4i,
Date

11



s.ctlon b Etigibility Assessment for River Segments

Free-flowing
values Outstandingly Remarkable Values 3/ Potential Classification Eligibility Determination

River Name yes no nbc defg Wild Scenic Recreational Eligible Noneligible

Kclscy Creek
(Glen-1rb)

Wild r'lrr rE i [rE drrinc{ ro Includc -l1o6c rivrrs or s.ctlors of rlEr6 ahI .]r firc of hpoundDcntc md gcrEnlbr Inacrcslbb .rccpt bJ 1 il, rlth icBhds
or 6hoElln6 6ic| Llly prlmltlyc rnd url.rs uolollutcd. 'llt6c .rpirrant rt3llg.3 of Flnrftllt Ancrl.r.'

3l (Sce sctim C fo dutiptiot ol valua)
a - Scdtic
b - Rccrcotionol
c - Gcological
d - FLJI and Wtldlifc
c - Ilbrorical

f - Culnral

S - Ahq (ncluding, Ecological)

xxxxx

Date



t.cllon c Bligibility Assessments for River Segments

River Name Description of Values
Miles
Total % BLM

Kclscy Crcck
(Glcn-llc)

4.4 100
Flows soullmstcrly lhrough r nrlrnr, dccp, lrrycty
Inrctcsslble lorcslcd crnton to lhc rlld sctlon of thc
Rogue Rlvcr. Hlllry up sccnlc Kelscy Crcck Crnyon from lhe
rlvcr pmvldcs r unlque opportunlty for hlkcrs, drltcrrter
cnthuslrsts rnd rnglcrs lo cxpcrlencc onc of thc tnoet rGmolc
rnd prlstlnc crnyonr In thc Mcdfotd Dlstrlct Thc strrtm hrs
oulslandlng rqurtlc hrbltrt conslstlng of dec6 cler pools;
waterfrlls rnd clcen epomlng grrvel. Cutthrut rnd stcclhced
h0ul.

Thc octhodoloBf ,or .a3.!.1.!t llshcrlcr ls ddtt$.d orq 'OuttSaldhrdy n rlrtr c Vduca' 1or w|ld .nd Sc.nlc Nooh||aloo3 fo. Ftshcrlcs (Atbchnrcat Om]

{34u
Date



|.cllon . Eligibility Assessment for River Segments

Total BLM Administration 2/

Rivcr Narne
Reason for

Consideratlon l/ Segmcnt Description Total Lcngth (Ivtiles) Acrtage
Perrut

of C-orridor

Whlskey Crtck
lo erst rnd west
lorks (Glen-20)

Emt Fork
Whlskey Crtek

$resr Forlr
Whlskey Ctcck

Conllucncc of crrt rnd rtst
forlrs of Whtskcy Crcck In
T.33S,R.t%Sdtbn22,
Slt U4 lo oonllucncc dth Roguc
Rlver

llcadraterr ol Eml Fort Whlskc;
Crcek rrc In T. 33 S, R. 8 %
Sccrlon lL Ir[tW (l io eon0uenc:
wlth Werl Fork lltrhlskry Crcek

lleadrrlcrs of Wcsl Fort Whlskcy
Crrck rrc In T. .at S, R. t %
Scctton 5, SE 1/1 to conllucncc
wlth Erst Fork Whlskcy Crtck

2Ur 6t0

960 1003

l28lf 100

Nolordoo hri hllh dn i|l loa.olLl hhlorl.|l r r ||! r.lMat gh. |lhlnE o?.r.lloq oa [td|.fo brrt dnl|[ o?.i||hnt o.dr In lh. i..r fu|!r! Mlnln!
or.r.tlod mry InFl. lhc rdarDlllt oa tbr hndt uid.r r.rlcr.

I I
o - Nuiomidc Rhan Inntory
b - I9g7 Rrrttmiantrll Vafu6 olr Ongm Nws
c - 1988 Aruuliag Nvcrt lill - Amaicor Nwtr Inc.
d - Medlnd Distict ritac lii

2l Srafttita ord odirat lords within ltl mitc ol thc rivtr ftgtncnt not ro txcccd iN na p milc mcasttd

lnm rhc udinary higfi watcr na* tn tnth sidcs ol thc iwr

lra e

Date

20



tscllon b Eligibility Assessment for River Segments

Free-lklwing
vnlucs Outstandingly Remarkable Values 3/ Potential Classification Eligibility Ihtermination

River Name yes no obcdefg Wild Scuic Recreational Eligible Noneligible

Whlskey Crcek
to crst and west
forlcs (Secrlon 22)
(Glcn-2ob)

East Fork
Whlskcy Creek

West Fork
lilhiskcy Crcek

lylld rlvlt attr3 !t! dadlncd to lndudc 'Thocc alvcrs or lcclb|rs ol alvars ah|l src firc of loFuDdDGnG and t.rcrrllt hrcccsaluc crept bt urll, rlth rrtcrshcds
or shofrllo.a cas.nthllt 0rlnl|fu !trd mlcrs nnlolh ad. Thaa! rrpr.slnl tlsllgca of prlrnfihlt A!.dcr.'

3l (Sce *'lcriur C lor d*tiprion of valua)
a - Sccnic
b - Rectxaianal
c - Geological
d - Fidt otd lYtldlifc
c - Hiswical

f - Culwal
g - Aha (ncluding Ecological)

y'-*n-
Date

xxxx

x

x

x

x

x

x



sacalon c Eligibility Assessments for River Segments

River Name Description of Values
Miles
Total Vo BLM

Whiskey Crcek to
east ond west forks
(Glen-2ft)

lhst Fork Whlskey Creek

West Fork Whlskey Crcck

Very slecp rugged canyon side slopcs with canyon 2 U4
llve oulg lanoolg douglas-fir and sugrr plne. Strcam
bollom ls composed molnly of larje boulders. A t0 foot
hlgh wltcrftll ls located st mile l.0O + ll0 yrrds.
Illsiorlc Whlskey Crcek Cnbln ls locrtcd at conlluence
of Whlskey Creek rnd the llogue Rlvcr.

