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PART A REVIEW AND APPROVAL FORM

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

EMERGENCY STABILIZATION AND REHABILITATION PLAN APPROVAL

l.
Explanation for Revision or Disapproval:

Approved

Approved with Revision

Disapproved

_FIELD/DISTRIC MANAGER Date
II. EMERGENCY STABILIZATION AND REHABILITATION PLAN CONCURRENCE
Explanation for Revision or Disapproval:
Approved
Approved with Revision
Disapproved
STATE DIRECTOR Date
[ll. EMERGENCY STABILIZATION AND REHABILITATION PLAN APPROVAL
Explanation for Revision or Disapproval:
Approved
__ Approved with Revision
__ Disapproved
WASHINGTON OFFICE (WO 220 & WO 880) Date
IV. SUPPRESSION RELATED ACTIVITY DAMAGE APPROVAL (OPTIONAL)
Explanation for Revision or Disapproval:
__ Approved
__ Approved with Revision
__ Disapproved
Date

_FIELD/DISTRICT MANAGER



PART B: ESR FONS| /DECISION RECORD & ESR TEAM MEMBERS

VALE DISTRICT OR FIELD OFFICE, FAREWELL BEND FIRE #N242 + EA # OR-030-02-

033
Applicant Proposed Action Fire# Project No. E.A. No.
None- BLM Proposal ESR Treatment N242 OR-030-02-033
State County Didrict Fed Office Authority
OREGON MALHEUR VALE MALHEUR FLPMA
Prepared By (signature) Title Feld Exam |Report Date
Natural Resource Sp.  |Date(s)

_LANDSINVOLVED

Meridian Township Range Section(s) Subdivison(s) Acres

Willamette | T.15S. R.45E. 15, 16 406

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Environmental Assessment No. OR-030-02-033

for the_Malheur Field Office  adequatdly

andyzes the impacts of the proposed action and indicates there will be no sgnificant adverse affects
on the quality of the human environment. The proposed action would improve watershed conditions
and reduce the risk of a serious noxious weed infestation. Wildlife habitat would be improved by
seeding forbs and seeding and planting shrubs. Livestock forage production would be more stable
with the re-establishment of perennia grasses. The short term affects from the drilling and
trangplanting operations would be minima and inggnificant. Therefore, based on the information
within this environmenta assessment and in the associated emergency stabilization and
rehabilitation plan, no Environmenta Impact Statement will be required.

Approving Officid

Date




__ DECISION RECORD

IV. DECISION
It is my decision to implement the Farewell Bend #N242 Rehabilitation Plan. | have reviewed this plan conformance and

NEPA compliance record and have determined that the proposed project is in conformance with an approved land use plan
and that no further environmental analysisis required.

:Approvi ng Officid Date

Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation (ESR)Team Members:

Refer to following EA a PART K, Section VII, page 17.
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PART C - FIRE BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Fire Name Farewell Bend

Fire Number N242

Digrict/Fdd Office VdeDidrictMaheur RA.

Admin Number OR-034

State Oregon

County(s) Maheur

Ignition Date/Cause July 10", 2002 / Freeway
Congtruction activities

Date Controlled July 12", 2002

Jurisdiction Acres

BLM 255

Sate

Private 151

Other

Total Acres

406




PART D - TYPE OF ESR PLAN

__|. Type of Plan (check one box below)

| Emergency Stabilization

Rehatilitation

X Both Emergency Stabilization and Rehabilitation

PART E - ESR ISSUES AND CONCERNS

1)V egetation— The need is high to establish perennid vegetation before the site is dominated by
cheatgrass, medusahead, and noxious weed species. Rush skeletonweed and perennia pepperweed in
particular very likely will establish within the fire perimeter if perennia grass cover is not developed to
provide competition.

2) Livestock - Rest from livestock grazing for aminimum of two growing seasons is needed to alow
newly seeded vegetation time to establish.

3) Wildife - Thisfire has temporarily reduced the amount of forage for wintering mule deer and
antelope and habitat for many species of resident and migratory birds, mammals, and reptiles.

4) T&E and Sendtive Species— No known T & E species are known to occupy the burned area. Sage
grouse may use the burned site at times. Thefire occurred in an arealin relatively poor sage grouse
habitat condition with little sagebrush cover and few native forbs. Other Specid Status Species that
may have been affected include ferruginous hawk, loggerhead shrike, western burrowing owl, and
desert horned lizard.

