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SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN ZONE INVENTORY AND EVALUATION
by
ALVIN G. LEWIS, Consultant
for the

SISKIYOU RESQURCE CONSERVATION DISTRICT
ETNA, CALIFORNIA

ABSTRACT

The factual materials contained in thisg report are from data collected
by actual measurement and chservation along the banks of Scott River
during August - September 1991.

The scope of the work included the inventory and evaluation of the
riparian system on 29.70 miles on the left bank and 29.57 miles on the
right bank. The observed areas include the following needs:
Livestock exclusion (with fenced drinking access)

Fencing - new construction, maintenance, or rebuild

Planting and irrigating to establish riparian vegetation
Flood irrigation water filter control

Streambank protectien with large rock

Off-stream livestock watering {(well and tank)

Fire protection.
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There were 373 identified sites with 182 on the left bhank and 1%1 on
the right bank. Different site determinations included the following
criteria:

fenced or not fenced

livestock access

livestock exclusion

bank protection with large rock er not protected

dominant species age

change in crown density species or percentage of

crown density,

percentage or diversity of understory cover

8. property ownership boundary.
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Also, determination of bank swallow habitat on two sites {#126 and
#166) and understory "species of concern”™ on 2% sites was done. With
the available data and proposed prescriptions for restoration and
maintenance o¢f the riparian system, the landowners were contacted.
The information was reviewed and each landowner and/or agent was asked
to rate their willingness to perform the practices recommended.
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INTRODUCTION

Objectives: 1. Inventory the riparian habitat conditions along
the Scott River to aid in restoration project
selection.

2. Prioritize and prescribe habitat improvements
based upon site potential.

3., Provide information to local landowners along the
Scott River that associates riparian protection
and restoration techniques with their farming and
ranching activities.

This assessment was requested by the Siskiyou Resource Conservation
District through the Klamath River Basin Fishery Resources
Restoration Act of 1986. The Klamath Act-Public Law 99-552
establishes the Klamath River Basin Conservation Area Restoration
Program, a 20 year fishery restoration program in the Klamath River
Basin.

Riparian growth on the Scott River banks provides habitat for food
organisms, cover, and shade for fish. Additional benefits include
bank erosion control, system for filtering debris during high flood
flows, filter for tail-water from flood irrigation systems, habitat
and cover for wildlife, and aesthetics.

: I _ livestock exclusion (with
fenced drlnklng access) fen01ng, riparzan planting and irrigation;
flood irrigation filter control; stream-bank protection with large
rock; off-stream livestock watering {well and tank); and fire
protection.

Corrective action needs a '"common sense" approach with the
landowners in order to assure a satisfactory solution tailored to
each site.

The assessment o¢6f the riparian system was completed in August and

September of 1991. The major length of the river had minimum or no
flow. Continued drought will adversely affect the present riparian
growth.

A high "willingness"™ rating on the part of the landowner in
February of 1922 may not continue for ensuing years if conditions
change due to economics, fioods, etc..

Many of the landowners have been conscientious regarding improving
conditions along the river, and indications are that there can be
continued cooperation in problem-~solving without need of outside
intervention.

Access needed to these sites for review or corrective action should
the knowledge and permission of the landowners.




HISTORY

The establishment of the riparian system on the Scott River has
had and continues to have positive and negative impacts. During the
1950's, oyster shell scale destroyved most of the willow growth. The
December 1955 flood accelerated the bank erosion. This flood helped
to prove to the landowners and technical personnel! that tree and
cable, piling-wire revetment and vegetative protected banks were not

the answer to stabilization of river banks. The high flows that
continued into 1958 eroded banks and continued to destroy vegetative
plantings. That vyear a portion of river bank was stabilized with

large rock.

In 1958, the Soil Conservation Service (SCS) contracted for a low
level aerial flight of Scott River. This flight was used for planning
and application of streambank protection projects. It is also used as
reference on many of the field sheets described in the methods section
of this report. This flight indicated many reaches of eroding river
banks where little or no riparian vegetation is visible. 5Cs
personnel provided private landowners with technical assistance for
planning and application. The Agricultural! Conservation Program (ACP)
administered by the Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation
Service (ASCS) cost shared with the landowner to protect eroding river
banks with large rock. The directors of the S8Siskiyou Resocurce
Conservation District (RCD) assisted the local landowners by providing
equipment to haul and place the rock. In the late 1960's and since
private industry has had eguipment available to deliver and place the
rock. Over the years 8C58 has worked with personnel from the
California Department of Fish and Game, Army Corp of Engineers, and
Department of Water Quality. These are Jjust a few of the many
agencies that have provided input during permit application process
and design of Scott River projects.

The zbove mentioned material is important in relating history or
background in a report. The most important item is the end result.
This end result shows how private landowners, faced with losing soil
that supported their livelihood, united together o stabilize river
banks and establish riparian zones. These applied conservation
practices have provided fish and wildlife habitat within the study
area. Additional environmental concerns and permit applications will
add to tasks of design and performance of projects remaining on the
river. The landowners track record is good and the pattern for
stabilization of banks and producing riparian growth is very visible.
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DESCRIPTION OF STUDY AREA

LOCATION:

The Scott River inventory and evaluation of the riparian system
includes the left and right banks (facing downstream) and the riparian
zones adjacent to the Scott River. The upstream end of the project is
located 7.0 miles SE of Etna, CA in the North 1/2 Sec. 25, T41N, R9W,
MDM , The project study area ends 8.0 miles NW of Fort Jones, CA in
the NE1/4 Sec.28, T44N, R1OW MDM. All of the project area is in Scott
Valley, 1located in the Western portion of Siskiyou County. The
geographic upstream location is from the downstream end of the dredger
tailings, and the.downstream end is where the river enters the canvon.

The study area is 29.7 miles on the left bank and 29.5 miles on
the right bank. Bank definition could include the following physical
conditions as recorded on the field work sheet: 1) 0ld Meander line,
2) Gravel, 3) Protected with large rock with flow at toe, 4)
Vegetative stability, 5) Vertical eroding bank.

The Scott River flows true North from the upstream point of the
project for 16.9 miles. The flow direction then c<hangess to a North

Westerly direction for a distance of 12.8 miles until it leaves Scott
Valley into the narrow canvon area.

LAND OWNERSHIP

All land within the projedt study area is privately owned.
Reference sheets #1 thru #22, pages 17 - 38.

TOPOGRAPHY
The landfcrms adiacent to Scott River are flat alluvial flood

plains subiect to fleoding. The elevation range within the project
study is 2,207 feet to 2,643 feet.

SCILS

The scils have been mapped by U.S.D.A. Soil Conservation Service.
Sgil Survey of Siskivou County. California., Central Part, 1878.

See Appendix B for the study area soil characteristics.

VEGETATION

The riparian zones along tThe Scott River support a variety of
trees, weeds, and grasses. See figures #4-7 for the Dominant
species, and Pigures #8-11 for the understory species.



METHODS AND MATERIALS

The on-site observance of 373 sites on Scott River resulted in a

current condition and trend assessment. Dennis Maria, Bioclogist for
the california Dept. of Fish & Game, suggested that the gqualitative
site condition assessment be used for this study. The following

material was used as a guideline 1in the preparation of the field
assessment work sheet.

A numeric grading system from one (1) to five (5) was used. The
numeric evaluation score was based on several factors which
collectively determine the relative condition of each riparian system.
Gf these, the negative factors are, 1in reality, pressures on the
system which tend to collectively disrupt its internal structure and
dynamics, and are weighed against the natural structural and
functional factors which give riparian systems their normal forms.
These factors (all of which have component parts) include:

1. plant structure, floristics, and diversity (including
cover density or c¢rown closure and obligate riparian
indicator sgspecies);

2. distribution and extent of vegetation (historical,

present, and potential);

intrazone and adjacent land uses;

stream channelization;

available water supply and water diversions; and

present apparent (subjective) trend in condition.
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In addition to the one (1) through five (5) numeric evaluation,
three modifiers were used to describe apparent trends in riparian
system condition: a "D, "R",. or "S8" was used to denote z degrading,
recovering, or stable riparian system, respectively.

The numeric evalusation description is listed below:
Scare Descriptors

1-- near~pristine area fairly typical cf a climax riparian
vegetation in its particular gecgraphic location; no
obvious disturbance; areal extent {riparian zone
coverage) completely realized; indicator and ohbligate
riparian plant species present for particular regional
envirenment .

Z2-— good riparian vegetation with typical cobligate indicator
species characteristic of the geographic location;
advanced successional stage; minimal disturbance;
riparian zeone moderately but not completely vegetated;

3-- disturbed riparian vegetation with moderate diversity of
riparian species and intermittent canocpy closure; cobvicus
disruption from human-use activities; areal and
vegetational potential of riparian zone less than
complete;

-



The trend

D

degraded riparian vegetation with low specles diversity;
few obligate riparian gspecies and sparse canopy
covering; exotic species often invading; heavy impact and
disruption from human-use activities; potential areal
extent, species diversity and vegetation density severely
constrained,

severely degraded riparian vegetation, usually lacking
obligate riparian indicator species and often lacking
mesic vegetation; many exotics often present; usually
much bare ground visible; very heavy impact from human-
use activities; potential extent, diversity and density
of vegetation within riparian zone completely unrealized
and severely limited.

modifier descriptions are listed below:

(degrading)}-~riparian vegetation decreasing in apparent
areal extent, plant species diversity, or canopy closure
due to disruptive, human-use influence;

(recovering)-riparian vegetation progressing in
successional stages toward presumptive climax type due to
removal of disruptive impacts cor imposition of active
resource management;

{stable) -- riparian vegetation appearing tc be
maintaining present areal extent, species diversity, and
canopy density.

The gualitative gite condition assessment findings are pregented
Figure 2.0.

o
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METHODS AND MATERIALS

The approach selected for the inventory and evaluation is
described on pages 5 -~ 6, In order to complete those objectives,
field observation was necessary, along with the use of aerial photos
and the review of planned projects that have been completed on the
Scott River. The author gave an added dimension to the evaluation by
adding his expertise, work experience and knowledge of the study area.

The field work was completed by doing a direct observation of the

different site. These site determinations included the following
criteria:

1. Fenced or not fenced.

2. Livestock exclusion

2. Livestock access

4. Bank protection with large rock or not protected

5. DPominate specilies age

6. Change in crown density species or percentage

7. Percentage or diversity of understory cover

§. Froperty ownership boundary

9. Low flow location

«

Site delineation was by direct observation in field. The
information c¢ollected at each site was recorded on the field work

sheet as follows:

Field work sheet #

Plan Sheet # - Reference to ownership plan map

Qwner - name recorded

Left or Bight bank -~ Determination facing downstream
Fenced - If not, indicated that the site is not fenced
Low water flow - Indicated if at toe of slope

Livestock access or exclusion - one indicated
Fenced site could be indicated and still have livestock

ageess
Riprap - large rock indicated and date of completion recorded
Other - Levee - ditch along bank - dedicated strip
Length - Paced distance
Hidth - Measured szlope and/or riparian zone. Recorded width
of slope and/or riparian zone at paced 100' stations -
averaged and recorded in width for calculation of
area in acres,

Age - information from aerial photo or from construction plan.
Rominate species - identified ~ recorded - height measured

and/or estimated.
Crown density - Estimated by direct observation

Un t - Identified - recorded - height measured and/or
estimated.