Inlenslve field lrrventorles germune to the eesihctlc rnd recrcstlon
resounoes for thls strc[m hlve not bccn eomplctcd. Based on all
avuilsble Informatlon on llle st thc Mcdford Dlstrlct Ollicc
(lisherleg hytrologicol surveys, rnd ecrlrl photographs), lt appcars
thut thls strcom shrres slmllm geophplcal ond blologlcal
characteristics to those other strcrns whlch hrvc been more
Intmslvcly lnventoried within thc prlmary drainage of thc Rogue
lllver wlld seclion, and werc found ao Flssess thc outstandlngly
remorknble qullltles rer;uired for ellglbllity. All strcrms florrlng
Into the llrque wlld sectlon hnve slmiler resthetlc chsrsclerlstlcs
srrd lruve lrccn rstcd os hrvlng closs A secncry quallty. Recreotlon
resource qrrnllty nnd opporlunities src also prcsumcd to bc slmllar
lo nlore Intensively hrvenloried strcoms wlthln thc wlld rlver arca.

95

t00

100



WIID AT'ID SCENIC RIVER SUITABIIITY ASSBSSMENT

Bronco, Di tch,  Meadowr Quai l ,  East
Ruesian, Bunker and Kelsey creeks

I. SUI'IMARY

Fork of  Whiskey, West Fork of  Whiskey,

The fol lowing segments were studied from the headwaters of each strearn to the
confJ.uence with the Rogue River.  A11 segments were found not sui table for
inclusion in the Nat ional Wild and Scenic Rivers System.

II .  INTRODUCTION

A. Descr ipt ion of  the Streams

The Medford Distr ict  ident i f ied as e1- ig ib le a 1.5 stream mi le segment of
Bronco Creek (T.  33 S.,  R. 8 W.,  Sec. 30, to T.  34 S. '  R. 9 W.,  Sec. t ) ;  a 2.1
stream miLe segment of  Di tch Creek (T.  33 S.,  R. 9 W.,  Sec. 5,  Lo T.  33 S.,  R.
9 W.,  Sec. L7) l  a 3.8 strearn mi le segment of  Meadow Creek (T.  33 S.,  R. 8 W.,
Sec. 7,  to T.  33 S.,  R. 9W.,  Sec. 22) i  a 1.8 stream mi le segment of  Quai l
Creek (T.  33 S.,  R. 10 W.,  Sec. 1,  to T.  33 S. '  R. 10 W.1 Sec. 12),  a 1-.9
stream miLe segmerrt  of  Russian Creek (T.  33 S. 

'  
R.  8 W.,  Sec. 20, bo T. 33 S.,

R. 8 W.,  Sec. 32);  a 5.9 stream ml le segment of  West Fork of  Whiskey Creek (T.
33 S.,  R. 8 W.,  Sec. 5,  to T.  33 S.,  R. 8 W.,  Sec.22) i  a 3.7 stream mi le
segment of  East Fork of  Whiskey Creek (T.  33 S.,  R. 8 W.,  Sec. 10, to T.  33
S.,  R. 8 W.r Sec. 22),  & 6.4 stream mi le segment of  Bunker Creek (T.  33 S.,  R.
8 W.,  Sec. 7,  to T.  33 S.,  R. 9 W.,  Sec. 35) i  and a 4,7 stream miLe segrnent of
Kel-sey Creek (T.  32 S.,  R. 9 W. r  Sec. 34, to T.  33 S.,  R. 9 W,,  Sec. 16).
These segments run fronr their  respect ive headwaters to their  confLuences with
the Rogue r iver (see S33W08, S33W09, S34W08, S34W09, S32W09, and S33W10)
Several  t r ibutar ies feed into the streaf ia.  A11 of  the l l2 mi le strearn
corr idors (1/4 mi le each side of  the st . ream) are covered with Douglas-f i r
forests,  a lders and other species associated wiEh the r ipar ian zone and
surrounding forest  vegetat ion type.

The strearn segments have good water qual i ty typical  for  th is area. Forest
managemen! act iv i t ies in lhe stream drainages have not occurred or have been
less than on simi lar  streams and therefore water qual i ty is expected to be
excel lent .  Measurement of  suspended sediment,  turbidi ty,  tenrperature,  pH,
conduct iv i ty,  and dissolved oxygen on simi lar  streams show better than rrormal
wa!er qual i ty.  WaLer Qual i ty and waEershed condi t ions are fur ther discussed
in the Draft  RMP/EIS.

B. El ig ib i l i ty  Determinat ion

The stream segments are f ree f lowJ.ng within the study areas. Based upr:n the
el ig ib i l i ty  cr i ter ia,  there are two outstandingl .y remarkable values: Scenic
and Recreat ion.  Recreat ionaL act iv i t ies are l lnr i ted due to Ehe steepness of
the stream chanrrels and adjacent s lopes and low waLer f lows. The sLreanr
segrnents provide l i t t le t rabiLat for  f ish populat ions.  Rugged hik ing

( aa)



and 6ight6eeing are the only known recreat ional opportunit ies within the
stream segments. The scenic quaLity of the segments were conparable with each
other and other simi lar streams in the area and offered no outstanding
features.  The Bureau's adminlstrat ive jur isdict ion wi th in the 1/2-mi le strean
corr idors ranges from 78 percent to 100 percent.  Based on these f indingst
this sui tabi l i ty  assessment was prepared.

i
I  C. Classi f icat ion Determinat ion

The highest potent ia l  c lassi f icat ion for  a l l  Begments is Wi ld (see the table
below). The etreams are free of any impoundments, diversions, or stream bank
modif icat ions.  No shorel ine development exists wi th in the stream segment
corr idors.  The major i ty of  Ehe streams are wi th in the seen area of  the Wi ld
Sect lon of  the Rogue River and have not been af fected by logging act iv i t ies.
Water qual i ty is relat ively good and supports the stream corr idors '
outstandingly remarkable va1ues. In extremely dry sunmers, water quant i ty is
Low to almost nonexistant ln extremely dry surnmers and does not support  the
strean corr idorsr outstandingly remarkable values.