5) Cultura Resources— The Oregon Trail route is known to be just west of thefire location. The area
within the burn prooosed for drillina will be surveved for ble cultura Stesorior to

imolementation. Disturbanae to lithic eoatter sites from drilhno operations ic sonsidered to have little to
mirnal disharbanoe besauce ¢t ooours within the zone of existing disturbance.

6) Watershed and soils —Mogt of the ridge top soils within the fire perimeter are fine, powdery akali
dust and prone to both wind and water erosion. Due to the loss of vegetation, there is a potential risk of
erosion occurring over the next several months, and longer if perennia vegetation is not established on
the Ste.

7) Invasive Species/Noxious Weeds — This Ste has sgnificant potentia for noxious weed invasion.
Weed species known to exigt in theimmediate vicinity include, rush skeletonweed, perennia
pepperweed, and Scotch thistle.

8) Other —none.



PART F: Planning Confor mance Documentation

The following statementsin the gpproved 1983 Northern Maheur Management Framework Plan
(MFP) support the proposed rehabilitation trestments funded with Emergency Stabilization and
Rehabilitation funds.

Maintain existing range improvements, RM 1.12
Rehabilitate al disturbed areas by seeding appropriate ground cover, L 7.4

Require rest for 2 growing seasons and reduce livestock if necessary to protect resource production and
vigor of key species on al burned areas following wildfire, RM 2.6

Attain and/or maintain a vegetative composition of 55% grass, 25% forbs, and 20% shrubs, WL 11.4
Future seedings should include a variety of grass, forbs and shrubs, WL10.2

Additionaly, implementation of rehabilitation trestments are consistent with the objectives and
proposed management actions identified in the Proposed Southeastern Oregon Resource Management

Pan and Find EIS (2001) which will lead to a replacement land use plan for the Maheur and Jordan
Resource Areas of the Vae Didtrict.



PART G - SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIESAND COSTS- ATTACHED

The summary of activities and codt table below identifies emergency stabilization and rehabilitation
costs charged or proposed for funding from Suppression Operations, Emergency Fire Rehabilitation,
agency operation, and other funding sources. Expenditures are displayed in the total cost column.
They are coded with the appropriate cost authority. Thetota cost of the rehabilitation effort to date,
excluding the costs absorbed by the fire account (fire crews, labor, and associated overhead) is
digplayed as either Suppression Operations (F), Emergency Fire Rehabilitation (EFR), Emergency
Watershed Protection (EWP), or Agency Operations/Other (O/OP) or other.

PART H —INDIVIDUAL TREATMENT SPECIFICATIONS - ATTACHED

PART | - POST-REHABILITATION REQUIREMENT

The following are post-rehabilitation, implementation, operation, maintenance, monitoring, and
evauation actions beyond three years to ensure the effectiveness and maintenance of initia
investments. Benefitting activities, not ESR funds, must pay for these actions. Estimated annual cost
and funding source is indicated.

Emergency Stabilization/Rehabilitation

1. Continue invasive species monitoring and control ($500/yr for five years - Weed Funds)
2. Monitor seeded areas to insure that plant diversity is maintained ($100/yr- 1020 funds)

PART J - CONSULTATIONS - seefallowing EA, section VI, page 17._

PART K -ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT OR-030-02-033

I. PURPOSE AND NEED

Freeway congtruction related activity started afire just south of Farewell Bend, Oregon on July 10™,
2002. The fire spread to 402 total acres before containment on July 11, 2002. Much of the 255
acres of public land burned was in relaively fair to poor condition dominated by annua grasses and
forbs. Sandberg’ s bluegrassis the only perennia native grass present in much of the area burned. A
few remnant stands of bluebunch wheatgrass are found on some of the higher ridge tops. There are
three utility right - of - ways through the burn that have been seeded to crested wheatgrass. The
crested whestgrass is spotty in some places but well established on other portions of theright - of -
ways. Although hard to determine the presence of noxious weeds after the fire, the generdl areahas
known populations of severa weeds on the Oregon and Maheur County weed ligts, including rush
skeletonweed (Chondrilla juncea), Scotch thistle (Onopordum acanthium), perennia pepperweed
(Lepidium latifolium), and severd others.



The soils vary from sandy to sodic clay loams but are a predominately asilty clay loam. Soilsare
dightly to moderately akaine. Some of the clays have high shrink-swell potentia. Annua
precipitation is 8 to 10 inches. The ridge top soils have either a high sand content or fine powder
akaine clay. Both are prone to wind erosion when dry and exposed. The deegp gullies present in
the two main drainages indicate the potentid risk of water erosion aswell; especidly with bare
upland soils.