Cover density - Estimated by direct observation.

Current Conditicon and Trend were recorded.

Species of Copncern - animal or plant

Comments - recorded grass species, weed densii i
concern’, recommendations for the sits, ar 11 ther
information that could be helpful and perizining to the

site.
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l. Site Degcriptors:

1. Nearly Pristine - Two or more dominate species - average 25
1.1% to 30 feet in height with 90% to 100% crown
density - slope and/or cover density 85% to
95% shading and/or overhang of low flow at
toe of bank slope - No apparent dieback of
dominate species. Age 20 vyears or more.
Livestock excluded.

2. Good One or two dominate species, average 8 to 20
54% . feet in height, with 6€5% crown density. The
I . slope and cover density average 48%. Bank
has been gtabilized with large rock on 63% of
these sites. Livestock is excluded on 64%
g of thegse sites. Some dieback of dominate
species is apparent.

3. Disturbed One or two dominate species, 10 to 35 feet in
35% height with 25% crown density. Dieback of
dominate gpecies is apparent. These sites
lack bank slope growth. PBanks have been
stabilized with large rock on 31% of these
sites. Livestock exclusion cecurs on 26% of
. these sites. Cover density average i3 40%.
I Bank swallow habitat is present on the
eroding banks.

4. Degrading No crown density on 65% of these sites. Some
| 9.,6% vertical and/cr eroding bhanks ogccur on these
sites. Bites that are on the inside of curves
have gsand and gravel depcsited, which blends
with the old meander line. Very sterile, dry
area. Sites with c¢rown density usually have
two dominant species, 10 te 25 feet in height
with understory slope growth of 18%. Banks
have been stabkilized with large rock on 14%
0of these sites. Livestock 1s ezcluded on 11%
of these sites.

Trend Consideration:

‘ When evaluating a site, trend changes must be taken into
consideraticon. Changes can be brought about by man, animal or nature,

| and can be negative or positive. Positive changes that come to mind

. are management practices such as fencing, livestock exciusions and
vegetative plantings.



Recovering:

One gquestion comes to mind when speaking ¢f the recovering trend site-
what is the site recovering from? This site may have had a vertical
eroding bank with no riparian vegetation and there iz knowledge that
livestock had access in 1970.

The recovering trend site has one or more species of riparian growth
on the top of the bank and bank slope. The soil profile is protected
with large rock riprap and/or vegetative cover with no material from
the soil profile eroding into the flow of the river. The riparian
growth on the recovering trend site indicates no dieback of species.

The crown density average is 61% with 80 of the 139 sites (58%) having
livestock exclusion. ERock riprap protection exists on 72 sites (52%),
although the average age c¢f growth on these recovering sites is 19
vyears. Some sites only have two years of riparian growth.

Stable:

The stable site has one or more dominate species of riparian growth on
the bank slope and top of bank area. The bank is protected with large
rock riprap or vegetative cover. The scil profile is not contributing
material into the flow. The average age of growth on the sites is 24
yvears. The riparian growth on some sites has dieback of species (5 to
10%). Rock riprap protection exists on 65 sites (52%) with 74 of the
126 sites (59%) having livestock exclusion,

Degrading:

B large percentage of these sites were reccvering or stable within the
last two decades. Other sites are on the inside of curves where sand
and gravels have been deposited and are very dry and sterile areas.

The average crown density is 51%. Livestock are excluded on 16 {(15%)
of the 109 sites. The average age of this riparian growth is 24 years
with one or more species at these sites. Streambank protection with
large rock exists on 36 (33%) of the 109 sites. Vertical eroding
banks that contribute silt teo the flow are inciuded in these sites.
Some of these vertical banks have existing bank swallow habitat.



RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

With 55% of the sites cbserved indicating their current condition
as nearly pristine or good, the overall condition of the riparian
growth is on the positive side. On the negative side, 45% of the
sites observed indicate disturbed or degraded current conditions.
Necessary manadement or conservation practices should be implemented
to bring these sites over to the positive side, The list of
landowners ranked according to their willingness to participate shows
a positive indicator to accomplish restoration and maintenance to the
Scott River riparian system.

As a result of this evaluation study, it indicates 64 (17%) of
the sites have c¢é6ttonwood. This species is adapted for establishment
on the existing soil profiles and available moisture. Areas that have
been fenced to exclude livestock and proposed fenced areas should have

cottonwood plantings established. Cottonwood species will afford
additional shading capabilities. In scme of the narrow cross-section
river areas mature cottonwoods could produce an almost closed canopy
over the flow area. Cuttings of local stock are available for
planting.

The average tree age for the left bank 1is 19 vears. This

includes sites that have had work completed in the last three years.
The left bank has 61 sites that have no tree age. These 61 sites are
approximately 46,293 feet or 29% of total length of the study area.
Eroding or unstable banks totaling 8,185 feet or 5% of the total need
protection with large rock riprap. Included within these 61 sites are
14 sites that are located at the tce of hill slopes and/or very dry
gravelly, sandy sterile zites.

The average tree age for the right bank is 20 years. This includes
sites that have had work completed in the last five years. The right
bank has 74 sites that have no tree age. These 74 sites are

approximately 49,480 feet or 32% of total length of the study area.
Eroding or unstable banks totaling 12,840 feet or 8% of the total need
protection with large rock riprap. Included within these 74 sites are
15 sites that are located at the toe of hill slopes and/or very dry,
gravelly, sandy sterile sites.

The total of the 135 sites or 36% of total that have no tree age
indicated have no fenced sites and no sites protected with large rock
riprap. The following is inventory breakdown of the descriptors and
trend for the 135 sites: 2R {good & recovering) = 40, 2S (good &
stable) = 10, 3R ({(disturbed & recovering}) = 18, 38 ({(disturbed &
stable)= 13, 3D (disturbed & degrading) = 26, 48 {(degraded and stable)
= 1, 4D (degraded and degrading) = 26, 5D (severely degraded and
degrading} = 1. The total of eroding and/or unstable banks would
increase with prolonged high flows in the Scott River.

Maintenance of existing large rock riprap for bank protection,
exlisting fences, and replacement of fences destroyed by high flows was
discussed with iandowners. The above was included within the list of
recommended practices on compiling landowner willingness.
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SUMMARY

The streambanks protected with large rock are the base for the
existing riparian system. The protected areas have provided
protection to adjacent areas and riparian growth has been established.
The private landowners cooperating with several governmental agencies
have installed protective measures along the banks. Private landowner
cooperation has been very important in the establishment of the
present riparian cover.

The following information is a summary of Figures 2.0 through 11.0:

Figure 2.0 - 373 sites ~ current condition - nearly pristine 1%
good 54%
disturbed 35%
degraded 10%

trend - recovering 35%
atable 37%
degrading 28%

Figure 3.0 - Acres and bank length by miles and feet.

. . , :
Figure 4.0 - Dominant species ~ age:
130 sites - Left bank - Dominant species average tree age
19 years
108 sites - Right bank - Dominant species average tree

age -~ 20 vears
68% of total sites on left bank and 58% of total sites on
right bank have tree age indicated.

Figure 5.0 -~ Dominant species - alder & cottonwocod:
70 sites - left bank - alder - average height 26 feet
32 gites - left bank - cottonwood - average height 597
57 sites - right bank - alder - average height 25 feet
32 sites - right bank - cottonwood - average height 557
Figure 6.0 - Dominant species - willow:
133 sites - left bank - willow - average height 19 feet

114 siteg - right bank - willow - average height 1% feet

Willow Species:

55 sites - left bank - 22% of total have one zpecie
80 sites - left bank - 42% of total have two species
47 sites - right bank - 25% of total have one specie
68 sites -~ right bapk - 37% of total have two species



I Figure 7.0 - Dominant species - "other trees"”
80 sites - left bank have one or more gpecies as listed
83 sites - right bank have one or more species as listed

Crown density:

Total of 191 sites on left bank - 128 or 67% have average
crown density of 53%

Tota]l of 182 sites on right bank - 106 or 59% have
average crown density
of 59%

Understory:

Figure 8.0 - Grasses:

180 sites - left bank - 11 grass species listed with
each site having an average of
3 grasses and an averadgde height
of 2.2' +/-

184 sites - right bank - 10 grass species listed with
each site having an average of
3 grasses and an average height
of 2.27 +/-

Willow:

Left bank has 57 sites with one specie, 65 sites with two
specles, and one site with four species. S8ix species of
native and introduced willows are listed.

Right bank has 50 sites with one specie, 64 sites with
two species, and four sites with three species. Six
species of native and introduced willows are listed.

Figure 9.0 - Weeds:

181 sites - left bank - 28 weed species listed with each
site having an average of 5 weeds
and an average height of 3.0°".

184 sites - right bank ~ 28 weed species listed with each
site having an averadge of 5 weeds
and an average height of 3,0°.

Figure 10.0 - Blackberry:
62 sites - left bank - ! specie of blackberry
62 sites - right bank - 1 specie cf blackberry

Other:

Left bank - 17 s=species listed that are "woody" species -
alder, cottonwood, clematis, matrimony vine,
eto.

Right bank - 21 species listed that are "woody” species -

chokecherry, golden willow, raspherry, silver

. poplar, etc.
Figure 11.0 - Other understoary growth:

Left bank - 7 gpecies listed that are primarily legumes
and cereal ryve.
Right bank - & species listed that are primarily legumes

and cereal rye.

T
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Figure 11.0 continued:

Understory density:
Left bank - 191 sites listed with average density of 48%
Right bank - 182 sites listed with average density of 49%

Conclusion:

The streambanks and the top of bank areas that have been protected
with large rock are stable. Stability of the site is necessary in
order tc esgtablish new and/or maintain the existing riparian. The
woody producing species should be increased both by planting and
management. This, practice will bring increased crown density growth
that will provide more shade and cover to the flow. Planting stock
species are avallable locally from several sites. These are native

and introduced species. With increased riparian density the available
soil moisture could be depleted during the late summer and early fall.

Noxious weed control may be needed on some sites.
Protection and restoration of the riparian system will require

maintenance or managemenit practices in place and consideration of new
technigues in habitat management as theyvy become available.
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PRIORITY VALUES

2ll descriptor values assigned and practices recommended are from
field observation and previous knowledge, experience, and expertise of

the observer.
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Current condition down = Disturbed, degraded, severely

degraded
degrading or severely degraded.