Three roads accesa pr ivate property wi th in the one-hal f  mi le stream corr idors
of Di tch,  Meadow, and Quai l  creeks. The road in the Quai l  Creek corr idor
provides the only vehicuLar accesa to the Rogue River in thie area. A11 roads
in these stream corr idors are gated and closed to publ ic access. BIJ ' I  road
t l33-8-26 separates both the East and West Forks of Whiskey Creek from the main
etem. Thls road ie a major publ ic route and used heavi ly by recreat ionists
during the eprlngr sulnmer, and faLl.  Bronco Creek has no roads closer than
L/2 to 1 mi le away. The Rogue River Nat ional  Recreat ion t ra i l -  b isects the
ident i f ied segments less than a quarLer mi le above their  conf luences with the
Rogue River.  A nonrnaintained sect ion of  the Histor ic KeLsey Pack Trai l
crosses Ditch Creek above the Rogue River Nat ional  Recreat ion Trai1.  A
maintained sect ion of  th is same trai l -  crosses Quai l -  Creek. These trai ls
provide the onLy publ ic access to the stream segments.  Sl ide Creek is aLso
bisected by an nonmaintained secLion of  the Histor ic Kelsey Pack Trai l .

The folLowing table sumrnar izes c lasei f icat ion cr i ter ia met by the strearn
segments.  As seen from the tables,  each strearn segment could be c.Lassi f ied as
Wi1d, Scenic,  or  Recreat ional  wi th Wi ld being the highest c lassi f icaEion.

PoEent ia l  Classi f icat ion Summary

Bronco, Di tch,  Meadow, QuaiL,  East Fork of  Whiskey, West Fork of  Whiskey,
Russiann Bunker,  and Kelsey creeks

Ac t ivi  ty Wild Scenic recreat ional

Water resources M
developmenl

Sl-rore l ine M
deve lopment

Water qual i ty M

Accessibi l i ty  M

E: Exceeds
M: Meets
DM: Does Not Meet

(sr)



I I I .  SUITABILITY FACTORS

A. Current Land Status and Use

i  1.  Land Omership

The Medford BLM Distr ict  administers alL stream frontage acre6 (Uottr  s ides
irrc luded) or 100 percent of  Bronco, Russian, Bunker,  and Kelsey creeks.
Addi t ional l .y,  the Medford BLM Distr ict  administers 78 percent of  Di tch Creek
frontage acres,  97 percent of  Meadow Creek frontage acresr 9l-  percent of  Quai l
Creek frontage acree, and 99 percent of the frontage acres of the East and
West Forks of  Whiskey Creek as shown below.

( sz\



Segment Ownership and Status
Within the Creek Corr idor

Quai l ,  East and West Forke of  Whiskey, Russian, Bunker,Bronco, Di tch,  Meadowt
and Kelsey creeks

BI}I Pr ivate TotaL
Timber Individual BW0&c RWSR

Bronco Creek
Acres 403.64

67 .287"

Ditch Creek
Acres 472.48

61.4lu

Meadow Creek
Acres 1071 .69

83,722

Quail Creek
Acree 518.19

7 4.707

East Fork of
Whiskey Creek

Acres

West Fork of
Whiskey Creek

Acres

L270.U+
99.967"

L907 .7L
e9.972

Russian Creek
Acres 596.66

81.85u

Bunker Creek
Acres 1849.36

90 .677"

Kelsey Creek
Acres f367.48

89.3776

L96.34
32.7 27.

r29.94
16 .  ggZ

180.39
14.09%

113.87
16.427

L32,32
18.1s2

190.36
9.332

162.63
10.632

L46 ,9r
19. l .ou

2.50
.367

20
2.60L

27,94
2.r87

59.61
8.s92

.56
.042

.58
.032

599.99
1002

602.42
78.30x

l-280 .02
97,822

631.55
91 .osz

1,270.L4
99,962

L907,71
99.973

728.98
100%

2037,72
100%

1530.11
1002

RWSR: Rogue Wild and Scenic River Corr idor

1as)



2. Land Use

Land uses within the one-haLf mi le wide stream corr idors are var ied.  The
smaLl amount of pr ivate land within the corr idors is mostLy meadow with a few
smal l  buiLdings. The ef fects of  pr ivate logging seen elsewhere in the
planning area are v i r tual ly nonexistant as a resulL of  the current s i tuat ion.
One t inrber sale harvest uni t ,  10 acres in size, was sol,d on Ruseian Creek in
1989. One t imber sale harvest uni t ,  18 acres in s ize,  was sold on Ditch Creek
in 1987. No other t imber sale harveet has oceurred withi r r  these stream
segments 'buf fers ln the last  ten years due to lack of  access, TPCC
withdrawal,  and the segments '  proximity to the Wi ld sect ion of  the Rogue River
and l imi ts eet to protect  i ts  v iewshed. Livestock grazing and agr icul tural
act iv i t ies do not occur wi th in the stream corr idor.

Three pr ivate residences exist  within the Quai1, Ditch, and Meadow Creek
stream corr idors.  No water f ront  development exists near any of  these streams
and vegetat ive screening conceals al l  exist ing structures f rom the corr idor.

There are eight known mining claims located within the East Fork of Whiskey
Creek stream corr idor.  No federal  mineral  leases are in ef fect  on any of
these segments. There are no powerl ines crossing any of the stream segments
s tudied.

Josephine and Curry count ies have zoned the land containing the stream
corr ldors as cormercial  forestLand.

B. Reasonable Foreseeable Uses of  the Land and Water Which would be Affected
By Designat ion

Appendix 2-WS-2 in the Draft  RMP/EIS provides a general  descr ipt i .on of Land
uses and management pract ices appropr iate for  WiLd, Scenic,  and RecreaEionaL
r iver areas. ConsequenceE by plan alEernaEive are displayed in Table 4-Ws-L
in the Draft  RMP/EIS.

t .  Usee That Would Be Enhanced By Designat ion

Current and potent ial  uses on BlM-administered lands are expected to be
compat ib le wi th a l ,J i ld r iver cLassi f icat ion.  Current management recognizes
the value of recreat ion and other resource values within the Wil-d Rogue River
Sect ion.  The visuaL resource management wouLd conl inue to be highly
restr ict ive wiLh the highest poterr t ia l  c lassi f icat ion of  WiLd.