The purpose of this project is to reduce the risk of erosion and the risk of noxious weed invasion by
seeding as much of the burn as possible with rangeland drills to perennid grasses. Emergency
action is needed to stabilize these sites and to comply with the Northern Maheur Management
Framework Plan and Oregon BLM Standards for Rangeland Hedlth.

RELATIONSHIP TO PLANNING

The 1983 Northern Maheur Management Framework Plan was reviewed and it was determined
that actions proposed in the Farewel Bend ESR Plan are consstent with the objectives, gods and
intent of this Land Use Plan.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES
A. PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed action isto seed with arangeland drill approximately 202 acres with a mixture of
native and introduced perennia grasses and native forbs. Aeria seed the steeper hillsides ( 53
acres) with amisture of native and introduced perennia grasses and native forbs. Aeridly seed
the 255 burned acres with sagebrush seed. Plant 100 acres with bitterbrush seedlings. Place
severa smdl straw bale structures within two main drainages as sediment traps, and to place a
temporary dectric fence to alow non-use of the burn for a minimum of two growing seasons.

1. REVEGETATION
a SPECIES & SEEDING RATES

Secar Snake River Whestgrass 2 |bg/acredrill ; 4 Ibs/ac. aerid
Anatone Bluebunch Whestgrass 3 Ibsacre drill ; 6 Ibg/ac. aerid
Sandberg Bluegrass 2 Ibdacre drill ; 4 Ibgac. aerid
Hy-crest Crested Whesatgrass 3 Ibgacre drill ; 6 Ibgac. aerid
Fairway Crested Wheatgrass 2 Ibdacre drill ; 4 Ibgac. aerid
Wyoming Big Sagebrush 0.5 Ibg/acre aerial

Lewis FHax 0.25 Ibg/acre drill/aerid
Western Y arrow 0.25 Ibg/acre drill/aerid
Antelope Bitterbrush 75 seedlings/acre

10
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b.

ACRES and METHOD

202 acres - Drill grass seed and forb seed with rangeand drills
53 acres - Overseed grass seed and forb seed
255 acres - Overseed with sagebrush seed

100 acres - Plant bitterbrush seedlings
TIMING

October to December, 2002 before the ground freezes or snow cover stays for the
winter. The bitterbrush seedlings would be planted in the fall of 2003.

2. STRUCTURES

a

f.

NEW FENCE

No new permanent fences are proposed. Approximately 2 miles of temporary eectric
fence would be set up for 2 years to dlow for non-use during two growing seasons,

PROTECTIVE FENCE REPAIR

Regular fence repair of pasture and dlotment boundary fences would be done by the
grazing permittees.

CATTLE GUARDS

None would be required.
WATER DEVELOPMENTS
None would be required.
RECREATION FACILITIES
N/A

OTHER (repair)?

3. EROSION CONTROL TREATMENTS

a

CHECK DAMS

A totd of ax small straw bae structures would be placed in two narrow deep drainages
that are dready gullied on the lower ends to catch sediment and prevent additional
gullying downstream on private land. Both drainages are located above -84 and have
some potentia to move debris onto the freeway in asgnificant storm event prior to
dabilization.
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b. RIPPING, CONTOUR FURROWING/FELLING, ETC.
None planned.

c. OTHER

4. SI'TE PREPARATION
a. CHEMICAI
None planned.

b. MECHANICAL
None planned.

5. CULTUORAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES
A preliminary file cearsh will be sondusted to identifir nrobability arpac for pubural recoursee and a
Clage ITT pultural recovrnes survev of thoee areae will be sondusted prior to surfase disturbing
aptvities. Sttes will be flageed and recorded. A smgle pass with a rangeland drll through the area
would be permitted to aveid “islande” without veoetation whish neunld draw mwranted attention
Historio trach dumps would be flageed and avoided to reduce the area impasted by previcus dumping
aptivities. Temnorarv fencecs are sonsidered sasnal uce and will not reguire an wentorv. A survev for
foeeil flora and farma war ales sondunted at the came time. I pales reconroes were losated. depending
on the nature and extent of the foced lopality. the area will etther be flagoed and avoided during
rehabilitation aptwvities, or the fossils will be resevered prior to rehab efforts.

B. ALTERNATIVES

1. NoAction

Doing nothing would be a possible dternative. However, annua non-native grasses and
annual weedy forbs would re-establish and dominate the Site within ayear or two. Allowing
the Ste to return to annuals would continue the risk of repested frequent wildfire. At least
two populations of rush skeletonweed are known to exist within 200 yards of the fire
perimeter. It and other noxious weeds would more than likely invade and increase on the
burn without competition from perennid grasses.

