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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
UREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT



Secure Rural Schools and
 Community Self-Determination Act of 2000

Public Law 106-393

Title II Project Application

BLM Coos Bay District 
Resource Advisory Committee

1. Project Number (Assigned by federal unit):_____________
	2. Project Name:   Smith River Noxious Weed Control
	3. County:       Douglas

	4. Project Sponsor:   Smith River Watershed Council
	5. Date:    May 6, 2003


	6. Sponsor’s Phone Number:  541-271-5848

	7. Sponsors E-mail:   dailey@presys.com   


	8. Project Location (attach project area map)

	4th Field Watershed Name and HUC #(if known):       Umpqua River   17100303

	5th Field Watershed Name and HUC #(if known):       Lower Smith River 1710030307

	Legal Location:  The areas treated would be located within the Lower Smith River 5th Field Watershed
Bureau of Land Management


Coos Bay District - Umpqua Resource Area
	State / Private / Other lands involved?    FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes      FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

This project occurs entirely on private lands.




9. Statement of Project Goals and Objectives
The lands in the Lower Smith River have seen a steady and aggressive invasion of Noxious Weeds over the past decade.  Many new weed species were introduced to pasture lands and riparian areas in Lower Smith River after the 1996 flood events in which the high water flooded pastures and brought seeds down from the headwater areas.  
The goals of this project are to:

1. Treat noxious weeds along road side and riparian fence-lines and in pastures.  

2. Education – a local workshop is planned to educate landowners about the spread of noxious weeds and the alternative methods by which to treat them. 

3. Foster working relationships among private landowners in the Lower Smith River Watershed
10. Project Description (Provide a concise description of project and attach map)
The plan is to manually apply herbicide to kill existing weeds and thereby prevent seed production and spread of noxious weeds.   The noxious weeds to be treated include Himalayan Blackberry, Russian knapweed, tansy ragwort, Gorse, scotch broom, and Canada thistle.
A town hall meeting will present to the local landowners weed identification, information, and identify the methods available for weed control.  Also, there will be specific training on the proper application uses of the EPA approved herbicide and the State regulations on herbicide application.  Land Use Agreements will be signed before this project is implemented on private lands.
This project is expected to be implemented over the course of two years as the labor is completely voluntary.  

11. Is there coordination of this project with other related projects on adjacent lands?    Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
    No  FORMCHECKBOX 
    If yes, then describe relation.
The BLM will be concurrently treating noxious weeds on federal lands throughout this portion of the watershed in 2004 and 2005. 
	12. How does proposed project meet purposes of the Legislation? [Sec. 203(b)(1)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Improves maintenance of existing infrastructure. [Sec. 2(b)]  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Implements stewardship objectives that enhance forest ecosystems.  [Sec. 2(b)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Restores and improves land health.  [Sec. 2(b)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Restores water quality.  [Sec. 2(b)]


	13.  Project Type (check one) [Sec. 203(b)(1)]


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Road Maintenance [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Trail Maintenance [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Road Decommission/Obliteration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Trail Obliteration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Other Infrastructure Maintenance (specify): [Sec. 2(b)(2)(A)]      

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Soil Productivity Improvement [Sec. 2(b)(2)(B)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Forest Health Improvement [Sec. 2(b)(2)(C)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Watershed Restoration & Mntc. [Sec. 2(b)(2)(D)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Wildlife Habitat Restoration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(E)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fish Habitat Restoration [Sec. 2(b)(2)(E)]
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Control of Noxious Weeds [Sec. 2(b)(2)(F)]

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Reestablish Native Species [Sec. 2(b)(2)(G)]
	

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Other Project Type (specify) [Sec. 2(b)(2)]:     


14. Measure of Project Accomplishment / Expected Outcomes: [ Sec.203 (b)(5)]


a. Total Acres:
    1500 to 2500 acres
b. Total Miles:


c. No. of Structures and type of structures: 

d. Estimate of people reached:  70 – 100 

e. No. of Laborer days:  150

f. Other measures:

15. Duration of Project and Estimated Completion Date: [Sec. 203 (b)(2)]
The project is expected to treat minimally 1500 acres the first season.  Reapplications may be needed the second year and additional acres will be treated as well.
16. Target Species Benefited: (if applicable)
The eradication of noxious weeds benefits a host of native plant and animal species including deer, elk, cows, and humans.
17. How will cooperative relationships among people that use federal lands be improved? [Sec. 2 (b)(3)]
The eradication of noxious weeds is a high priority among people living and managing watersheds in Western Oregon.  By coordinating with adjacent federal and non-federal land owners on the treatment of this problem, a sizeable impact is expected to be made in the spread of seeds across property lines.  This is a mutual benefit between private and federal land managers and the associated users of such lands.
18. How is this project in the public interest? [Sec. 203 (b)(7)] 

         Identify benefits to communities.