Current and potent ia l  uses on non-BlJ"1-administered 1ands, which are not
expected to be af fecLed by th is cLassi f icat ion,  include scenic v iewing from
the Rogue River,  h ik ing/expLorat ion,  and wi ld l i fe v iewing.

2.  Uses That Would Be Foreclosed By Designat ion

Tirnber harvest ing and new m:ining claims would not be al lowed withir r  the
one-ha1f mi le stream corr idors.

Designat ion a6 Wil-d could lead to imposi t ion of  county zoning restr ict ions
currentLy subdiv ided but undeveloped 1ands, or federaL ef for ts to acquire
scenic easements l imi t ing developmerrt  on such lands, forecl"osing some
development opt ions.
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3. Uses That Would Be CurtaiJ.ed By Designat ion

The most signi f icant constraints on Bl l l -administered land could be
restr ict ions on road and trai l  construct ion and the size of  t imber harvest
uni ts wi th in the v isuaL corr idor (area seen from the stream) of  the stream
segments.  Designat ion would lead to appl icat ion of  a higher water qual i ty
standard requir ing more careful"  t iming of BLM t imber sales in the upstream
watershed whlch could also diminieh the rate of t imber harvest but on a Larger v

area.

Tinrber harvest on pr ivate lands may be restr icted to maintain v isual  qual i t ies
as seen from the streams. Restr ict ions coul"d be imposed on development of  new
structures.  t lh i le c lesignat ion might l imi t  landowners'  f lexibi l i ty ,  i t  could
heLp maintain the f - i festy le of  curtent residents by uraintaining exist ing
condi t ions through protect ion of  r iver values.

Er<ist ing land uses and act iv i t ies including t imber harvest would cont inue at
leveLs authorized by other port ions of the Resource Management,  Plan subject to
the constralnt of  VRM Class f  management on BlM-administered land withiu the
one-hal f  mi le corr idor.  New land uses, devel"opments,  and act iv i t ies
( incl .uding uees on pr ivate land within the corr idor) would occur within
guideLines appl icabl .e to the potent ia l  Wi ld c lasei f icat ion.  Outstandingly
remarkable val .ues would be protected as provided by the Wild and Scenic River
Act.

VRM Class f I  managemenL of the adjacent Bl l r l -administered lands could minimal ly
reduce annual  t imber sal"e volumes with an at tendant s l ight  loss in jobs,  local
incorner and county revenues. As most of the stream corr idors are already
located within or adjacent to the Wi ld sect ion of  the Rogue River and subject
to these or more str ingent restr ict ions,  few addi t ional  uses would be
curtai led.  Much of  Ehis Lancl  is  a lso wi . thdrawr f rom Lirnber harvest because of
reforestat ion potent ia l  or  f ragi le s lopes.

C. Hydroelectr ic and 0ther Water Diversion Potent ia l

The potent ia l  hydroeLectr ic power avai lable in any strearn reach is determined
by the formula: P=cQIIe

where: P
c
a
H
e

power (k iLowatts )
conversion factor = 0.08475
streamflow ( f t3 lsec)
head ( feet)
ef  f  ic ienc!  = L.0 L/

Using the data contained in t -he Oregon State Urr iversi ty 's Water Resources
Research Inst i t t r te 's 1979 study ent i tJ-ed, "A Resource Survey of  Low-Head
Hydroelectr ic Power Potent ia l  in Oregonr" the theorebical  hydroelectr ic power
poterr t iaL for  these segments would be:
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Bronco Creek P = (0.08475) (0.166) (1600) ( f .O) = 22.51 kiLowatts

Ditch Creek P = (0.08475) (0.083) (2300) ( t .0)  = 16.18 ki lowatts

Meadow Creek P = (0.08475) (0.50) (2800) (1.0) = 118.65 ki l .owatts

Quai1.  Creek P = (0.08475) (0.083) (1600) ( f .0)  = 11.25 ki lowatts

E. Fork P = (0.08475) (0.125) (900) (1.0) = 9.53 ki l .owaLts
l , lh iskey Creek

t^I .  Fork P = (0.08475) (0.50) (1800) (r .0)  = 76.28 ki lowarrs
t lhlskey Creek

Rueeian P = (0.08475) (0.166) (2300) (1.0) = 32.38 ki lowatts
Creek

Bunker P = (0.08475) ( t . t+)  (2500) (1.9) = 296.6 k iLowatte
Creek

Kelsey P = (0.08475) (5.0) (1500) (r .0)  = 635.62 ki lowatts
Creek

Tae valuee ueed ln determining the hydroelectr ic power potent iaL for these
segmenEs are est imates based on rough f ie ld measurements and shouLd not be
considered highly accurate.

There are no Federal  Energy Regulatory Conunission ( f fnC) appl icat ions,
i r r igat ion,  or  other proposals for  darns or diversions on f i le for  these strean
segment,s.

D. Effect  on OutstandingLy Remarkable Values

L. Those Errhanced i f  River Segmerrt  Were Designated

The headwaters for the stream segmenEs enter ing into the Rogue River woul.d be
further protected in terms of  Scenic and Recreat ional  outstandingly remarkabLe
vaLues. The lower stretches of  these streams are already protected within the
Wild Rogue Corr ldor.