3 - Current condition up * nearly pristine or good

Trend down =
2 - Current cond
Trend up = r

1 - Current cond
Trend up - t

5 - Pasture - 1)

[
¥

Hayland with

bt
i

Hayland - Us

[ ]
§

I. Praciices.:

3 -8P - Slope planting - Riprapped slopes
cover density designated as hig

sites,.

degrading or severely degraded.

ition down = Disturbed, degraded, severely
) degraded
ecovering or stable

ition up = nearly pristine or good
ecovering or stable.

Adjoining land use is pasture, and livestock
have acecess to  river system, or 2) the site
is fenced but livestock have access to the river
system with resulting high impact on riparian
system,

aftermath grazing - Aftermath grazing by live-
stock 1s the utilization of small grain straw
and late summer - early fall growth of alfalfa
stands. Livestock have access to river system
during grazing periocd. Medium to low impact on
riparian system,.

ed primarily for the production of alfalfa hay
in conjuncticn with rotation of asmall grains.
Usually no livestock impacts. On some sites
this practice ocgours near to the top of the
bank and limits the amount of growth area for
riparian vegetation.

Livestock exclusion - No livestock is allowed within the

river system.

less than 0%
Ty

5
v planting

B ol

{Refer to prescriptions
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3 - F -
5 -Bp -~
2 - B -
2 ~ 1 -

Fencing ~ Fencing is needed on one or more sites
on ownership.

Rank Protection -~ Bank protection with large rock
is needed on one or more sites on ownership. {(Includes
planting, fencing, and livestock exclusion).

Tree and Shrub Planting - One or more sites on
ownership recommended for planting.

Irrigation - Irrigation system recommended for
establishment and/or malntenance of riparian vegetation.

2 -LW - Well, pump, tank for livestock watering when livestock

Number value

are excluded from river system.

selected for recommended conservation practices are as

follows:
Five {(5) = highest priocrity practice
Four {(4) = {none used)
Three {3} = high priority practices but lower numbers used in

evaluation to determine priority.



ri

e or Value *ALU -~ Ad- a *Value

Current Ceondition Down and Trend Down 4 Pasture 5
Current Condition Up and Trend Down 3 Hayvland w/aftermath grazing 2
Current Condition Down and Trend Up 2 Hayland . 1
Current Condition Up and Trend Up 1 Livestock Exclusion 0

Slope Planting - if one or 3

more sites on ownership

P . . .
R ® Recovering
5 = Stable SP = Slope Planting
D = Degrading F = Fencing

BP = Bank Protection
V = Value P = Tree & Shrub Planting
Vi= Value of Descriptor I = Irrvrigation
VZ= Total Value of Sites LW = Livestock Water
#5i = Number of Sites
ATCT = Average Total Condition & Trend Total = Overall Total Value
Criteria - Crown cover and/or cover density = 50% or less.

DESCRIPTORS
OWNER SITES SITES SITES *
R V1 ¥ 5 Vi v D.vi v #si V2 ATCT ALU SP ¥ RP P I .. LW TOTAL
BLACK, DAVE 3 {(4) 12 3 12 4,0 5 3 03 2 2 0 24.0
STENCER, JOHN 1 (1 1 8 (4) 22 11 38 3.4 5 303 2 0 2 23.4
1 (2) 2 I (3 3
JENNER, G.A. 1 (1) 1 1 (1) 31 11 (4) 44 16 52 3.3 5 3 3 2 0 i 23.3
3 (2) 6
HURLIMANN, JOE 1 (1) 1 4 (1) 4 g (4) 32 17 45 2.6 5 3 3 2 0 2 22.6
2 (2) 4 2 {(2) 4

HURLIMANN, MARK 5 (1) 5 1 (1) 1 4 (4) 16 10 22 2.2 B 3 3 2 0 2 22.2



ERIORITY LIST
DESCRIPTORS
OWNER SITES SITES SITES *
R VIV S8 Vivy p viy #5i V2 ATCT ALU SP F BP P I LW __ TOTAL
DAVIDSON, PAT 2 (1) 2 5 gzg 5 3 (4) 12 16 31 1.9 5 3 3 5 2 2 21.9
6 (2)12
PASTURES OF HEAVEN 2 (1) 2 7 (4) 28 9 30 3.3 5 3.3 5 2 0 0 21.3
TOBIAS, QUENTIN 3 (1) 3 2 (1) 2 5 (4) 20 10 25 2.5 5 3 3 5 2 0 0 20.5
HANNA BROS. 3 (1) 3 5 (2)10 8 (4) 32 16 47 2.9 2 3 3 5 2 0 2 19.9
NOAH, BUD 1 (1)1 2 3 1.5 5 3 3 5 2 0 0 19.5
1 (2) 2
RANCHO DEL SOL 3 (1) 3 5 (1) 5 3 (4) 12 13 24 1.8 5 2 3 5 2 0 0 18.8
2 (2) 4
MASON RANCH 1 (1)1 3 (4) 12 5 15 3.0 2 3 3 5 2 0 0 18.0
1 (2) 2
BALL, TOM 1 (1) 1 1 (4) 4 2 5 2.3 5 3 3 0 2 2 0 17.3
HORN, DOUG 6 (4) 24 6 24 4.0 5 3 3 0 0 0 2 17.0
TOBIAS, QUENTIN 1(1) 1 15 (4) 60 16 61 3.8 5 3 3 0 2 0 O 16.8
BURTON, ERNEST 2 (1) 2 4 (1) 4 1 {(4) 4 7 10 1.4 2 3 3 5 2 0 0 16.4
BRYAN, MIKE 1 (1)1 5 (1)ys5 2 (4) 8 9 16 1.8 5 3 0 0 2 2 2 15.8
1 (2) 2
RICHARD BARNES g (1) 8 1 (4) 4 10 14 1.4 5 3 0 5 0 0 © 14.4
1 (2) 2
1 SRAEL, LON 4 (1) 4 1 (1)1 2 (4) 8 9 17 1.9 0 3 3 0 2 2 2 13.9
2 (2) 4
DUNLAP, 7D 9 (2)18 8 (1) 8 5 (4) 20 21 46 2.1 2 3 3 0 2 0 © 12.1
HANSEN, WALTER 2 (1) 2 1 (4) 4 5 10 2.0 0 3 0 5 2 ¢ 0 12.0
2 (2) 4
BRAZIL, DON 3 (1) 3 4 (L) 4 2 (4) 8 10 17 1.7 5 3 0 0 0 0 2 11.7
1 (2) 2
FOWLE, KEN 5 (1) 5 6 (1) 6 2 (4) 8 16 25 1.6 0 3 0 5 2 0 0 11.6
3 (2) 6
MERLO, EDWARD 3 (1) 3 4 5 1.3 0 0 3 5 2 0 0 11.3
1 (2) 2
AHR RANCH 6 (1) 6 5 (1) 5 1 (4) 4 12 15 1.3 2 3 3 0 2 0 0 11.3
WALKER, BRUCE 8 (1) 8 9 (1) 9 17 17 1.0 2 3 3 0 2 0 O 11.0
TOZIER, BEN 1 (1) 1 5 (2)10 5 (4) 20 11 31 2.8 5 3 0 0 0 0 O 10.8
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DESCRIPTORS

TOTAL
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v AN INVENTORY
ERIORITY LIST
Descriptors Value *ALU = Ad-doining Land Use Value
Current Condition Down and Trend Down 4 Pasture 5
Current Condition Up and Trend Down 3 Hayland w/aftermath grazing 2
Current Condition Down and Trend Up 2 Hayland 1
Current Condition Up and Trend Up I Livestock Exclusion 0
Slope Planting - if one or 3
more sites on ownership
R = Recovering Presgription Practices
S5 = Btable
D = Degrading 5P = Slope Planting
F = Fencing

V = Value BP = Bank Protection
Vi= Descriptor Value P =z Tree & Shrub Planting
V2= Total Descriptor Value I = Irrigation
#5851 = Number of sites LW = Livestock Water

ATCT = Average Total Condition & Trend Total = Overall Total Value

Criteria - Crown cover and/or cover density = 50% or less.

DESCRIPTORS
OWNER SITES SITES SITES *
R_V* V 8 VIV D VX ¥ #5i Vv? ATCT ALU sP _F BP P I LW TOTAL
AHR RANCH 6 (1) 6 5 (1) 5 1 (4) 4 12 15 1.3 2 3 3 0 2 0 0 11.3
BALL, TOM 1 (1) 1 1 (4) 4 2 5 2.3 5 3 3 0 2 2 0 17.3
BARNES, GLENN 1 (1) 1 1 1 1.0 5 0 0 0 0 0 O 6.0
RICHARD BARNES 8 (1) 8 1 (4) 4 10 14 1.4 5 3 0 5 0 0 0O 1.4
1 {2) 2
BLACK, DAVE 3 (4) 12 3012 4.0 5 3 3 5 2 2 0 24.0
BRAZIL, DON 3 (1) 3 4 (1) 4 2 (4) 8 10 17 1.7 5 3 0 0 0 0 2 11.7
1 (2) 2
BRADFORD, BRUCE 1 (1) 1 2 {1) 2 3 3 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.0
BRYAN, MIKE 1 (1)1 5 (1) 5 2 (4) 8 9 16 1.6 5 3 0 0 2 2 2 15.8
1 (2) 2
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PRIORITY LIST
DESCRIPTORS
OWNER SITES SITES SITES *
R_Vl vy S V1 y D Vvt ¥y $5i 2 ATCT ALU SP F BP_P_ 1 LW  TOTAL
BURTON, ERNEST 2 (1) 2 4 (1) 4 1 (4) 4 7 10 1.4 2 3 3 5 2 0 0 16.4
CONNALLY/FAIRBANKS 1 (1) 1 1 1 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.0
DAVIDSON, PAT 2 (1) 2 5 (1) 5 3 (4) 12 16 31 1.9 5 3 3 5 2 0 2 21.9
6 (2)12
DEWITT, TOM 1 (1) 1 1 (1) 1 3 4 1.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.3
1 (2) 2
DUNLAP, 7D 9 (2)18 8 (1) 8 5 (4) 20 21 46 2.1 2 3 3 0 2 0 0 12.1
FINDLEY, STEVE 1 (4) 4 1 4 4.0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 4.0
FINLEY, STEVE 2 (1) 2 & (1) 6 10 12 1.2 0 0O 3 0 2 0 0 6.2
2 (2) 4
FOWLE, KEN 5 (1) 5 6 (1) 6 2 (4) 8 16 25 1.6 0 3 0 5 2 0 0 11.6
3(2) 6
FUHRER, STEVE 2 (1) 2 2 2 1.0 0 c ¢ 0 0 0 0 1.0
GLASCOCK, ROBERT 3 (1) 3 3 (1) 3 1 (4) 4 7 10 1.4 2 3 3 0 0 0 0 9.4
HAMMOND, CARL 1 (1) 1 1 (4) 4 2 5 2.5 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 7.5
HANNA BROS. 3 (1) 3 5 (2)10 8 (4) 32 16 47 2.9 2 3 3 5 2 0 2 19.9
HANSEN, WALTER 2 (1) 2 1 (4) 4 5 10 2.0 0 3 0 5 2 0 0 12.0
2 (2) 4
HORN, DOUG 6 (4) 24 6 24 4. 5 3 3 0 0 17.0
HOWARD, HARMAN 1 (1) 1 1 1 1.0 0 0 0 0 0 O© 0 1.0
HOWELL, DON 3 (1) 3 2 (4) 8 7 15 2.1 0 3 0 2 0 7.1
2 (2) 4
HURLIMANN, ANDREW 1 {1) 1 1 1 1.0 3 0 0 0 0 O© 0 4.0
HURLIMANN, JOE 1 (1) 1 4 (1) 4 8 (4) 32 17 45 2.6 5 3 3 5 2 0 2 22.6
2 {2) 4 2 (2) 4
HURLIMANN, MARK 5 (1) 5 1 (1) 1 4 (4) 16 10 22 2.2 5§ 3 3 5 2 0 2 22.2
ISRAEL, LON 4 (1) 4 1 (1} 1 2 (4) 8 9 17 1.9 0© 3 3 0 2 2 2 13.9
2 (2) 4
JAFAM CORP 7 (1) 7 1 (1) 1 10 12 1.2 0 3 3 0 2 0 0 9.2
2 (2) 4
JENNER, G.A. 1 (1) 1 1 (1) 1 11 (4) 44 16 52 3.3 5 3 3 5 2 0 2 23.3
3 {(2) 6
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Using a scale of 1 - 10,