2. Redt from Livestock Grazing Only

Under this dternative only the eectric fence would be placed to rest the burn. Since
annuas dominate much of the gte little would be gained from rest except increasing some
of the vigor of the remnant perennias on the ridge tops.

3. Alternatives Consdered But Not Andyzed in Detall

An dternative to use only native grass species was consdered but not analyzed further asa
mix of native and introduced grass pecies would best effectively compete with the
cheatgrass and annua noxious weeds on this harsh of adte. Native speciestend to be dow
to establish, if at dl, on these soilsand in low precipitation zones. The invasve non-nétive
annuals could readily establish before the native grass species.
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Only drilling grass seed where feasible and not aeriadly seeding grass on steeper dopes or
aeridly seeding sagebrush or planting bitterbrush was consdered as an dternative. This
dternative, however, was determined to not be sufficient to best meet the watershed or
wildlife habitat objectives for the burned area..

IV AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Vegetation

The areaismodly an early serd stage, droughty rolling hills rangeland site dominated by non-
native annuds with some remnant population of native grasses, primarily Sandberg bluegrass

(Poa secunda) and bluebunch wheatgrass (Pseudor oegneria spicata). Wyoming big sagebrush
(Artemesia tridentata spp. wyomingensis) is mostly restricted to ridge tops, probably due to past
frequent fire occurrences. The potentid vegetation for this Ste is bluebunch whesatgrass,

Wyoming big sagebrush and bitterbrush, with a mixed forb component.

Smadl populations of three sengtive native plant species, Astragallus multordiae, Hackelia
cronquistii, and Sanleya conferiflora, are known to occur in the generd area but no known
Stes are within the fire perimeter. Known populations of Pyrrocoma radiata, a state of Oregon
listed endangered species, arefound to the north in Baker County but are not known to exist
within the fire perimeter.

Thisfire occurred within the Road Canyon Pasture of the Alkai Allotment 20101. Much of this
alotment was burned in 2000 as part of the large Jackson Fire. The Road Canyon Pasture, after
two seasons of deferred use after the Jackson Fire, is scheduled for spring use in 2003. To dlow
livestock use within the unburned portion of this pasture and rest from grazing on the burned
portion, atemporary electric fence is needed to divide the pasture. A smdl portion of the
Farewdl| Bend fire did overlap afew acres that burned in 2000.

Wildlife

Thislow eevation location was higtorically critica deer and antelope winter range. Neotropica
migratory birds such as sage sparrows and Brewer’ s sparrows depended on this community for
nesting aswell. Past fire occurrences resulted in the conversion of this site to a mostly non-native
annua grass dominated community. Use of the area by various wildlife species declined due to the
loss of structure (shrubs)and food (forbs).

Cubhural Resovroes
Prehictorio and Historis Pathways:

Pre-Euronean sontast Native Amerisan peoples were exirernely well adasted to thesr emaronment.
The subsistense esonomy was sironely oriented toward gathering and sollesting besauce plant
foode were more abindant and dependable than fowl fich or mammale. Mammale nrovided cking,
fire. toole and manv other bv-nroduste of aesthetis and prastinal vahie. Inceste wese ofien eaten
beetles. eraschoppers. loousts. onickets. ants and paterpillars were consumed. ac well as most eqes
and larva  Hictorin dopumente indinate that eevreral indred nlante were need by the Indiane of the
Great Bacin for medisinal purpoces. fiber sourses and food. The Natwve people of the Great Basin,
who prastioced the ansestral ifeways mto the 15th pentury were hesrs to an exiremely ancient
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oubtural tradition with a technology both effestive and efficient, with many sonlti-fimstional, light-
weight and expendable tools.

Exploration into thic area during the Historio period began with the expeditions of John Jasob
Acter. after he heard the cioriee from the Lewic and Clark Exnedition of 1804-1806. The firct
written observations of southeastern Oregon pan be found in jovumals kest by men iwolved m the
exnancion of fir trannine territory. Tranoime oooirred alone the maior and miner tributariee in the
area: Owvhee, Snake, Matheur. North Fork Mathenr and South Fork Matheur Revers.  The era of
the fisr trade provided the bacic for Amerinan familiec to travel weet. The mort famous of traile in
thic area ic the Oregon Trail the main sorridor to travel from the party 1800c. The Trail arocces
into Oregon at Nvesa and turns north passing the weetern side of Rhinehart Rutte. and orossing the
Malhenr Rever at Vale, From Vale the Trail heads north for several miec before turming eact and
then north. pasemne Afkkab Spring and Tub Mountam. The Trail orosses Bish Creek and heads
dovwmhill s to Farewell Rend anroce rolling orace novered hlle. The Trail wae a porridor of travel,
widened with eash srocsine ac Ivestonk needed orace and water for the iournev. For Natwe
Amerisans, inoreased use of the Oregon Trail, burdened grazng resouroe, killed off game, and
displased resident bands.