2.  Those Diminished i f  River SegmenLs Were Not Designated

Due to the character,  steep sLopes, and proxirni ty of  these segments to the
Rogue River,  t imber harvest and other surface disturbing act iv i t ies are not
author ized in port ions of  these strearn segnents at  th is t inre and therefore
would not change. Some harvest has been al lowed where not v is ib le f rom Lhe
Rogue River.  This would cont inue to be the case i f  not  designated.
Recreat ion opportuni t ies on the upper s l retches of  these segrnents would
therefore not be provided any 1,orrg term protect ion af forded by designat iorr .
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E. How the River Segments Would Be Managed i f  i t  Were Not Designated or i f
Designated at  a Lower Classi f icat ion

If  the streams were not added to the Nat ional" Wild and Scenic Rivers System,
the BLM would manage land under i ts jur isdict ion within the one-half  mi le
corr idors for  substant ia l  protect ion of  the r ipar ian values along the stream
and for cont inuat ion of  exist ing Levels of  uses within the corr idor.  The
Scenic and Recreat, ion outstandingly remarkable values would receive rnanagement
slml lar  to that  which would occur i f  the stream were deslgnated Wild except
lande ln the one-hal f -mi1e corr idor but outs ide the r ipar ian zone would be
subject to t imber harvest and would be managed urder VRM Cl-ass I ,  I I ,  and IV
standards depending on locat ion arrd v is ib i l i ty  f rom the Rogue River.  There is
1i t t1e chance of  fur ther development on pr ivate lands within the seen corr idor
of these streams because of locat ion and topography and, in some instances,
controls current ly imposed for the protect lon of  the Rogue River v iewshed.
ShouLd further development occur,  i t  could diminish the scenic at t r ibutes of
the stream corr idor.  Any of  these act ions or combinat ion there of  would
probabl .y degrade the r iver 's el lg ib i l - i ty  c laesi f lcat ion to Scenlc but not
al ter the outstandingly remarkable values.

I f  the strearns were added to the system but designated as Recreat ional  instead
of Scenic or Wild,  management woul-d be simi lar to that i f  i t  were not
designated. fncreased publ ic use due to the increased vieibiLi ty of  the
segnents could require more management of recreat ional use. I t  ie possible
that Ehe appl icat ion of a higher water quaLity standard due to i ts designat ion
would requlre more careful  t iming of BLM t imber sales in Ehe watershed.

F. Cost of  Administrat ion

The basic object ive of  Wi ld and Scenic r iver designal ion is to maintain the
streams'  exist ing condi t ion.  I f  a land u6e or development c lear ly threaterrs
the outstandingly remarkable val t res which resul ted in a segments '  designat ion,
ef for ts wi l l  be made to remove the threat through 1oca1 zoning, State Scenic
Waterway Act provis ions,  land exchanges, purchases from wi l l ing sel lers,  arrd
other act ions short  of  condemnat ion.  fn the event condemnat ion becomes
necessary,  the onLy landowner r ights which wi lL be purchased are those
necessary to remove the threat to the speci f ic  strean value.

Any actual  or  potent ia l  threat to a streams outstandingly remarkable values,
togeEher wi th speci f ic  opt ions to remove or mit igate that  threat;  can orrJ-y be
determined on a ca6e-by-case basis.  Because of  var iable stream values,
possible threats and proEect ion mechanisms, est imated costs of  acqrr i r ing
necessary lands or inEerests i r r  l -ands vr i lL be made in the r iver study repor!
for  streams determined sui table and subsequent ly recommended for designat ion
and/or in Ehe r iver management p1an required to be conrpleted withi r r  three ful l
f iscal  years of  designat ion.

The est imated cost of  prepar ing a required r iver management plan for these
stream segmerrLs would be $30-40r000. Anrrual  r iver rnanagement,  adminisbrat ion,
and monitor i r rg cost  are est imated to be $:-0rOOO. Cost est i rnates for  resource
protect ion nleasures arrd necessary publ ic use faci l i t ies would be determined
through the r iver nlanagement pl .anning process. More debai led est i rnates would
also be provided dur ing preparat ion.of  sui tabi l i ty  reporLs.
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No state or local  agency has come forward and stated they wouLd be wi l l ing to
share in the cost of  administer ing these stream segments should they become
part of  the system. In l ight of  the f inancial  eonstraints imposed by Oregon
baLLoL "Mea6ure 5r"  iL is unLikel-y that  state or locaL agencies would share in
these costs.

G. Administer ing Agency

If  these stream segments were added to the Nat ional tJ i ld and Scenic Rivers
System, the BLM wouLd cont inue to manage the land and resources i t  current ly
adminis ters.

IV. TINDING A}ID RATIONALE

A. Finding

The studied segments of  Bronco, Di tch,  Meadow, QuaiL,  East Fork of  l lh iskey,
West Fork of t lh lskey and Russian creeks from their  indivj .dual headwaters to /
their  conf luence with the Rogue River are found not sui table for  Federal  V
designat lon as Wild,  Scenic,  or Recreat ional segments under the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Aet.

B. Character ist ics Which Do or Do Not Make the Area a Worthy Addit ion to the
System

The low comparaLive rat ing of  the segments '  two outstandingly remarkabLe
values gives them marginal  potent ia l  for  addi t ion to the Nat ionaL WiLd and
Scenic Rivers System. The Scenic and Recreat ional outstandingly renarkable
values are rather common in the region. These segments do add to the
integri ty of t ,he Rogue River in terms of the outstandingly remarkable values
which would be protected; however,  the areas which would most drast ical ly
af fect  the integr i ty of  the Rogue River are located within i ts corr idor or are
protected through withdrav* 'aL or VRM II  cLassi f lcat ion where af fect ing the
Rogue River 's v iewshed. BLM's intent in the Preferred Al ternat ive of  lh is
Draft  RMP/EIS to protect those outstandingly remarkable values on
BlM-administered land indicates that designat ion is not needed Eo protect
Ehose vaLuee. The outstandingly remarkabl"e values are not threatened by dam
construct ion or i r r igat ion deveLopment.  0n the sma1l amount of pr ivate l -and
not subdiv ided or eLigibl-e for  subdiv is ion,  the requirements of  the Oregon
Forest Pract ices Act shouLd protect  the outstandingLy remarkable vaLues from
irnpacts associated wlth t i rnber management.