the landowners

LANDOWNER WILLINGNESS

were asked to rate themselves

on their willingness to participate in performing the recommended

practices.

Low 1

Landowner List =~
project work.

HIGH - 71%

AHR Ranch

Tom Ball

Rick Barnes
Dave Black
Bruce Bradford
Mike Brvan
Ernest Burton

Medium 5 ~ 7

MEDIUM - 15%

Carl Hammond
Poug Horn
Mark Hurlimann
G. A. Jenner
Mason Ranch
J.V, Starr
Bruce Walker

High 8 - 10

according to willingness to participate in

LOW - 5%

Andrew Hurlimann
*¥*Two(2)landowners

NO CONTACT - 9%

Linda Connolly **One (1) landowner
70 Ranch - Dunlap
Steve Findley
Steve Finiey

Ken Fowle

Steve Fuhrer
Robert Glascock
Walter Hansen
Harmon Howard

Don Howell

Lon Israel

Jafam Corp

Walter Krell

Jim Langford

Ed Merlo

Arnold Nutting
Pastures of Heaven
Jack Piersall
Rancho Del Sol
Charles Seaver
Vernon Shuck

John Spencer
Quentin Tobias
Quentin Tobias *
Ben Togzier

Harvey Troutman
Keith Whipple
¥*fPive (5} landowners

Four {(4)landowners
were not contacted,
one had no comment!

* guentin Tobias has two ownerships on the river and different
recommendations.

**% Landowners who rated their willingness but asked that their names
not be printed.
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PRESCRIPTIONS

The eroding rlver bank =sites should be protected with large
rock. Rock riprap bank protection is the only protective
measure being used in the Scott River stream system.
Due to the good performance of the existing installations
cn the Scott River and the availability of roc¢ck at an
economical price, no other alternative solution was
considered. In conjunction with this conservation practice,
shrub and tree planting i3 a must, along with the exclusion

of livestock.

The riparian vegetation established prior to 197C¢ will
need management. Trim the older riparian to encourage new
growth on the established root wad. Establish new plantings.

Riparian growth on the bank slopes provides habitat for

food organisms, cover and shade for fish. On slope sites
where growth was established prior to 1970, trimming
should be done to encourage new growth. Establish new

plantings in unshaded areas on the slope. Riprapped slopes
with less than 50% cover density should be designated as
high priority plantings sites.

The top of the bank area should be planted with taller
species such as cottonweood, alder, poplar, golden willow
and diamond willow. Irrigation will be needed for
establishment. Livestock will be excluded.

Fencing to exclude livestock from riparian zones, and
for establishment and maintenance of riparian vegsetation is
a high priority. Many landowners have excluded livestock
and others have expressed their desire to exclude livestock
by fence construction. Some landowners have expressed their
unwillingness to exclude livestock from the river system.
"permanent' fence construction should be completed in sections
in an effort to prohibit extensive damage during flood
flows. Electric fence construction should be used to exclude
livestock during periods of utilization of small grain straw
and late summer-early fall growth of alfalfa stands.

Install well, pump and tank for livestock watering facilities.
Existing irrigation wells could alse be utilized as a
water source. Solar powered pumps cdould be used in areas
that do not have electricity available.

There should be an extensive and comprehensive management
plan developed and implemented at the local level on the 30
miles of Scott River within the study area. A committee
consisting of local landowners on the Scott River and
representatives of the different governmental agencies should
be formed. One item that this committee should have is
responsibility to try and solve problems at a local level
without outside intervention. This committee could provide
leadership in securing funds for needed work. It could also
be valuable serving as a liaison between landowners and

the agencies or individuals with environmental concerns
and restraints in regard to the performance of these
prescriptions.
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GLOSSARY

Aftermath grazing - The utilization of small grain straw and late
summer - early fall regrowth of alfalfa by livestock grazing.

Havland - land areas irrigated and used for the production of
alfalfa and/or grass hays.

Meander line =~ Usually an old bank line that the channel flow has
moved away from. Deposits of sand, gravel, and silt have been
deposited in the area.

Pasture - Land areas irrigated and non-irrigated for the production
of forage for livestock.

Piling-wire revetment - Wood poles drove into the channel bottom
along the toe of the bank for posts that support heavy wire for
revetment.

Riparian - Native and/or introduced species of vegetative growth on

the banks and top of bank areas along water courses.

Rock Riprap - Imported material which ranges in size from 6% to
5', placed on streambanks to protect against erosion.

Root Wad - The existing root structure of riparian vegetation.

Slope ~ The area from the top of the streambank to the channel
bottom {toe).

Speci of conc - California poppy, Shasta Daisy, and Bank
Swallows.

Toe - The area at the base of the bank slope and the channel bottom.
Federal Programs

. ) . - Average annual funding is
apprcxxmately $50 000 to STO OOO This is a "cost-share"™ program
with the Federal porticn ranging from 50 to 70 percent with an
annual limit of $3,500 per vear per applicant. At 50% this would

allow a §7,000 project. Priorities for project selection are set
annually by an elected committee. Emphasis has been placed on erosion
contreol, water gquality and wildlife for the 1last several vears.

"

Applicants must be considered "agricultural producers". Applications
for projects are generally accepted in October of each year.
Technical specifications from the Soil Conservation Service must be
followed. Contact the local BASCS office for more information.

Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service -~ ASCS - This

agency is part of the United States Department of BAgriculture. ASCS
has programs which offer funding for erosion control, fencing, and
nT oo

riparian plantings. The local BSBCS office can ke contacted azt 215
Executive Ct., Sulite B, Yreka, CA 95097,

4%



California Department of Fish & Game - CDF&E - This state agency
handles grants for the improvement of both fish and wildlife habitat.

i ] ! . - Program funds come from a
varlety of sources such as Prop051t10ns 70 and 99, Commercial Salmon
Stamp Bocount and the Wildlife Conservation Board. These funds are
available to public¢ agencies, nonprofit organizations and Indian
Tribes, Projects which will restore, enhance or preserve anadromous
fisheries habitat are considered. It is strongly recommended that
projects be reviewed by the local CDF&G biologist before submission.
Specific information and format 1is required. Historically, grant
applications are due in late March for funding in the following State
fiscal year. Total availability of funds varies. For more
information contact the Dept. of Fish & Game, P.0O. Box 944209,
Sacramento, CA. 94244-20590,

R 2asi; : i ; R - Program funding is
prov1ded under P.L. 99- 552 Whlch prov1des 21 million dollars over a 20
year period (1986-2006) for anadromous fisheries habitat studies and
enhancement projects within the Klamath River Basin. Funding
priorities are guided by the KRBFTF Long Range Plan. These include
education, fish protection and restoration, and habitat protection and
restoration. Projects are rated by a technical advisory group and
selected for funding by the KRBFTF. Priority is given to projects
which employ unemployed fishermen, Indians and others who depend on
the fishing industry for employment. Requests for proposals generally
are released in mid-March. Grants are made to public agencies,
nonprofit organizations, and Indian Tribes. For more information,
contact the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service at P.0Q. Box 1006, Yreka, CA

96097,

- -onsel Kels! 1 - Qrganized in Scott
Valley in 1949 in accordance with division IX of the Public Resources
Code for the State of California to help solve so0il and water
conservation problems. As a nonprofit organization, program funding
is provided through grants from the KRBFTF and Califernia Fish & Game.
Recent projects have included riparian fencing, bank protection and
restoration along the Scoett River, erosion studies, a fish ladder on

Etna Creek, and this riparian inventory of Scott River. The RCD also
works with the schools in providing pamphlets and teaching tools to
enhance their environmental curriculum. For more information, contact

the Siskiyou RCD at P.O. Box 268, Etna, CA 96027, phone (916)467-3975.

il ' ervice = - This agency is part of the United
States Department of Agriculture. SCS i1s primarily a c¢oeonsulting
agency providing technical advice and design for conservation
projects. The local office can be contacted at 215 Executive Ct.

Suite A, Yreka, CA 96097.

.8, i i i s i - - This agency is part of the
United States Department of the Interior. The USF&WS is concerned
with wildlife and fisheries issues. They c¢an be c¢ontacted at P.0O. Box

1006, Yreka, CA 96097.
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REFERENCES

1958 AERIAL FLIGHT. Reference in report as an indicator of riparian
growth age. Scale -~ 1" = 200 feet. On file at SBiskiyvou
Resource Conservation District (RCD) office, 450 Main Street,
P.O. Box 268, Etna, CA 9S6027.

1971 AERIAL FLIGHT - Base Maps used for PLAN sheets #1 through #22.
Scale ~ 1" = 660 feet, BAerial flight on file at Agricultural
Stabilization and Conservation Service (ASCS) - 215 Executive
Ct., Suite B, Yreka, CA 96097

DATA BASE - RBASE - 1991 - 1992, on file at the Siskiyou RCD office,
Etna, CA.

ELEVATIONS - CROSS SECTIONS - Reference PLAN Sheets - On file at Soil
Conservation Service (SCS) office, 215 Executive Ct., Yreka, CA
96097, and the Siskiyou RCD office, 450 Main, Etna, CA 96027.
Information was used in the preparation of permit application for
the installation of streambank protection and related projects on
the Scott River, Also reference Dept. of Army Corp of Engineer
general permit application on file at the Siskiyou RCD office,
Etna, CA.