This project is expected to have a large benefit to the private landowners of Lower Smith River.  Access to fence lines will be made easier for repair and pastures will become more productive as native or desirable non-native grasses reclaim areas cleared of weeds.  The community will also benefit by hosting the educational workshop about noxious weeds and what can be done to treat them and prevent the spread, thereby increasing coordination and communication between people of varying backgrounds, community groups, and federal agencies.
19. How does this project benefit federal lands / resources?
The Secure Rural Schools and Community Self Determination Act narrows the definition of federal lands for the purposes of the Act to Asuch portions of the revested Oregon and California Railroad and reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road grant lands as are or may hereafter come under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior, which have heretofore or may hereafter be classified as timberlands...for permanent forest production@ (Sec. 3.B.).
Due to the nature of the checkerboard ownership pattern in Smith River, federal and private lands share multiple boundaries.  Elimination the seed source from one side of the fence, roadway and/or river bank will hopefully prevent the spread of weeds to the adjacent landowner (e.g. O&C lands).  This in turn  supports the local economy by keeping federal lands healthy and reduces the cost of weed treatment.
	20.  Status of Project Planning


	a. NEPA Complete:    
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	b. If no, give est. date of completion and name of who will be completing the NEPA:      

	NEPA is currently under contract. Estimated completion date September 2003.
c.  NMFS Sec. 7 ESA Consultation Complete:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	d.  USFWS Sec. 7 ESA Consultation Complete:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	e.  Survey & Manage Complete:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	f.  DSL/ODFW* Permits for In-stream Work Obtained:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	g.  DSL/COE* 404 Fill/Removal Permit Obtained:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	h.  SHPO* Concurrence Received:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable

	i. Project Design(s) Completed:

j. If yes, Please describe how project 
designs were obtained:
There is a planned systematic approach on the lands currently identified for treatment.
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not Applicable



	*  DSL = Dept. of State Lands, ODFW = Oregon Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, COE = Army Corps of Engineers, SHPO = State Historic Preservation Officer


21. Proposed Method(s) of Accomplishment


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Contract



 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Federal Workforce


 FORMCHECKBOX 
  County Work Force 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Volunteers

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other (specify):  Members of the Watershed Council are donating the labor as In-Kind.
22. Will the Project Generate Merchantable Materials? [Sec. 204 (e)(3)]

Yes   FORMCHECKBOX 
    No   FORMCHECKBOX 
     


If yes, describe the type and amount of merchantable material that will be 
generated.
23. Anticipated Project Costs [Sec 203 (b)(3)]

a. Total County Title II Funds Requested $15,260


Coos:

$



Curry: 

$



Douglas:
$15,260

b. Is this a multi-year request?  Yes  □     No  □  If yes then display by fiscal year:


c. FY04 Request: 
$


d. FY05 Request: 
$


e. FY06 Request:     
$
Table 1. Project Cost Analysistc \l1 "Table 1. Project Cost Analysis
	Item
	Column A
Fed. Agency

Appropriated

Contribution

[Sec. 203(b)(4)]
	Column B
Requested

County Title II

Contribution

[Sec. 203(b)(4)]
	Column C
Other

Contributions

[Sec. 203(b)(4)]
	Column D
Total

Available

Funds

	24. Project Development/Training
	$1,000
	$3,600
	     
	$  4,600     

	25. Contracting - NEPA
26. Contracting – project implementation
	
	$2,500
$8,160
	$15,850   
	$  2,500

$24,010     

	27. Monitoring
	     
	$1,000
	     
	$  1,000

	
	
	
	
	

	27. Total Cost Estimate
	$1,000
	$15,260     
	$15,850    
	$32,110


28. Identify Source(s) of Other Funding for Projects Identified Above [Sec. 203 (b)(4)]
Smith River Watershed Council Members – In-Kind – Equipment

$8,250
Smith River Watershed Council Members – In-Kind – Labor

$7,600

Bureau of Land Management –In-Kind – Technical Support

$1,000
29.  Monitoring Plan [Sec. 203(b)(6)]
a.
What measures or evaluations will be made to determine how well the proposed project meets the desired ecological conditions? [Sec. 203(b)(6)] Who will be responsible for this monitoring item?
The individual landowners in coordination with the Smith River Watershed Council will annually monitor lands.  Due to the nature of this project, there must be treatments in successive years to control the new growth from the existing seed sources.  A future funding request from the Coos Bay BLM RAC is anticipated as more landowners participate and follow up treatments are warranted. Intensive monitoring will help landowners keep their lands in a “maintenance only” condition, rather than having to aggressively treat weeds year after years.
b.
How will the project be evaluated to determine how well the proposed project contributes towards local employment and/or training opportunities, including summer youth jobs programs such as the Youth Conservation Corps?  [Sec. 203(b)(6)] Who will be responsible for this monitoring item?
The project itself contains a training component for the landowners in this area.  Landowners will be able to identify noxious weeds and understand the various treatments available to combat the spread.  The Smith River Watershed Council will be responsible for this monitoring item.
c.
What methods and measures of evaluation will be established to determine how well the proposed project improves the use of, or added value to, any products removed from federal lands consistent with the purposes of this Act?  [Sec. 203(b)(6) and Sec. 204(e)(3)] Who will be responsible for this monitoring item?
    Not Applicable
d.
Identify total funding needed to carry out specified monitoring tasks.
Amount:       $1,000
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