To the north of thic proiest area, in Seotion 5 the Oregon Trail orosces a small ridge and winds
down throuch a eently clopmne swale mto Farewell Rend The Oreeon National Hictorin Trail-
Rirch Creek Sepment has been decignated ac an Area of Critical Environmental Consern. An
exolocure fence protests the remnants of the Trail, one Interpretative panel and a small parking
area.

In 19895 a pultural rescurse survey of 1120 asree for a propoced gold mine losation sondusted on
publis lands srome diately to the west and south of the Farewell Bend fire losation. The survev was
sondunted in eentions 15. 16. 21. 22. 27. and 28. T. 15 S.. R 45 E. bv Sacebrich Arnharslooinal
Consultants. No sultural recovroes, esther prehistorio or historio were lopated ac a result of that

survey.
Paleontology

Foeel flora and faunal recouroee have been dooumented i the area adiasent to the Snake Rever.
The remaine of a mammoth were lonated north of Farewell Rend However no foceil flora or faima
havre been lopated within one midle of the proiest lopation. During the Misoene. thie area wae the
western most exient of Lake Idaho which sovered the Western Snake Rever Plain from Glenns
Ferry, Idaho.

Other Resources

Thereisagrave quarry in the vicinity of thefirelocation but not in it. There are no known
commercid minera deposits pesent.

Scenic vaues are low, withaVRM raing of 1V.

Thereisno live water within the burn perimeter except in the ephemera drainagesin late winter or
early soring. There are no water quality issues except for the smdl risk of some potentid st
deposition into Brownlee Reservior on the Snake River in the event of amgjor storm event.



V ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

RESOURCES

Absent/ Present, No Present, Discussed
Unknown Impact inEA
AIR QUALITY X
CULTURAL X
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE X
FLOODPLAINS X
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES X
OR SOLID WASTE
NATIVE AMERICAN X
CONCERNS
NOXIOUSWEEDS X
PRIME & UNIQUE X
FARMLANDS
SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES X
VISUAL RESOURCES X
WATER QUALITY X
WETLANDSRIPARIAN, X
FLOOD PLAINS
WILD & SCENIC RIVERS X
WILDERNESSWSAS X
WILD HORSE/BURRO X
MANAGEMENT
ENERGY AND MINERAL X

15
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A. Proposed Action

Implementing the proposed action, if successful, would do the most to minimize the risk of soil
erosion and therisk of increased noxious weed infestations by providing competition from
perennid grasses. Seeding would stabilize the soil, increase plant diversity, and reduce the risk
of repeated wildfire,

Drilling would temporarily disturb the soil surface and possibly displace existing perennid
vegetation. By drilling in the fal, these disturbances would be reduced because of increased soil
moisture.

Resting the area for two growing seasons from livestock grazing would alow the new grass

seedlings an opportunity to establish without disturbance or the risk of being uprooted or
trampled by hoof action.

The accumulative effects of this action would be the most beneficid for the burned area over
thelong term. Successful establishment of perennia grasses and shrubs should hold the soil the
best, thereby reducing the risk of soil erosion. Perennia grasses and shrubs would do the best
job of competing with noxious weeds for moisture and nutrients. These species would o
reduce the risk of repeated frequent wildfire and would reduce the potentia for resource
damage should afire occur.

Cultural and Paleontologioal Resouvroes

There would be no adverse impasts to Prehistorio or Historio sultural resournes or
Paleontolooinal reconenee ac a recult of drilline and cerdine operatione. Prehictorin. and
Historin cites sush ac ronk patrne. rook alionments and trach dume ctes would be flagged and
avoided. Foseil flora and faunal lopalities would also be flagged for avoidance.

A cingle pace with the rangeland drill would be allswed though lithis cpatter sites to avoid
iclande devoid of veoetation which cerve as maonete to flecal pollestors of Natewe Amerinan
and Earlv Historin neriod artifaste. The ton 10 sentimeters of curfane ic soncidered the exicting
zone of disturbanoe where the prosesses of bioturbation astively move lithis artifasts up, down
and sideways i the cediment.