ETNA QUADRANGLE - California - Siskiyou County -~ 15 minute series
topographic - US Dept. of the Interior - Geological Survey.
Printed in 1955 - Scale - 1" = 5208 feet.

FEDERAL AND CALIFORNIA FUNDING AND TECHNICAL PROGRAMS - Phage II -
Scott River Granitic Sedimentation Study - French Creek Subbagin
Erosion Control Assessment - by U.8.D.A. Soil Conservation
Service, Yreka Field Cffice - November 1991 - pages 30, 31, 32,
34,

FORT JONES QUADRANGLE - California -~ Siskiyou County - 15 minute
series - Topographic - U.S. Dept. of the Interior - Geoclogical
Survey - PFrinted in 1955 ~ Scale - 1" = 5208 feet.

LAND OWNERSHIP - Sources. ASCS aerial flights, Siskiyou <County
Assessors office, parcel maps, and the 8¢S office records.

QUALITATIVE SITE CONDITION ASSESSMENT material - suthor and date
unknown. Material is in report completed on Central valley, CA,
riparian systems.

SOILS - USDA Soil Conservation Service. 1983 Seil Survey of Siskiyou
County, California - Central part. Pages 32~33, 34, 35, 74, 80,
81, 84, maps #10, 18, 19, 26,
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l. Figure 2.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

QUALITATIVE SITE CONDITION ASSESSMENT

Qualitative site condition assessment of SCOTT RIVER riparian system.
Condition: 1 = nearly pristine; 2 = good; 3 = disturbed;
4 = degraded; 5 = severely degraded.
Trend: R = recovering; S = stable; D = degrading.
Amounts are in percentage.

CONDITION EVALUATION AND TREND SCORE

181 SITES 1 2 3 4 5
LEFT BANK
R S b KR S D R 5 D R S D
1 29 23 1 9 g 17 1l -
.182 SITES 1 2 3 4 5
RIGHT BANK
R 8 D R 5 D R 3 b R S D
1 26 29 5 4 10 19 5 10 -
373 SITES
LEFT & RIGHT 1 2 3 4 5
R S D R 8 b R 5 D R 3 b
1 27 26 1 8 2 18 .5 10 -

CURRENT CONDITION

1 2 3 4 5
Nearly Pristine Good Disturbed Degraded Severely Degraded
1 54 35 10 -
TREND
"Recovering (R) Stable (8) Degrading (D) Severely Degraded(5)
35 37 28 -



Figure 3.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

ARER

ACRES

ACRES TOTAL

ACRES FENCED

ACRES UNFENCED
ACRES PENCED-~RIPRAP
ACRES COW EXCLUDED

LENGTH
BANK - TOTAL MILES

FENCED - MILES

UNFENCED - MILES

RIPRAP - MILES

RIPRAP - FENCED -~ MILES
RIPRAF ~ UNFENCED - MILES
LOW WATER - MILES

LOW WATER FAILS ~ MILES

BANK - TOTAL FEET

FENCED - FEET

UNFENCED - FEET

RIPRAP - FEET

RIPRAP - FENCED - FEET
RIPRAP - UNFENCED - FEET
LOW WATER -~ FEET

LOW WATER FAILS - FEET

LEFT BANK

102.04

43.48
58.56
17.61
35.91

29.71

11.17
18.54
13.01

6.13

6.88
16.68
13.03

156,878

58,985
97,883
68,718
32,345
36,326
88,085
68,793

RIGHT BANK

97.%0

52.68
45,22
18.89
39,91

29.57

15,76
13.81
11.89

14.82
14.75

156,136

83,214
72,922
62,663
38,233
24,430
78,227
77,909



Figure 4.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

DOMINANT SPECIES

68% of sites on the left bank and 58% of sites on the right bank have
treeage indicated. Data came from estimate completed during fieldwork;
comparing present vegetation with 1958 SCS land level aerial flight and
calculating establishment date in conjunction with placement of large
rock riprap.

I TREEAGE
l LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
130 Sites 108 sites
TREEAGE | SITES TREEAGE SITES
I 1 2 5 1
7 1 10 2
8 2 12 7
! 10 5 13 3
11 1 14 3
12 7 15 1
I 13 1 16 1
15 6 17 1
16 1 18 6
18 1 20 28
' 20 29 21 1
21 2 22 7
22 9 23 2
I 23 2 25 16
25 32 27 1
26 1 28 1
l 28 4 30 20
30 11 33 2
33 5 35 5
35 8 NA 74
l NA 60



'. Figure 5.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

I DOMINANT SPECIES
I HEIGHT
I LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
ALDER 70 SITES ALDER 57 SITES
I FEET SITES FEET SITES
10 3 4 1
12 3 10 1
3 14 1 12 2
15 19 13 1
18 2 15 7
i 20 15 18 4
25 11 20 19
28 1 23 1
30 9 24 1
I 35 1 25 g
40 1 30 5
45 1 33 1
l 50 3 35 2
NA 121 40 1
45 1
I 50 1
NA 125
l COTTONWOOD 32 SITES COTTONWOOD 32 SITES
FEET SITES FEET SITES
10 1 15 3
i 15 1 20 3
20 4 25 4
25 2 30 1
I 30 3 35 3
50 3 40 1
60 3 50 3
65 1 60 3
l 75 3 65 2
80 4 75 2
85 i 80 3
l 90 1 85 2
100 3 90 1
110 2 100 1



.' Figure 6.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

DOCMINANT SPECIES

HEIGHT
LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
WILLOW 133 SITES WILLOW 114 SITES
FEET SITES FEET SITES
8 5 8 1
10 12 10 11
1l 1 11 2
12 13 12 7
13 5 13 4
14 5 14 7
15 22 i5 24
16 1 17 1
17 2 18 12
18 13 20 18
20 21 23 2
22 4 24 2
23 4 25 &
24 1 30 10
25 12 33 2
28 1 35 5
30 7 NA 68
35 4
NA 58

Willow height determined by actual measurement and/or estimate
during fielid observation.

SPECIES
LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
WILLOW SPECIES WILLOW GSPECIES
SPECIES SITES SPECIES SITES
1 55 29% 1 47 25%
2 80 42% Z2 68 37%
|. NA 56 NA 67
Salix species - WESTERN BLACK Salix species - SMOOTH
WILLOW (Etna Var) is present by WILLOW (F.J. Var) is
l itself or is intermixed with present by itself or is
SMOOTE WILLOW {(F.J. Var). The intermixed with WESTERN
SMOOTH WILLOW is used by the BLACK WILLOW (Btna Var).
I local Native Americans to create
baskets.



Figure 7.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

DOMINANT SPECIES

OTHER TREES

LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
SPECIES SITES SPECIES SITES
HAWTHORN av. 227 41 HAWTHORN av 22' 40
GOLDEN WILLOW av. 25' 22 GOLDEN WILLOW av. 22' 15
WILD CHERRY 8 WILD CHERRY 14
LOCUST 2 LOCUST 2
ELDERBERRY 1 ELDERBERRY 2
WALNUT 1 WALNUT 1
WHITE OAK 1 WHITE OAK 1
MAPLE 1 RUSSIAN OLIVE 1
PINE 2 PINE 4
DOGWOOD av. 157 1 BLACK OAK 1
SILVER POPULAR 1
QUAKING ASPEN 1
CROWN DENSITY
LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
CROWNDENSITY % SITES CROWNDENSITY % SITES
5 1 10 1
10 2 20 4
15 3 25 3
20 5 30 2
35 4 40 4
49 7 50 12
45 4 55 4
50 17 60 5
55 5 65 7
60 6 70 10
65 12 75 10
70 16 80 14
75 11 85 14
80 13 90 8
85 11 85 7
90 8 100 1
25 3
NA 63 NA 76
AV 53% TOTAL 128/ 67% AV 59% TOTAL 106/ 58%



'. Figure 8.0
SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN
I UNDERSTORY
I GRASSES
I LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
Specles Species
CHEATGRASS CHEATGRASS
FESCUE FESCUE
FOXTAIL FOXTAIL
MILLET MILLET
i ORCHARDGRASS ORCHARDGRASS
RYE GRASS RYE GRASS
SOFT CHESS SOFT CHESS
i SQUIRREL TAIL TIMOTHY
TIMOTHY VELVET GRASS
VELVET GRASS WHEATGRASS
l WHEATGRASS
180 sites have an average 184 sites have an average
of 3 grasses per site with of 3 grasses per site with
l average height of 2.2' 4/~ average height of 2.2' +/
l WILLOW
LEFT BANRK RIGHT BANK
' Species Species
! Species Sites Species Sites
1 57 1 50
2 65 2 64
4 1 3 4
NA 68 NA 64
l Species Species
I Diamond Diamond
Golden Golden
Granis Granis
Nana Nana
Smooth Smooth

Western Black

Western Black



I. Figure 9.0
SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN
I UNDERSTORY
l WEEDS
I LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
Species Species
CANADA THISTLE SAME AS LEFT BANK
CHICKORY
§- DANDELION
DOG FENNEL
FIDDLE NECK
i GOLDEN ROD
HEMLOCK

JERUSALEM OAK
KLAMATH WEED
LAMBS QUARTER
LEAFY SPURGE
MARLAHAN MUSTARD
MILK WEED
MORNING GLORY
MULLIN

MUSTARD

NETTLES
NIGHTSHADE

PIG WEED

PLANTON

PURPLE BLOSSOM THISTLE
RUSSIAN THISTLE

i SHEPHARD PURSE

SOUR DOCK

TAR WEED

WHITE TOP

WILD LETTUCE

YELLOW STAR THISTLE

181 sites have an average 184 sites have an average
of 5 weeds per site with of 5 weeds per site with
an average height of 2'. an average height of 2',



Figure 10.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

UNDERSTORY
BLACKBERRY
LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
Species Sites Species Sites
1 62 1 62
NA 129 NA 120
OTHER
LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
Species Sites Species Sites

ALDER 15 ALDER 8
CATTAIL 3 CATTAIL 1
CHOKECHERRY 22 CHOKECHERRY 8
CLEMATIS 27 CLEMATIS 22
COTTONWOOD 1z COTTONWQOOD 2
CURRANT 31 CURRANT 28
GOLDEN WILLOW 4 GOLDEN WILLOW 7