In addi t ion'  a l though county zoning permits addi t ional  development of  pr ivate
Lands, such development would probably af fect  those values only s l ightJ.y.
Consider ing al l  the factors,  BLM bel ieves the strearn segments '  outstandingl .y
remarkable values can best be protected by a combinat ion of  the act ions set
forth in the Preferred Al ternat ive of  the Draft  RMP/BIS and by management of
pr ivate land consistent wi t ,h county zoning and sLa[e law.
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WILD AND SCENIC RIVER SUITABILITY ASSESSMENT

WHISKEY CREEK _ [{AIN STEM

I. SUM}IARY

The foLlowing segment was studied from the conf lence of  the East and
West Forks of  Whiskey to the strearns conf luence with the Rogue River.
This segment was found not sui table for iuclusion ln the Nat ional Wild
and Scenic Rivers System.

II .  INTRODUCTION

A. Descr ipt ion of  the Streams

The Medford Distr ict  ldent i f ied as el ig ib le a 2,4 stream mi le segment
of  Whiskey Creek (T.  33 S.,  R. 8 W.,  Sec. 22, to T.  33 S.,  R. 8 W.,
Sec. 34).  This segment includes the area between the conf luence of
the East and l , lesL Forks of  Whiskey Creek to i ts '  confLuence with the
Rogue River (see S33W08).  SeveraL streams f  l -ow i r r to th is segrnent.
A1l-  of  the one-hal f  mi le stream corr idor (one-forth mi le each side of
the stream) is covered with Douglas-f i r  forests,  a lders,  and other
species aesociated with the r ipar ian zone and surrounding forest
vegetat ion type.

The stream segment has good water qual i ty typical  of  the area. Forest
management act iv i t ies such as t imber harvest and road construct ion in
the stream drainages have been less than on simi l-ar streams, and
therefore,  water quaLi ty is expected to be excel lent .  Measurement of
suspended sediment,  turbidi ty,  temperature,  pH, conduct iv i ty,  and
dissolved oxygen on simi lar  streams show better than normal water
qual i ty.  Water Qual i ty and watershed condi t ions are fur ther discussed
in Ehe Draft  RMP/EIS.

B. El ig ib i l i ty  Determinat ion

The stream segment is f ree f lowing within Ehe sEudy area. Based upou
the el ig ib i l i ty  cr i ter ia there are three outstandingly remarkable
values: Scenic,  Recreat ion,  and Histor ic.  Recreat ional  act iv i t ies are
l imited due to the steepness of  the stream channels and adjacent
slopee. Water f low of  th is segment is not subst,ant ia l  enough to
supporE recreat ional  act iv i t ies such as boat ing.  The stream segment
provides Li t t le habi tat  f  or  f  ish populat , ions.  Rugged hik ing,
s ightseeing, some f ishtng and swirnming are the only known recreat ional
opportuni t ies wi th in the stream Eegment.  The scenic qual i ty of  Lhe
segment wa6 comparable wi th other s imi lar  sLreams in lhe area and
offered no outstanding features.  The histor ical  values vrere based
pr imariLy on the Whiskey Creek Cabin and other histor ic mining
developments.  I t  has been deternr ined that the major i ty of  these
developments are located wj th i r r  the Rogr.re River corr idor and t ,hus are
already af forc led protect ion based on Lheir  l -oct ion.  This sui t ,a l . i l iLy
assessmelr t  was prepared based on L,hese f  indings and BLM's B/+ percent
admirr istrat ive jur isdict ion wi th in the one-haLf mi l -e stream corr i t lor
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C. Clasei f icat ion Determinat ion

The highest potent ia l -  cLassi f icat ion for  th is segment is Wi l -d as shown
below. The stream is f ree of  any impoundments,  d iversions, or stream
bank modif icat ions.  No shorel ine development exisbs wiEhin the streatn
segment corr idor.  The major i t .y of  the stream is within the seen area
of the Wi ld Sect ion of  the Rogue River and has not been ef fected by
logging act iv i t ies.  Water qual i ty is relat ively good and supports the
stream corr idors '  outs landingly remarkable values. Water quant i ty is
J.ow in extremely dry sumrners and minimaLly supports t l re stream
corr idor 's outstandingly remarkabLe values.

A gated jeep road provides acce66 to the Rogue River and t ,he Whiskey
Creek Cabin s i te wi th in one-quarter mi le of  the segrnent.  AnoEher road
is located within the one-quarter mi le buffer on the east s ide to the
Benton Mine (pr ivate,  patented mining claim).  The Rogue River
Nat ionaL Recreat ion t ra iL bisects the ident i f ied segment less than
one-guarter mi le above i ts '  conf luence with the Rogue River.  The
trai l  provides the only publ ic access to the stream corr idor.

The table below suunar izee classj f icat ion cr i ter ia met by the strearn
segment.  The stream segment could be classi f ied as WiLd, Scenic,  or
Recreat lonal ,  Wl ld belng the hlghest cLassi f icat ion.

Potent ia l  Classi f  icat ion Summary
Whiskey Creek - Main Stem

Act iv i  ty I,.Jild Scen ic Recreat ional

Water resourceg
development

Shore I  ine
development

Water qual i ty

Accessibi l i ty

M

M

M

E:
M:
DM:

Exceeds
Meets

Does Not Meet
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I I I .  SUITABILITY TACTORS

A. Current Land Status and Use

1. Land 0wnership

The Medford BLM Distr ict  administets approximately 2 stream frontage
mlles (both s ides included) of  the segment which is 84 percen! of  the
stream segrnent as shown below.

Segment Ownership Status Within the Creek Corr idor

Whiskey Creek - t' lain Stem

Ormership Acres 7

Private Individuals

BTM
o&c
RWSR

Total  BLM

136.41 r6%

550.58 657"
160.43 Lgu
711.01 84%

RWSRr Rogue l^Ji ld and Scenic River Corr idor

2. Land Use

Land use within Ehe one-hal f  mi le wide stream corr idor is var ied.  The
slnal l  a$ount of  pr ivate Land within bhe corr idor is a patented mining
claim. Timber harvest on pr ivate land couLd occur in th is area
subject  to Oregon laws for protect ion of  the r ipar ian area.
Harvest ing of  t imber on publ ic lands hae not occurred wit .h in the
buffers on this stream due to lack of  access, TPCC withdrawaL, or t l re
segment 's proximity to the Wi ld sect ion of  the Rogue River and l imi ts
set to protect  i ts  v iewshed. Livestock grazing and agr icul tural
acLiv ib ies do not occur wi th in the stream corr idor.