B. No Action Alternative

The environmental consequences of this action would be to alow the ste to be dominated by
undesireable non-native annuad species, and perennids like rush skeletonweed. Thiswould

result in a higher risk of erosion to the site than is acceptable given the opportunity to establish
better ground cover. Noxious weeds would increase both in area covered and density due to the
lack of competition.

The accumulative effects of no action would be to dlow the whole areato convert to a
monoculture of annuals that would be prone to repeated wildfire, perpetuating poor watershed
conditions and not meeting resource objectives. Over time, rush skeletonweed could dominate
the Ste making restoration very difficult.

Cultural and Paleontologioal Resouroes



Culiural rescuroes expoced by fire would be vicible for unanthorized pollesting until
vegetation resovers. Potential ponversion to annnal grasses would sompromise the mteprity of
pultural stes and artfasts.

Paleontology
The manacement of foreil lonalities would nontinne as at nrecent. midentified losalities are
subjeot to vandakiem through lagk of monttoring of identified lopations.

C. Rest From Livestock Only
This dternative would give the remnant population of native species an opportunity to
recover from the fire and regain vigor without the physiologica sress of grazing the
areatoo soon. It would do little to prevent the restablishment of the less desirable non
native annual grasses and forbs or to reduce the risk of noxious weed increases.

Cultural and Paleontologisal Resouroes

Same ac the No Aotion Aiemative Above

The accumulative affects of this dternative would be smilar to the No Action
Alternative.

VI. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife

Grazing permittees
Oregon Department of Trangportation

VIl.  LIST OF PREPARERSREVIEWERS

NEPA Compiance & Planning Tom Hilken
Hydrology and Soils Shaney Rockefeller
Cultural Resources Diane Prtichard
Rangeland Management Ron Rembowski
Wildlife Biology Al Banmann
Botany Jean Findley

Weed Management Lynne Slva
Wildhorses N/A




Outdoor Recreation Bob Alward

Project Leader Mike Woods

PART L - MAPS

A map is attached showing thefire perimeter, proposed seeding location, straw structuresand
temorary eectric fence location.

PART M - INITIAL ACCOMPLISHMENT REPORT/ESR PROJECT SUMMARY

This report is required with all new BLM ESR plan/NFRP supplement submissions (bolded items
only) and is required to be completed at the end of the second growing season (all items
completed) to request monitoring funds for the third growing season.

Fire Name: Farewell Bend
Fire Number: N242

Fire Control Date: July 12, 2002
BLM Acres Burned: 255

Start of ESR Plan Implementation (Mo./Yr): October 2002

Initial Accomplishment Report Date (Mo./Yr):
ESR Plan Specifications Completed (list):
ESR Plan Specifications Not Completed (list):
ESR Plan Specifications Ignored (list):

Facilities Repaired or Replaced (list): None

Miles of New Fence Constructed: 2 (temp. electric)
Miles of Fence Rebuilt: None

Number of Soil/Watershed Structures Built: 6

Acres of Watershed Protected by Management Treatments (e.g., ripping ) :
Acres of Non-native Invasive Species Monitored:
Acres of Non-native Invasive Species Treated:

Acres Reforested: N/A
Acres of Revegetation®: 255
Acres of Burned Area Protected for Natural Regeneration?
Total Acres Rehabilitated®: 255
Estimated ESR funds expended First Year: $4,000

Estimated ESR funds expended Second Year: $63,010
Estimated ESR (rehabilitation only) funds expended Third Year:  $1,600

Total Cost of ESR project: $70,210

Treatments Successful

‘Treatments Unsuccessful (Why):

Acre of Revegetation® refers to the acres of the burn that is drilled, aerial seeded (with or without follow-up seed
covering), seedlings transplanted, etc. Do not double count acreage with multiple revegetation treatments. For
example, burned acreage that is drill seeded (100 acres) and aerial seeded (same 100 acres) is only counted as 100
acres of revegetation.

Acres of Burned Area Protected for Natural Regeneration? refers to burned areas that will recover to satisfactory
vegetation by grazing or human use exclusion. Protection measures include closures, fencing, herding, etc. This
designation does not refer to burned areas that will recover to unacceptable vegetation, e.g., weeds or to revegetated
areas already accounted for in Acres of Revegetation®.