GRANIS WILLOW 1
HAWTHORN i4 HAWTHORN 12

LOCUsT 1
LOMBARDI POPULAR 1 LOMBARDI POPULAR 1
MAPLE 1
MATRIMONY VINE 16 MATRIMONY VINE 24

NANA WILLOW 1
OREGON GRAPE 3

QUAKEN ASPEN 1
RASPBERRY 1 RASPBERRY 5
ROSE BRUSH 51 ROSE BRUSH 27
SAGE BRUSH 7 SAGE BRUSH 13
SEDGES 32 SEDGES 29

SILVER POPULAR 2
SNOWBRUSH 1 SNOW BRUSH i

STREAMCO WILLOW 1



Figure 11.0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN

l UNDERSTORY DENSITY
LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
I UNDERSTORY UNDERSTORY
DENSITY % SITES DENSITY % SITES
l 0 2 0 1
5 5 5 7
10 5 10 4
i 15 4 15 5
20 8 20 7
25 2 25 4
I 30 10 30 3
35 7 35 6
40 15 40 17
45 2 45 . 1
' 50 40 50 23
‘II' 55 4 55 3
60 11 60 13
65 7 65 5
70 18 70 15
75 9 75 6
80 16 80 24
85 10 85 23
90 12 90 12
95 4 95 1
100 2
TOTAL 191 TOTAL 182
AVERAGE  48% AVERAGE  49%

OTHER UNDERSTORY GROWTH

LEFT BANK RIGHT BANK
Other Species Sites Other Species Sites

I. ALFALFA 2 ALFALFA 0
BACHELOR BUTTON 1 BACHELOR BUTTON 1

CEREAL RYE 14 CEREAL RYE 24

l CLOVER 3 CLOVER 2
- MINT 4 MINT 1
SWEET CLOVER 49 SWEET CLOVER 48

l TREFOIL 5 TREFOIL &



Figure 12,0
S5COTT RIVER RIPARTAN ZONE INVENTORY FORM

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm PROJECT 91-HP-10 G
. FIELD WORK SHEET #: 32 PLAN SHEET #: 13 DATE:
OWNFER: AHR RANCH
OWNER: BURTON, ERNEST % NOTE: "X" INDICATES YES #*x
OWNER:
LEFT OR RIGHT BANK?: LEFT % DETERMINATION BASED ON FACING DOWN STI
FENCED?: X

LOW WATER FLOW?: X
LIVESTOCK ACCESS?:
LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION?: X
RIPRAP - LARGE ROCK?: X

LENGTH OF BANK 450 FT. X WIDTH 19 FT. = 8550 SQ.FT.= 0.20 AC.
DOMINANT SPECIES: AGE: 15 UNDERSTORY SPRCIES:
NAME HEIGHT NAME #VAR.  HEIGHT
ALDER FT. GRASSES X 3 1-4 P
COTTONWQOD FT. WILLOWS X 2 1-3 p'
WILLOWS X #VAR. 2 12 FT. WREDS X 6 1-5 F'
OTHERS : BLKBERRTES Fr
. OTHERS :
CROWN DENSITY: 15% COVER DENSITY: 50%
POTENTIAL ACRES: 0.10 Ac.

COMMENTS: FESCUE, RYE GRASS, MILLET. CANADA THISTLE, MUSTARD, TAR WEED,
HEMLOCK. NEEDS: LS EXCL., FENCING. TALL SPECIES PLANTING.
LOW WATER FLOW FOR 150" OF SITE. MAINTAIN RIPRAP

CURRENT CONDITION: GOOD

CURRENT TREND: RECOVERING

PLANT OR ANIMAL SPECIES OF CONCERN7:

LAND OWNER #1 WILLINGNESS RATING (1-10)7: ice

LAND OWNER #2 WILLINGNESS RATING {(1~10)7: 9

'. LAND OWNER #3 WILLINGNESS RATING (1-10)7:

RECOMMENDED PRACTICES: FENCING ; LIVESTOCK WATER »
' TREE PLANTING » SHRUB PLANTING ' :
MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS: MAINTAIN FENCE ; LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION

I FIRE PROTECTION ; ;



Figure 13.0

Summary of Field Work

OWNER ¥AKES FIELD  PLAN FENCED LOR  LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CONDITICH TREAD
SHEET  SHEET FLOW  ACCESS EXCLUSICR
HALKER, BRUCE i 13 £ left 00D STABLE

FRLKER, BRUCE 2 13 i X LEFT ey STABLE
#RLKER, BRUCE 3 13 i H LEFT 600D STRELE
RALKEX, EROCE 4 13 £ i i LEFT ¢00D RECOVERING

WALKER, BROCE 5 il X LEFT 4000 STRBLE
HALKEX, HRUCE i 13 X LEFT 660D RECOVERING
WALKER, BRUCE 13 £ I £ LEFT 00D STRBLE
HALKER, BRUCE 5 i { { I LEFT 600D RECOVERING
AER RANCE

TROUTHAN BRRVEY 9 3k i I RIGHT £o0D RECOVERING
SHUCK, VERNOK

SHUCK, VERNON 10 13f i g FIGHT REARLY PRISTINE STRBLE
HALKER, BRUCE

HALEER, BRUTE i 13 Z i I RigHEY 300D RECOVERING
HALKER, BRUCE 12 13 I i £ RIGHT 400D RECOVERING
WRLKER, BRUCE L i ‘ : RIGHT G000

re My OBROIARERES PYTSTRNCE LF COERITION FE¥



OWNER KRMES FIELD  PLAN FENCER [O0® LIVESTOCK  LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CONDITION TREND
SHEET  SHEET FLO¥  ACCESS RXCLUSIOR

RHR RANCH 1 13 g £ ¥ LEPT Goon STABLE

3HR RANCE 28 13 H X LEFT 5000 STHBLE

AHE RAKCH 5 13 i i L LEFT 600D RECOVERING
RHR RAKCH 30 13 o i LEFT Go0D SThBLE

RHR RANCH H 13 H LEFT DISTURBED DEGRADING
AHR RANCH 32 13k { I I LERT 600D RECOVERING

BURTOK, ERNEST

BURTZON, ERNEST 33 13z £ i LEFT G00D STAELE
BURTON, ERNEST 34 13X X LEFT 600D STABLE
BURTON, ERNEST 3% IR ¢ 1 X I LEFT Ge0D RECOVERING
BURTON, ERNEST 36 2 X I i LEPT NEARLY PRISTIXE STABLE

SEAVER, CHARLES

STEGALL BROS 1 17 i z S E RIGHT 600D RECOVERING

RIGET G0an STAELE

-
a
et
]

BURTON, EEKEZST 38

DEGRELING

.
Lex
Tt
Lo}
25
o
fegd
o3
=3
‘o
-
tra
24
[
3
fre)
2]
E=

BURTON, ERNEST 38



'. ________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ e e —— - ———

CHEER NAMES FIELD  PLAN FPENCED LOW  LIVESTOCK  LIVESPOCK RIPB-RAP BANK COXDITION TREKD
l ________________ SEEET SMEET FLOW dowss  meost oo
PIERSALL, JACK 53 12 X X b4 RIGHT GOOD SYRRLE
I
l PIERSALL, JACK 54 12 ¥ b I X RIGHT ¢oon STABLE
' PIERSALL, JACK 55 iz I ¥ I X RIGET G00D STEBLE
§ BIERSALL, JACK 56 12 X b RIGET GOOR STARLE
i PIERSALL, JACE 57 12 X ¥ X b RIGHT G000 RECOVERIKG
I
. PIERSALL, JACK 9% i? X X RIGHT GOGh STARLE
|
l BIERSALL, JACK 59 1?2 )3 ¥ RIGET GO0 STRELE
' SEAVER, CHARLES &0 12 X ¥ LEF? GOOB STARLE
I SEAVER, CHARLES ol 17 ¥ ¥ ¥ LEFT G000 RECOVERIKG
' SERVER, CHARLES 62 12 i LEFT GOCh STARLE
|
SEAVER, CHARLES 63 12 b ¥ X RIGHT Gaco STABLE
|
SEAVER, CHARLES 44 17 i LEFT GGOD STABLE
[ )
I SERVER, CHARLES 65 17 ¥ b b LEF? G400 STARLE

l tx "7 PRESICKATES EYISTANCE OF CONDITION *xx



OWNER NAMES FIELD PLAN FENCED LOR  LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIF-RAP BARK CORDITION TREND

________________ S OO O
HANNE BROTHERS 79 A I RIGHT DISTURBED STABLE
HAKNR BROTEERS 80 i i X I RIGHT DISTCRBED STASLE
HANEA BROTEERS &l IV b RIGH? JISTURBED STABLE
TOBIAS, QUENTIN 82 12X i I I  RIGHT 6000 STABLE
TOBIAS, QUENTIN 83 70X i X I RIGHT 600D STARLE
TOBIAS, QUENTIR 84 2% X X RIGET DISTURBED DEGRADING
TORIAS, QUEK?IR  §5 12X i i RIGHT DISTUREED DEGRADING
HA¥NA BROTHERS 86 o £ RIGHT DISTURBED DEGRADING
NOAE, BOD 37 R ¢ £ X RIGHT GO0D STABLE
¥oA#, BUD 48 i1 X I RIGHT DISTURBED STASLE
HURLIMANE, HARE 8% X i I I RIGHT G005 STABLE

HURLIMRRE, 1.

HURLIMANK, HARK %0 il X RIGHT DISTURBED DEGRADING
HURLIHAKY, &.
BURLIMARN, HARE &8l x i i L RIGHT GO0D RECOVERING

HURLIMAKE, &.

tx% Y DESTCYATES EXTSTANCE OF ZONDITION ¥



OWHNER NAKES FIELD 'PL'H PENCED LOK  LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP EARK CORBITION TREND
SHEET  SHEE? Fud%  ACCESS EXCLUSION

______________________________________________________________ e R B TSR e = D = e S e e e e A A T W et e

BURLIMANE, HARE %2 Iz i S RIGET DISTUREED DEGRADING
HANSEN, RALTER

HURLIMANY, MARK 93 11 1 b 4 I LEFT GOCD RECOVERING
KRELL, KALTER

HURLIHANN, &,

EURLIMANN, MARX 95 i1 I 1 I LEFT 400D RECOVERING
EGRLIMARN, &.

I RURLIMANN, HARR 94 1 ’ i LEFT G000 RECOVERING

HURLIMRKN, HARK 36 11 H X LERT DISTOREED DEGEALING
HURLIKANY, &.

. HURLIMANN, MARK 97 1 g it LEPT  DISTURBED DEGRADING
' BURLIHANK, 2.

BURLIMANN, ¥ARK 96 11 % & g §LEFT 600D RECOVERTKG
l HURLTHARK, 1.