No permenant structures or other waterfront developments exist ,  wi th in
the Whiskey Creek stream corr idor.

There are no known rnining claims located on prrbl ic lancl  wi th in t l re
sEreaat corr idor and no federal  mineral  leases are in ef fect .  There
are no powerl ines crossing the strean segment studied.

Josephine and Curry count ies have zoned t t re land conLaining the stream
corr idor as commercial  forest land.
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B. Reasonable Foreseeable Uses of  the Land and Water ldhich wouLd be
Affected By Designat ion

Appendix 2-WS-2 in the Draft  RMP/EIS provides a
land uses and management pract ices appropriate
Recreat ional  r iver areas. Consequences by pl"an
displayed in Table 4-WS-1 i r r  the Draft  RMP/EIS.

1. Usee That Would Be Enhanced By Desigrrat ion.

general  descr ipt ion of
for  Wi ld,  Scenic,  and

alternat ive are

CurrenL and potent ial  use6 on BlM-administered lands are expected to
be compat ibLe with a Wi ld r iver cLassi f icat ion.  Current management
recognizes the value of  recreat ion and other resource values within
the Wtld Rogue River sect ion.  The visual  resource management would
cont inue to be highly restr icEive wi th the highest poEent ia l
c lassi f icat ion of  Wi1d.

Current and potent ial  uees on non-Bl l l -adnrinistered lands which are not
expected to be af fected by th is cLassi f icat ion incLude scerr ic v iewing
from the Rogue River,  h ik ing/explorat ion and wiLdLi fe v iewing.

2.  Uses That Would Be Foreclosed By Designat ion

Timber harvest ing and new mining claims would not be aLlowed within
the one-ha1f mi le stream corr idor.

Desigrrat ion as Wi ld could Lead to imposi t ion of  corrnty zoning
restr ict ions on current ly subdiv ided but undeveloped lands, or to
federal  ef for ts to acquire scenic easements l imi t ing deveLopmenE on
such lands, foreclosing some developrner: t  opt ions.

3.  Uses That Would Be Curtai led By DesignaEion

The most s igni f  icant constraints on BlJ ' I -administered larrd could be
resErict , ions on road and trai l  construct ion and the sLze of  t inrber
harvest uni ts wi th in the v isual  corr idor (area seen from the stream)
of the stream segment.  Road bui ld ing and t imber harves! would noL be
al lowed wiEhin the one-hal f  mi le strearn buffer i f  the stream were
designated Wi1d. Designat ion would lead to appl icat ion of  a higher
water qual i ty standard,  requir ing more carefrr l  t iming of  BLM t imber
sales in the upstrearn watershed which could also diminish the ral-e of
t inrber harvest but in a Larger area.

Tinrber harvest on pr ivaEe lands rnay be restr icted Eo maintain v isual
qr.ral i t ies as seen f  rom the streants.  Restr ict ions could be imposed on
development of  new structures.  WhiLe designat ion might l imi t
landovmers'  f lexibi l i ty ,  i t  could help maintain the l i festy le of
current residents by nraintaining exist ing condi l ions througtr
protect ion of  streanr values.
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New land uses, developments,  and act iv i t ies ( incLuding uses on pr ivate
land within the corr idor)  would occur wi th in guidel ines appl icable to
the poEent ia l  Wi ld c lassi f icat ion.  Outstandingly remarkable values
would be protected as provided by the Wi l -d and Scenic River Act.

VRM Class I  management of the adjacent BlJ-I-administered lands could
minimal ly reduce annuaL Linrber sale volurnes with an attendant sl ight
loss ln jobsl  local  incomer and county revenues. As most of  the
strean corr idors are already locatet l  wi th in or adjacent to the Wi ld
sectton of  the Rogue Rlver and subject  to these or more str ingent
restr ict ions,  few addi t ional  uses would be curtai led.  Much of  th is
land is also wi thdrawn from t imber harvest because of  reforestat iou
potent ia l  or  f ragi le s lopes.

C. Hydroelectr ic and Other $later Diversion Potent ia l

The poLent ia l  hydroel"ectr ic power avai lable in any stream reach is
determined by the formula! P=cQHe
where! P = power (k i lowatts)

c = conversion factor = 0.08475
Q = strea$f low ( f t3/sec)
H = head ( feet)
e = ef f ic iency = 1.0 1/

Using the data contained in the Oregon State Universi ty 's Water
Resources Research Inst i tute 's L979 study ent i tLed, "A Resource Survey
of Low-Head Hydroelectr ic Power Potent iaL in Oregon,"  the theoret ical
hydroelectr ic power potent ia l  for  th is segment would be:

Whiskey Creek P = (0.08475) ( .ZS) (0oO) ( t .0)  = 38 ki l0warts

The values used in determining the hydroelectr ic power potent ia l  for
th is segment are est imates based on rough f ie ld measurements and
should not be considered highly accuraLe.

There are no Federal  Energy Regulatory Commission ( f fnC) appl icat ions,
i r r igat ion,  or  other proposals for  dams or diversions on f i le for  th is
streaf l  segment.

D. Effect  on OutstandingLy Remarkable Values

1. Those Enhanced i f  River Segment Were Designated

The upper reaches of  th is stream segment enter ing into the Rogue would
be further protected in terms of  scenic,  recreat ional ,  and histor ic
outstandingly remarkable values. The Lower stretch of  the stream is
already protected within the Wi ld Rogue Corr idor.

2.  Those Diminished i f  Stream Segments Were Not Designated

Due to the character,  steep slopes, and proximity of  th is segment to
t l - re Rogue River,  t imber t rarvesL and oLtrer surface disturbing
act iv i t ies are not author ize<l  on publ ic land withir r  port ions of  the
stream segment at  th is t ime and therefore would not change. Tj lnber
harvest,  where not restr icted by some other c losure l isEed ear l ier
including visuaL l imi tat ions for  the Rogue River l^ l iLd sect ion,  would
be al lowed to cont inue i f  the segment were not designated. Recreat ion
opportuni tes on
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the upper stretch of  th is segment therefore wouLd not be provided any
long-term protect ion af forded by designat ion.

