Environmental Assessment

Title: Esau Canyon Riparian Fence

EA Number: OR-054-04-070

Project Number 73-5220, HSDT

Name and Location of Preparing Office: Central Oregon Resource Area, Prineville,
Oregon.

Conformance and Consistency: The proposed action is consistent with the following
land use plans: Two Rivers RMP, June 1986, and the John Day River Management Plan,
February 2001.

Purpose and Need: The goals of the project are to improve the functioning of the
watershed and to enhance Wild and Scenic River values. The objective is to improve
livestock management on the J.T. Murtha grazing allotment. The actions are to work
with the land owner, local watershed council and Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) to constrain livestock from accessing the riverbanks while grazing in the
Cabin pasture and to discourage livestock concentrations along Esau Canyon Creek by
developing off site water. Mike Murtha has entered into an Environmental Quality
Incentive Program (EQIP) with the Gilliam County Watershed Council and NRCS to
create upland pastures and develop water and a grazing management system. The BLM
manages the majority of land at this portion of the river (see attached map). In order to
make this EQIP effort effective, the BLM would authorize the construction of
approximately 0.9 miles of fence by Mike Murtha on public and private land.

Description of the Proposed Action: The fence on public land would be constructed
with a barbless bottom wire and barbed top wires. The bottom wire would be 16 inches
from the ground, the next wire 6 inches above the first, the third wire 6 inches above the
second, and the fourth wire 12 inches above the third. Post spacing would be one rod.
Metal twist stays would be installed equal-distance between posts. A fence would be
constructed along the river from existing corrals in T. 1 S., R. 19 E., Section 14 SE 72 SW
Y4 and extend to a cliff in the NW % SW 4. Another portion of fence would extend from
an existing fence on top of the hill in Section 14 NW 4 NW V4 down to the same cliff.
NRCS and Mike Murtha would cost share on the project and 1.5 miles of fencing
materials would be provided by the BLM.

The collection method for the public land spring developments would be perforated pipe
sandwiched between gravel and filter cloth. Water would be piped though two inch
diameter PVC pipe, underground for approximately 500 feet to a 300 gallon metal
trough. The trough would be supported on treated eight-by-eight inch timbers. The
water would flow continually unless it is determined that it would benefit the integrity of
the spring to have the flow terminated during periods of nonuse. A bird ramp would be
installed to provide an exit for small birds and mammals that may fall into the trough. A
buried overflow pipe would be installed at the trough to return excess water to the
channel. A four wire fence would enclose the water collection portion of the spring and
would be constructed to the same specifications as the fence described above. It would



be approximately 300 feet in length and 75 feet in width across the drainage. Some of the
junipers in the channel would be felled in such a way as to discourage livestock use of the
spring area above and below the fenced portion.

The Cabin pasture would be grazed in rotation with Esau and East Fork pastures
following May 1. Each pasture would receive non-use during the ‘critical growing

season’ (May 1 through June 15) two years out of every three.

Alternatives: No action is the only other alternative considered.

Environmental Impacts Affected Affected

Critical Elements Yes | No Critical Element Yes | No
Air Quality X T & E Plants X
ACEC’s X Tribal Concerns & Treaty Rights X
Cultural Resources X Wastes, Hazardous/Solid X
Environmental Justice X Water Quality, Drinking/Ground X
Farmlands, Prime/Unique X Wetlands/Riparian Zones X
Floodplains X Wild & Scenic Rivers X
T & E Animals X Wilderness X
T & E Fish X

Description of Impacts: The fence construction would have little impact. The area is
very rocky and there is an existing road close to the proposed fence location that would
be used as access for construction.

Impacts of No Action: The fences would not be constructed. The pasture would
continue to be grazed as a river riparian pasture with use dates confined to late winter and
early spring

Cumulative and Residual Impacts: None are identified.

Description of Mitigation: All mitigations have been incorporated into the proposed
action.

Persons/Agencies Consulted: NRCS and Wheeler County SWCD

Preparer: /S/ Craig Obermiller Date: 04/15/04

Environmental Coordinator: /S/ Danny L. Tippy  Date: 04/15/04
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