Total Acres Rehabilitated® equals the acres of revegetation plus acres of burned areas protected for natural
regeneration.

Required narrative for report at the end of the second growing season:

Seed m xtures, dates and actual rates of application.
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Results of actual Seed Lab tests for purity, germ nation and
noxi ous weed content. Labels on seed bags are not al ways an
accurate source of information for purity and germ nation,
especially when shrubs with | ow germ nation or purity are used
(exanpl es: big sagebrush, winterfat ).

Describe the soil, plant and climatic conditions during the
seedi ng operation that would affect the establishnment or success
of the seeding (exanples: frozen ground, heavy weed conpetition,
rodent popul ations, dry soils, etc.).

Descri be type and condition of equi pment used and its
ef fectiveness in doing the intended job.

Briefly describe the performance of the contractor or force
account work (exanples: delays in getting work done, did they
actually seed all of the intended area or not, did they nmaintain
t he equi pnent in good working order, etc.).

Include a map if needed to show different treatnment areas
descri bed above.



Part N - Cost/Risk Analysis

Treatment (add all categories) Cost
Revegetation...........cccoeveveirienienienennes $

Protection FENCe..........ccocvvvvvrereneennn. $

All Other CostSs.......cccovevviviiiieieeenns $

TOTAL. ..o $

Probability of Rehabilitation Treatments Successfully Meeting ESR Objectives (List all
_treatments)

Treatments Units NA | %
REVEGETATION (overall rating) 75
[ DRILL SEEDING (acres
(acres) 202 7175
[ AERIAL SEEDING (acres) T 255 50 |
TRANSPLANT SEEDLINGS (acres) 35
100
SEED AND HARROW (acres)
PROTECTIVE FENCE TO EXCLUDE GRAZING )
(miles) 995
 FENCE REPAIR TO EXCLUDE GRAZING
SOIL WATERSHED STRUCTURES (overall rating) 80
RETENTION DAMS/STRUCTURES (numbers) 5 80
RIPPING, CONTOUR FURROWS, ETC.
 MATTING,WATERSHED COVER, ETC.
 OTHER — CLEAN CULVERTS, ETC.
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RISK OF RESOURCE VALUE LOSS OR DAMAGE

Identify the risk (high, medium, low, none or not applicable (NA) of unacceptable impacts or loss

of resources.

No Action-Treatments Not Implemented (check one)
I I

Resource Value NA None Low Medium High
|
'Unacceptable Loss of Topsoil ' ' X
|
Weed Invasion ! ' X
L
Unacceptable Loss of Vegetation Diversity X
|
Unacceptable Loss of Vegetation Structure | ' X
|
Unacceptable Disruption of Ecological Processes ' ' X
| |
Off-site Sediment Damage to Private Property ! ' X
| |
Off-site Threats to Human Life ' % |
| |
Other-Loss of Access Road Due to Plugged X ' '
Culverts | |
|
Proposed Action-Treatments Successfully Implemented (check one)
NA None Low Medium High

Resource Value

Unacceptable Loss of Topsoill ' ' X
| |

Weed Invasion ! ' X
| |

Unacceptable Loss of Vegetation Diversity ' ' y
| |

Unacceptable Loss of Vegetation Structure ' ' X
| |

Unacceptable Loss of Ecological Processes ' ' X
| |

Off-site Sediment Damage to Private Property ! X
| |
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Off-site Threats to Human Life X

Other-Loss of Access Road Due to Plugged X
Culverts | | |

ALTERNATIVE 1 — Limited Rehabilitation (check one)

Resource Value NA |None |Low Medium High

Unacceptable Loss of Topsoil

Weed Invasion

Unacceptable Loss of Vegetation Diversity

Unacceptable Loss of Vegetation Structure

Unacceptable Loss of Ecological Processes

Off-site Sediment Damage to Private Property X

Off-site Threats to Human Life X

Other-Loss of Access Road Due to Plugged X
Culverts | | |

COST RISK SUMMARY

The costs of the project and probability of success of the proposed treatments are compared with
the risks to resource values if: 1) no action is taken, and 2) the proposed action is successfully
implemented. Alternatives may be included in this analysis to assist in the selection of the
treatments that will cost effectively achieve the ESR objectives. Answer the following
guestions to determine which proposed ESR treatments should be selected and implemented.

1. Are the risks to natural resources and private property acceptable as a result of the fire if the
following actions are taken?