HANNA BROS.
I HAKNR BROTHERS 89 il % i LEPT 00D RECOVERTNG
l HANNA BROTHERS 100 11 % I 5 § LT 600D RECOVERING
I HARER BROTRERS 101 11 LEFT  DISTURBED DEGRADING

WURLINARN, J0E 102 % % I 5 § LEPT  DISTURBED STABLE

RURLIMANN, J0E 103 8§ 1 ¥ 5 BEPT  DISTUREED DEGRADBING
l. BLACK, DAVE

RURLIMANN, JOE 104  § § % y TLET JISTURIED
. BLACK, DAVE

DAVIDSON, FaT

I ¥#x "Z* DESIGKATES EXISTARCE GF CCNDITION #72
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ORNER KAHMES FIELD  PLAK PENCED LOW LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CONBITICH TREND
SEEET  SHEET PLOW  ACCESS EXCLUSION

HURLINANN, JOE 143 ¥ X i 4 LEFT §00D STABLE
FUHRER, STEVE

SMITH, JACK 145 S S | X LERY GOGD STABLE
BRYRE, MIKE 146 § I X X I RIGHT 400D STRBLE

JEEEER, G.A.

ERYAN, MIKE 147 § I e RIGET SEGRADED STABLE

l FUHRER, STEVE 144 § X X H I LEFT 400D STABLE

. BRYAN, HIXE 148 § X £ i I RIGHT 400D STABLE

I - BRYRN, HIKE 144 § X i RIGHT §00D RECOVERING

' BRYAN, HIXE 154 I i i r LEFT GOGD STABLE
RANCHQ DEL S80I

i BRIAK, HIKE il &z i LEF? DEGRADED DEGRADING
BRYAK, MIRE 152 8 I X i LEFT §a0b STABLE

ERYAN, MIKE i3 1 X LEFT DEGRADED DEGRRDING
JENKER, G.4.

l. RANCHO DEL S0L 154 T i i i LEFT 500D RECOVERING

RANCHO DEL S0L 135 T ¥ i i LEFT DISTURBED DEGEADING

¥Rk VYR DRSIGNATES EXISTARCE OF CONDITION ix¢



CHEER NRMES FIELD  PLAN PENCED LOW LIVESTGCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BABK CONBITION TREXD
SHEET  SHEET FLOF  ACCESS BECLUSTON

WEIPPLE, KRITH 189 ¢ I X I RIGHT 600D STRBLE

I FHIPPLE, REITH 170 8 X RIGHT DISTURBED RECOVERIHG
I WHIPPLE, KEITH 171 & X X RIGHT DISTUREED RECOVERING
WHIPPLE, REITH 172 § X I RIGHT 506D STABLE

FHIPPLE, REITH 173 § 1 i { I RIGHT 600D DEGRABIKG
I. WHIPPLE, KEITH 174 LT § X LEFY DISTURBED RECOVERING
WRIPPLE, EEITH 175 I I i LEPT GO0B STARLE

RHIPPLE, REITH 178 B X I LERY BISTUREED DEGRRDIKG

BHIPPLE, KEITR 177 £ i i LEPT G000 DEGRADING
REIPPLE, REITH 178 8 I LEFT JISTUREED STABLE
WEIPPLE, KEITH 179 b I { LEFT DISTURBET STABLE

. REIPPLE, REITH 140 £ X i i LR Siliji RECOVERIHG
HEIPPLE, KEITH 181 5 i X I LEFT Geon RECOVERING
#ex My DESIGHATES EXISTANCE QF CONDITION #¥%




ORNER NRMES FIELD  PLAN FENCED LOW  LIVESYOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CORDITION TRERD

________________ N I 0t O
18RAEL, LON 195 LI | 4 4 I RIGHT 00D RECOVERING
ISRAEL, LOK 156 § X RIGHT DISTURBED RECOVERING
JAPAY CORP 197 FR | i 1 i LEMT 600D RECOVERTHG
JAFAM CORP 158 50X X i i LEFT 6000 RECOVERING
JAFR¥ CORP 199 E | I LEFT DISTEREED RECOVERING
JAFAM CORP 200 FI ¢ X i I LEFT 00D STABLE
JAFAK CORP 201 500X I LEF? DISTUREED RECCVERING
JRFAM CORP ! L § i X § LEFT 000 RECGVERING
STARE, 4.V, 203 y 1 X b4 i LEPT ¢OGD RECOVERING
SPARR, 4.7, 204 LI | X I LEFT 00D STABLE
T8RARL, LOK 205 4 H I RIGHT ¢ooh STABLE
ISRARL, LOK 208 § RIGET"  DISTURBED DEGRADING
ISRAREL, LOK a7 5 i RIGHT DISTURBED DEGRADING

¥4k V7% DESICNATES EXISTANCE OF CONDITION #x#



..................................................................................................................................

OWNER KAKES FIELD  PLAF FERCED LORW LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CONDITION TREND

S 0 s
FORLE, KE¥ 12l 4 X 1 4 X RIGHT 600D STABLE

PORLE, KEX 111 i I I I RIGHT G000 RECOVERING

FOHLE, XE¥ 223 i I 14 S RIGHT DEGRADED DEGRADING

PORLE, EZN 24 i ¥ i X I RIGHT DIS?EREED DEGRADIKG

SPENCER, JOBN

SPERCER, Jogy 215 3 RIGHT DISTURBED BEGRADIKG
SPEKCER, JOHN 226 10X S ¥ LERT 400D DEGRADING
SPERCER, JORY 227 k LEFT DISTURBED DEGHADING
SPENCER, JOBE  2I8 4 i LEFT 600D STABLE
FORLE, KEW

FOWLE, REN a9 § X X i LEFT 600D RECOVERIKG
FOWLE, KEK 230 ¢ 1 b i ¥ LEFT 600D STABLE
TORIAS, QUENTIN 23] 3 i i I RIGEY DISTURBED DEGRADING
TORIAS, QUENTIK 232 3 i RIGHT DEGRADED DEGRABING
TOBIAS, QUERTIN 233 3 I £ RIGHT DISTUREED JEGRADING

¥t U DESIGHATES EXISTANCE OF CONDITION »**



|
|. GRERNMES  PIED PN PDICED LoF LSOO LIBSOCK RIBRAP BN comnmOr ww

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, O O e
I TOEIAS, QUENTIN 247 P | X LEFT DEGRADED DEGRADING |
l TOBIAS, QUENTIN 248 i X X I RIGHT 500D RECOVERING
I

HAMMOND, CARL 24§ l i kIGHT 600D RECOVERING
I

HAMMOND, CARL 230 2 I 1 {  RIGHT LISTERBED DEGRALING
g TOBIAS, QUENTIN
i TCBIAS, QUERTIN 251 z i I RIGHT DISTURBED DEGRADIXG
I TORIAS, QUENTIN 182 z i RIGHT DEGRADED DEGRABIKG
@
I TOBIAS, QUEKTIN 233 K X X ¥ LEFT BISTORBED DEGRADIXG
|

TCBIAS, QUENTIN 244 1 X i £ LEFT DEGRADED DEGRADING
l

TOBIAS, QUENTIN 255 2 X LEFT DEGRADED DEGRADIHG
i
I TOBIAS, QUENTIN 256 PR | i { L LEFT GO0k RECOVERING
I TORIAS, QUERTIN 237 S ¢ I i LEFT DISTURBED DEGRADING
I BARKES, RICK 238 2 H i LEFT &GoD RECOVERING
®

BARKES, RICK 254 P X X I LEPT G000 RECOVERING
I

ke UpY ARSTGHATES EXISTANCE OF CONBITICH *+¥
|



'. OWNER NAMES PIELD  PLAK PENCED LOW LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CORBITION TREND

I SHEET  SHEET FLOF  ACCES8 EECLOSION
FIKELY, STEVE 273 LI X RIGE? G00D STABLE

I FINLEY, STEVE 274 4 i £ X & RIGHT GOCE STABLE
PIKLEY, STEVE 27§ H : X i RIGHT GoGD STABLE
SHITH, ERRNEST
FINLEY, STEVE 276 14 X LEFT 600D RECOVERING

XcLAUGHLIN, JIN

i 5C0YT VAL RANCE

SCOTY VAL RANCE 277 i LEFT DISTURBED RECGVERING
HOWELL, DOK

. EOWELL, DCH i 15 i £ LER ¢0oD RECCVERING

I HOWELL, DO¥ iy 13 LEFT DISTORBED RECOVERING

I HOWELL, DOXN 280 15 LEFT G00D RECOVERING

I SCOTT VAL RARCE 281 i3 H i I LERT Go0D RECOVERING

I SCOTT VAL RANCH 282 13 I H RIGHT DISTURBELD DEGRADIRG
SCOTT VAL RANCH 283 i3 i i i RIGHT G000 RECOVERING
SCOTT VAL RANCE 284 14 I RIGHT DISTURBED DEGRADIKG

'. HOWELL, DON

, HOWELL, DOK 285 14 I i £ RIGHT ¢00D RECOVERING

l ¥k "p" DESIGNATES EXISTANCE OF CONDITICN **%



CRRER NAMES PIELD  PLAN PENCER LOW  LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIF-RAP BANR CORDITION TREXD

i O OOt OO
DUNLAF, 7D 249 16 ¥ £ RIGET DISTURBED RECOVERING
DUNLAZ, 7D 30 1L | i RIGHT DEGRADED DEGRADING
DUNLAP, 7D 341 16 f LEFT DISTURBED DEGRADING
DUNLAP, 7D 302 1 L i I LEFT G00D STRRLE
BUKLAE, 7D 363 11 LEFT DEGRADED DEGRADING
BORLAF, T3 304 17 LERT DISTURBED RECOVERING
DUNLAP, D 35 i RIGH? GO0D STABLE
DONLAP, 7D 348 7 RIGHT DISTURBED RECOVERING
DUKLAPR, 7D W7 11 £ RIcHT GO0D STABLE
DONLAP, TD s ioox RIGHT DEGRADED DEGRABING
BUKLAP, TD 149 7k RIGHT DISTURBED RECOVERIKG
DORLEE, 7D 310 IR ¢ RIGHT 600D STABLE
BRAZIL, DON 311 1 i i i RIeR? 400D STAELE

¥tx Mp" pROTGHATES EXISTRECE OF CORDITION ®¥x



BRAZIL, LCK

BRAZIL, DCH

BRALIL, DOX

BRAZIL, DOX

TOZIER, BEK

BRAIIL, DOW

BALL, TO¥

BALL, TOM

TOLIER, BEW

PESTURES HEAVER

PASTURES HEAVEN

PASTURES REAVEK

PASTERES HERVEN

PASTURES HERVEY

FIELD

SHEET

iie

i

318

323

336

33l

332

333

334

PLAN FERCED LOW

SHEET

18

14

f—
=g

s
¥

19

20

b

20

20

FLOK

LIVESTOLK
ACCESS

LIVESTOCK RIZ-RAP BANK

EXCLUSION

RIGHT

LEFT

LER?