E. How the Stream Segments Would be Managed i f  i t  Were Not
Designated or i f  Designated at  a Lower Classi f icaEion

If  the strean were not added to the Nat ional  Wi ld and Scenic Rivers
Systemt the BLM would manage land under i ts jur isdict ion within the
one-hal f - rn l l .e corr idors for  substant ia l  protect ion of  the r ipar ian
rralues along the stream and for cont inuat ion of  exist ing levels of
uses within the corr idor.  The Scenic,  Recreat ion,  and Histor ic
outstandingly remarkable vatues wouLd receive management s imi lar  Eo
that which would occur i f  the stream were designated Wi1d, except
lands in the one-haLf-rni le corr idor but outs ide the r ipar ian zone
would be subject to t imber harvest and would be managed under VRl, l
Class I ,  I I ,  and IV standards depending on locat ion and vis ib i l i ty
f rom the Rogue River.  There is l i tL le chance of  fur ther development
on pr ivate lands within the seen corr idor of  these streams because of
locat ion and topography and, in .some instances, controls current ly in
place for the protect ion of  the Rogue River v iewshed.

I f  the stream were added to the systemr but designated as Recreat ional
instead of  Scenic or Wi ld,  management would be simi lar  to that  i f  i t
were not designated. Increased pubJ. ic use due to the increased
visibi l i ty of  the segment could require more management of
recreat ional  use. Ic is possibLe that the appl icat ion of  a higher
water qual i ty standard due !o i ts designat ion would require more
careful  t iming of  BLM t imber sales in the watershed.

F. COST OF ADMINISTMTION

The basic object ive of  l^ i i l -d and Scenic r iver designat ion is to
maintain the streams'  exist ing corrdi t ion.  I f  a land use or
development clear ly threatens the outstandingly remarkable values
which resuLted in the segments 'designat ion,  ef for ts wi l l  be made to
remove the threat through local zoning, State Scenic Waterway Act
provis ions,  land exchanges, purchases from wi lJ- ing sel lers,  and other
act ions shorE of condemnation. In the event condemnation becomes
necessary,  the only landowner r ights whj-ch wi l " l  be purchased are those
necessary to remove Ehe threat to the speci f ic  strearn value.

Any actual  or  potent ia l  bhreat to the streams outstandingly remarkabl-e
values, together wi th speci f ic  opt ions to remove or mit igate that
threat,  can only be determined on a case-by-case basis.  Because of
var iable stream values, possible threats and protect ion mechanisms,
est imated costs of  acquir ing necessary lands or int .erests in lands
wi l l  be made in the r iver study report  for  streams determined sui table
and subsequent ly reconmended for designat ion and/or i r r  t t re r iver
management plan required to be completed within three fu11 f iscal-
years of  designat ion.

The est imated cost of  prepar j .ng a required r iver management p1-an for
these stream segments would be $30-40r000. Anrrual  r iver management,
administrat ion,  and monitor i r lg cost  are est i rnated to be $S-0rOOO.
Cost est imates for  reeource protect ion measures and necessary publ ic
use faciLiEies would be deEermined through the r iver management
planning
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process. More detai led est imates would aLso be provided dur ing
preparat ion of  sui tabi l i ty  reports.

No state or local agency has come forward and stated they would be
wi l l . ing to share in the cost of  administer ing the strean segment
should i t  become part  of  the system. In f . ight  of  the f inancial
constraints imposed by Oregon bal1oE "Measure 5r"  i t  is  unl ikely that
state or local  agencies would share in these cosbs.

G. Administer ing Agency

If  this strealn segment were added to the Nat ional Wil .d and Scenic
Rivers System, the BLM would cont inue to manage the land and resources
i t  current ly administere.

IV. FINDING AI.ID MTIONALE

A. Finding

The studied segments of Whiskey Creek from conf luence of the East and
West Forks of  Whiskey to i ts '  conf luences with the Rogue River is
found unsui table for  federal  designat ion as a Wi ldr  Scenic or
Recreat lonal" segment under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

B. Character ist ics Which Do or Do Not Make the Area a Worthy
Addit ion to the System

The low comparat ive ral ing of  t t re segment 's Lhree outstandingly
remarkable values gives iE marginal  potent ia l  for  addi t ion to the
Nat ional  Wi ld and Scenic Rivers System. The Scenic and Recreat ional
ouEstandingly remarkabLe values are rather comnon in the region.
These segments do add to the integr i ty of  the Rogue River in terms of
the outsbandingly remarkable vaLues which would be protectedi  however,
the areas which would most drast icaLly ef fect  t l re integr i ty of  the
Rogue River are located within i ts corr idor or are protected through
withdrawal or VRI ' I  I1 c lassisf icat ion where ef fect ing the Rogue River 's
viewshed. The character ist ics which lead to the study of  the segments
sui tabl i t iy  based on histor icaL values are located within the Rogue
River Wi ld Sect ion Corr idor and thus protected. BLMrs intent in the
Preferred Al ternat ive of  th is Draf t  RMP/EIS to protect  bhose
outstandingly remarkable values on BlM-administered land indicates
that designat ion is not needed to protect  those val .ues.  The
outstandingLy remarkable values are not threalened by darn construebion
or i r r igat ion development.  On the smalL amount of  pr ivate land not
subdiv ided or el ig ib le for  subdiv is ion,  the requirements of  the Oregon
Forest Pract ices Act should protect  the outstandingly remarkable
values from impacts associated with t imber management.

Al though cour l ty zoning permits adcl i t ional  devlopmerrE of  pr ivate lands,
such development would probably only s l ight ly af fect  those values.
Consider i r rg al l  the factors,  BLl l  bel ieves the stream segnrenL's
outstandingly renrarkabl .e val-ues can best be protected by a combinat ion
of the act ions set for th in the Preferred Al ternat ive of  the Draft
RMP/EIS and by management of  pr ivate land consistent wi th county
zoning and state lar+.
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