Proposed Action Yes |_X | No |__| Rationale for answer: The risk of noxious weed invasion and
soil erosion would be greatly reduced.
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No Action Yes |__| No |_X_| Rationale for answer: The risk of noxious weed invasion and soll
erosion would be increase to an unacceptable level The risk of repeated fire would increase
as well..

Alternative(s) Yes |__| No |_X_| Rationale for answer: Resting from livestock grazing for two
years would do little to reduce the risks from noxious weeds and erosion and repeated fire.

2. Is the probability of success of the proposed action, alternatives or no action acceptable given
their costs?

Proposed Action Yes | _X | No |__| Rationale for answer: Seedings within the burn on the 3 right
of ways have been partly successful

No Action Yes |__| No |_X_| Rationale for answer: This site would return to being a monoculture
of annuals once more but now with an increased probability of rush skeletonweed invading
and dominating the site.

Alternative(s) Yes |__| No |_X_| Rationale for answer: This site would return to being a
monoculture of annuals once more with an invasion of rush skeletonweed that would
eventually dominate the site; even with some rest but no other rehabilitation efforts.

3. Which approach will most cost-effectively and successfully attain the ESR objectives and
therefore is recommended for implementation from a Cost/Risk Analysis standpoint?

Proposed Action |_X_|, Alternative(s) |__|, or No Action |__|

Comments: Although a relative small fire the risk of erosion and noxious weed infestations should
justify the expense of seeding perennial grass species to help meet resource objectives for
the area.

PART O - NEPA CHECKLIST —seeEA, page 14

PART P - NATIVE/NON-NATIVE PLANT WORKSHEET

This worksheet is required for all ESR Plans. These criteria will be evaluated by the
interdisciplinary team preparing the ESR Plan. Each element requires a short
narrative/rationale.

Proposed Native Plants in Seed Mixture

1. Are the native plants proposed for seeding adapted to the ecological sites in the burned area?
|_X_| Yes |__| No Rationale: The 3 native grass species in the seed mix are found in this area
and are climax species for the site.

2. Is seed or seedlings of native plants available in sufficient quantity for the proposed project?

|_ X | Yes |__| No Rationale: The seed supply for all three should be adequate for this small of a
project.
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3. Is the cost and/or quality of the native seed reasonable given the project size and approved
field unit management and ESR Plan objectives?

|_X_] Yes |__| No Rationale: Prices for these species are more expensive compared to
nonnatives but not excessively so and would follow direction in BLM Manual 1725 and 1745.

4. Will the native plants establish and survive given the environmental conditions and the current
or future competition from other species in the seed mix or from exotic plants?

|_X | Yes |__| No Rationale: This is a comparably harsh site but these species have the
potential to establish as they are native to the area. However, to help insure the establishment
of some perennial grass for watershed protection, based on the existing compositon present,
some introduced species will included in the seed mix.

5. Will the current or proposed land management (e.qg|., wildlife populations, recreation use,
livestock, etc.) after the seeding establishment period maintain the seeded native plants in the
seed mixture?

|_X_| Yes |__| No Rationale: Grazing utilization levels should be proper to allow for maintenance
of the seeded species if the establish.

Use of native species for rehabilitation projects is required if all the answers to this portion of the
worksheet are yes (assuming that the native plant species are available).

Proposed Non-native Plants in Seed Mixture

1. Is the use of non-native plants necessary to meet objectives, e.g., consistent with applicable
approved field unit management plans ?

|_X_| Yes |__| No Rationale: Due to the present high composition of cheatgrass annual weeds,
and the presence of previously seeded nonnative grass species, prudence indicates the best
success of meeting objectives would be met by including non-natives in the seed mix.

2. Will non-native plants meet the objective(s) for which they are planted without unacceptably
diminishing diversity and disrupting ecological processes (nutrient cycling, water infiltration,
energy flow, etc.) in the plant community?

|_X_| Yes |__| No Rationale: The proposed seed mix is approximately 50 : 50 native to non-
native to optimize the chance of establishing perennial vegetation.

3. Will non-native plants stay on the site they are seeded and not significantly displace or
interbreed with native plants?

|_X_| Yes |__| No Rationale: Neither species in known for spreading far or if at all by wind or
other natural means.

A "no" response requires additional analysis in the environmental assessment or selection of an
alternate species in the seed mixture.

PROPOSED SEED MIXTURE

I Non-native Plants | Native Plants |
Secar Snake River Wheatgrass

| Hy-crest Crested Wheatgrass
|
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Fairway Crested Wheatgrass

Anatone Bluebunch Wheatgrass

Sandberg’s Bluegrass

Lewis Flax

Western Yarrow