LEFT

LEFT

LEFT

RIGKT

RIGRY

RIGHT

RIGHT

RIGHT

LEFT

CONDITION

DISTURBED

DEGRALED

DEGRADED

6000

DEGRADED

DISTURBED

G00D

DEGRADED

DISTURBED

DEGRADED

DISTURBED

JISTUREED

STABLE

RECOVERING

JEGRADING

DEGRADING

RECOVERING

DEGRADING

STABLE

STABLE

BEGRADING

DEGRADING

DEGRABING

DRGRADIEG

STAELE



GHNER KAMES

GLASCOCK, ROBT
GLASCOCK, ROBT
GLASCOCK, ROBY
KOWARD, HARMOR
HELLS, SUSRN
BOWARD, HARMOK
CONNGLLY, LIKDA
FAIRBANKS, DIRN
FINDLEY, 3TEVE
HELLS, SUSAN
DERITT, TOM
DERITT, TOH

DERITT, TOM

BARKES, RICK

PEX YN OnFeIAEITre TVTOTINAY Ap

FIRLD

SEEET

352

353

KET

355

358

358

353

13

1%

PLAK FENCED LOW LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK

SHEET

21

21

22

22

22

12

27

by

FLOKW  ACCESS EZCLUSION

X
1 1
I S
£ X
i i
X I
i
£ ¥
H X
i 1
X
i I
I

HRTEmTAn ey

LEFT

LEFT

LEFT

LEPT

RIGHT

RIGHT

RIGET

RIGHT

RIGHT

RIGHT

RIGHT

RIGHT

COXDITION

DEGRADED

GOCD

GOGD

600D

DISTYREED

600D

ey

DISTOKBED

i

8003

DISTURBED

DEGRABING

STRBLE

STABLE

RECCVERING

RECOVERING

RECGVERING

RECCVERING

DEGRADIRG

RECOVERING

RECUVERING

RECOVERING

STABLE

RECOVERIEG



OWNER NAMES PIELD PLAN FINCED LOR LIVESTOCK LIVESTOCK RIP-RAP BANK CONDITION TRE¥D

SHEET  SHEET FLOW  ACCESS EXCLUSION
PINELY, STEVE @73 £ S RIGHT 00D STABLE
FINLEE, STEVE 274 IE S 1 X & RIGHY G0oD STABLE
FINLEY, STEVE 275 14 X X RIGHT b STABLE
SKITH, EARNEST
PI¥LEY, STEVE 274 14 S LEFT Hibli] RECOVERIKG

HcLRUGELIN, JIR
SCOTT VAL RANCH

SCOTY VAL RANCE 217 14 LEF? DISTURBED RECOVERING
ROWELE, DOK

HOHELL, DOX 278 15 X f  LEFT 500D RECCVERING
HOWELL, DON 79 15 LEFT DISTURBED RECOVERIRG
BOWELL, DON 280 15 LEFT 600D RECOVERING
SCOTT VAL RANCH 281 15 £ I I LEFT GOGE RECOVERIKG
SCOTT VAL RANCH 282 13 i X RIGHT DISTURBED [EGRADING

SCOTT VAL RANCHE 1783 15 i £ i RIGHE? e RECOVERING
SCOTT VAL RANCH 284 14 ' b4 RIGHT DISTURBED DEGRADING

BOWELL, DOW

HOWELL, DOK 285 14 £ I ¥ RIGHT G000 RECGVERING

¥ik UyY DPSTGNRTES EXISTANCE OF COEDITION ¥¥*%



Figure 14,0

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN IOKE
PLANNED PRACTICES
PROJECT $1-ER-1¢

FIELD  PLAM
SHEET  SHEET

! 13

z 13 FENCING

3 13 PENCING

4 13 FEECING

5 13 PENCING

5 13 PERCING

1 13 PEBCING

g 13 PERCING TREE PLANTING

§ 13 PENCTNG TREE PLANTING SRRUB PLANTING
Al 13 PENCING

1 13 FENCING TREE PLANTING SHEUE PLANTING
1z 13 FEKCIKG TREE PLANTING SHRUE PLAKTING
13 13 FERCING TREZ PLANTING SHRUB PLANTING
14 13 FENCING TREE PLANTING SHRUE PLANTING
13 13 FERCING TREE PLANTING SKEUE PLANTING
1% i PENCING TREE PLANTIFG



. SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAE ZONE
PLAKKED PRACTICES
‘ PRGJECT §1-HP-10

FIELD  PLAK PLANKED PRACTICES
SHEET  SHERT

33 13 TREE PLANTING SERUB PLANTIRG
U 13 TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLANTIRC
35 i3 TREE PLAKTIRG SHRUB PLANTING
36 12
i1 12
38 13
. 3% 13 DBANK PROTECTION TREE PLRANTING FERCING
l 4 1
4] 13
|
¥ 13
!
4l 13
' 44 i3
I 45 13
46 13

.47 13

48 i} FENCING




. SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAK ZOKE
PLANNED PRACTICES
PROJECT §1-HP-18

FIELD  PLAN PLANNED PRACTICES
SHEE?  SHEET

&5 12 TREE PLANTING

13 12 TREE PLANTING

&7 1?  BANK PROTECTION LIVESTOCK WATER
88 12

69 12 SHRUB PLANTING

16 17 BANK PRCTECTION FEYCING PREE PLANTING SERUB PLANTING LIVESTOCK WATER

(B! 11 TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLANTING

l 77 11 B2RK PROTECTION
' 73 11  BANK PROTECTION TREE PLANTING SERUE 2LENTING
l TR

5 11 BANK PROTECTION TREE PLANTING SERUE PLARTING
|

% 1
|

71
l 78 11 TREE PLANTING SHRUB FLANTING

L
~a
e

11 TRIE PLANTING SHRUE PLERTING

l 8 Il TREE PLRNTING SERUB PLARTING



. §COTT RIVER RIPARIAN ICNE

PLANKED PRACTICES
PROJECT 91-HP-18

FIELD  PLAK PLENHED PRACTICES
SHEET  SEEET

94 il PENCING |
49 i1 PENCING

1 11 FENCING

161 i1 FENCIKG BANK FROTECTION LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
. 162 3  FENCIKG TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLAKTING
143 §  BANK PROTECTION TREE FLANTING SHRUB PLANTING FERCING LIVESTOCK WATER

IRRIGATICN SESTEM

' 134 §  EANK PROTEICTION TREE PLANTIRG SHRUB PLAKTING [REIGATION SYSTEM  LIVESTOCK EXCLU:
' 105 it FENCING BANK PROTECTION LIVESTOCK TXCLUSION  LIVESTOCK WATER
i 196 if  FENCING BAKK PROTECTION LIVESTOCK WATER
I 107 1§ FEHCING BAKK PROTECTION TREE PLAXTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICN
I 108 10 PENCING
109 It FERCING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
|
110 10 FENCING LIVESTCCK EXCLUSION
'. 111 10 PENCING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
I iz 10 LIVESTOCK EXCLUSIOH



SCGTY RIVER RIPARIAK ZOKE
PLANNED PRACTICES
PROJECT §i-HP-1{

FIELE  PLAX
SHEET  SHEET

143

LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION

178 PENCING TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLANTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSIOR
129 FEXCING TREE PLANTING SHRUE PLAKTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
130 FERCIKG BAKK PROTECTICH TRER PLANTING SHRUB PLANTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
13 FENCIAG TREE PLAKTING SHRUB PLRHTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICN
132 FEKCING TREE PLANTING SERUB PLANTIKG LIVESTOCK ELCLUSION
133 FENCING TREE PLBKTING SHRUB PLANTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICH
134 FENCIRG TREE PLARTING SHRUE PLANTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
' 135 FEKCING TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLANTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
l 136 FERCING TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLANTIRG LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICH
l 137 TREE PLANTING SHRUE PLARTING
' 138 TREE PLANTING SHRUE PLAHTING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICH
iy LIVESTCCR EXCLUSICN
140 LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
141
. 142 LIVESTOCE RYCLUSICK TREE PLARTING



FIELD
SHEET

162
163

164

167
163
169

174

PLEN
SHEET

T

7

1

1
I

3

§

§

8

TREE PLANTING

TREE PLANTING

TREE FLAKTING

FENCING

TREE PLAKTING

TREE PLANTING

LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION

SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN ZONE
PLANNED PRACTICES

PROJECT %1-HP-10

LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION

BANK PROTECTION TREE PLANTING



PIELD PLAN PLARKED PRACTICES
SHEET  SHEE?

l_
. SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN SONE
PLAKHED PRACTICES
PROJECT §1-EP-10
|
l
197 ]
l 193 5 TREE PLANTING SERUB PLANTING
I 14 5
! 195 5
I 19 5
l 197 5
l. 198 5 TREE PLANTING SERUE PLARTING
199 ;
|
200 5 TREE BLANTING SERUE PLANTING
l 21 5
' 207 5
' 253 5
l 204 5
205 4  FERCINC

. 206 4 PENCING

207 3




FIELD  PLEX PLANKED PRACTICES
SHEET  SHEET

278 3
al 3
228 4

8COTT RIVER RIPARIAN 70XE
PLANKED PRACTICES
: FROJECT 91-HP-10

I 279 ¢  BANK PROTECTIGN

i'llll’ 3 {
'.

231 3 FENCING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICN

232 3 FERCING LIVESTOCK EXCLUSIOH
' 233 3 PENCIKG LIVESTOCK EXCLESIOH
' 234 3 FENCIKE LIVESTOCK EXCLUSICH
' 235 3 FERCIHG LIVESTOCK EZACLUSICK

236 3

237 3

. 238 3

139 3




SCCTT RIVER RIPARIAF LOKE
PLANNED PRACTICES
PROJECT 91-EP-14

FIEED  PLAY PLANNED PRACTICES
SHEET  SHEET

256 2

257 2

258 2 LIVESTOCK ESCLUSION

259 2 LIVESTOCK BXCLUSION

260 1 LIVESTOCK BECLUSION

261 1 BENK PROTECTION LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
261 1 LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION

263 I BANK PROTECTION LIVESTOCK ESCLOSION

264 LIVESTOCK EECLUSION

265 1 LIVESTOCK EXCLUSION
' 264 1 LIVESTOCR EXCLUSION
l 267 1 BANK PROTECTION TREE PLARTING SHAUR PLAKTING

289 i

FEE 14




SCOTT RIVER RIPARIAN ZOKE
FLANKED PRACTICES
FROJECT §1-HP-10

FIELD  PLER PLANKED PRACTICES
SHEET  SHEET

268 13 TREE PLANTING SHRUE PLANTING

290 16 FENCI¥G

141 16 FEBCING TREE PLANTING SERUB PLANTING BANK PROTECTION LIVESTOCK WATER
LIVESTGCR EXCLUSION

192 1t FEHCING TREE PLARTING SHRUB PLANTING BANR PROTECTICH LIVESTOCK WATER
LIVESTOCK RECLUSION

793 16 FENCING LIVESTOCK WATER

294 14

795 16

296 15

297 16 PEECING

298 15

299 18 FENCING

300 16 PEXCING

301 15 FENCING

2 17 BERCING TREE PLANTING SHRUB PLANTING

33

fo—
-3



APPENDIX A








































