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United States Department of the Interior

Dear Reader :

Designation of the Table Rock Wilderness afforded the American people a
unique opportunity to preserve in its natural state a portion of the
low-elevation forest on the west slope of the Cascades. This plan will
guide our efforts to ensure that the area is preserved for future
generations.

Many people helped us prepare the plan by sharing their suggestions and
ins ight s l If you are one of those people, we thank you. We hope you
will continue to work with us as we put the plan into ef feet. Please let
us know if you have questions or recommendations regarding management of
the area.

The introduction to this plan begins with a statement by Aldo Leopold, an
early advocate of wilderness preservation. Because much of the original
wilderness in this country is gone, Leopold argued that units in a
well-rounded national wilderness system must of necessity “vary greatly
in size and degree of wildness.” This nation is now involved in the
process of rounding out its wilderness system. Like many of the units
added in recent years to include ecosystems not well represented in the
wilderness system, the Table Rock Wilderness is smaller than the first
wilderness designations. Its relatively small size, and the fact that it
is surrounded by intensively managed forest lands, present some unique
management challenges. We believe that this plan provides a solid
foundation for a management program which will meet those challenges.

Sincerely,

a&/j!qJgL
State Director
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Many of the diverse wi!derr,esses  out of which we
have hammered America are already gone: hence in
any practical prngram the tinit areas to be preserved
ITTLIS~  vary greatly in size and degree of wiidness.

Background
Table Rock Wilderness (TRW) was designated a
component of the National Wilderness Preservation
System on June 26, 1984, when President Ronald
Reagan signed into law the Oregon Wilderness Act
of 1984 (Public Law 98-328; see Appendix A for a
complete text). No other area under Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) jurisdiction was designated as
wilderness in this legislation and TRW is the only
ELM-managed wilderness area within Salem District
boundaries,

Plan Purpose
This wilderness management plan serves a threefold
purpose. First, it provides management direction by
establishing clear management objectives and
prescribing a comprehensive set of compatible
management actions which will, when implemented,

Part I
Introduction

provide TRW with the overall blend of resource
protection and public visitation intended by
Congress. Second, it sets forth a general sequence
for implementing the identified management actions.
And third, it fulfills the Bureau policy requirement that
a management plan be prepared for a designated
wilderness area on public lands.

This plan is designed to guide TRW management for
the 1 O-year period 1986 through 1995. It culminates
more than a year of intensive study and dialogue in
the matter of managing the area. Plan monitoring will
be conducted every two years from the date of
approval to determine whether or not the
management goals and objectives are being met.
Management actions will a!so be monitored,
following implementation, to determine their
effectiveness in meeting the administrative mandates
set forth in Public Law 98-328. If an action (or set of
actions) is clearly not managerially effective and
change is needed, alternatives will be analyzed and
a new action proposed and implemented following
public review, Through continuous monitoring, a
dynamic management program can be provided to
ensure the area’s resources and wilderness
GhW3Gter  are preserved and protected for the long-
term enjoyment of visitors.
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;Natershed  is com@red  of moderateiy fragile to
severely fragile sites. Shallow to very shallow rocky
soils, low soil fertility, steep unstable slopes,
excessively drained areas and high susceptibility to
slides and erosion contrrbute  to this fragile site
condition. In addition, exposed bedrock, talus, slide
scarps, sheer cliffs, basaltic rock outcrops ar!d
crags are scattered throughout.

The presence of four distinct vegetation zones tarithirl
a relativeiy  short vertical sequence of geologic
features accounts for TRW’s great diversity of plartt
species, Within each zone (alpine, subalpine,
moniane and foothilis), both biotic and topographical
plant successional patterns occur. representing
unique plant community life cyc/es. Speciaiized
micro-habitats within three of the four zones support
populations of “sensitive” plant species. Sensitive
plants are species that could become federally listed
as endangered or threatened in the foreseeable
future. Within TRW, these sensitiije  species include:
German’s Aster, Smoo?h-leaved  Douglasia,
Clackamas Iris. Hal!‘e,  lsopyruml Shasta Lily, Fringed
Pinesap and Oregot>  Sullivantia.

TRW  is also habitat for the northern spotted owl. Last
obser:fed  in the area in 1980, this species is listed a8
“threatened” bi/ lhe Oregon State Department of Fist-i
artd  ‘$$ildlife,  Wildlife listed as threatened by the State
of Oregon  irisiudes any species which is !ikely to
become endangered within the foreseeable future.
Deer and elk w;nter rarrge another important wildlife
tiabiiatfor whist1 ihe area is knowr:, is located 8li
along  TR?Vs so:!?h-facing  slopes. These same
slq~&  are 4s~ iilhablied  by an abundant population
of blue  grouse.

HikIng  and horseback riding opportunities exist
within TRiAJ.  A jvell es!ablished lb?-mil 8 frail systeir!
extends along  prominent ridges in the area. The
segment of trail 6~ TR’l&‘s  main east-~4~est  ridgeline
is a paece sf ii once miore  exter,sire trail system
‘which cor?riected  the Wiilamette Val1e.y  k~.iith easterr:
8regon.  Written historic accounts, ineludir?c;  the
General La-id Office survey notes sf fE382, and other
evidence, indicate use of the trai!  by both abor&inai
peoples and early ELtro-Americans.  Eec.auas  of its
historir:al use, this trail segment has ht3e!l
determined eligible for incEusior>  in the National
Register of Historic Places, Another trail segment
extends to the top of Table Rock, the most prominent
geologic feature in the Moiaila  River drainage. On a
clear day: from the top of Table Rockl  visitors can
vie<@ spectacular high Cascade Range scenery
including Mount Rainier, Mt. St. Helens and Mt.
Adams in Washington State; Mt. Hood, Mt. Jefferson,
Three Fingered Jack, Mt. Washingtor:, and North,
Middle and South Sisters in Oregon; and Mt. Shasta
in northern California. The three existing trailheads
described under Access are the portals to TRW’s
developed trail system.

With the exception of several mineral leases, there
are no mining claims, grazing permitsileases or
other use authorizations within TRW. With respect to
the minera!  leases, there are six of record. ail oil and
gas: which wholly or partially cover lands within
designated wilderness boundaries, A.11 of these
leases were issued four years prior to TRW
legislation, and none  carried a “no surface
occupancy” stipulation for exploration operations.

Brazier Forest Products owns ar: U&acre  parcel in
Section 16, T. 7 S., R. 4 E,, W. M., TRW’s sole
inholding. At present, there is no developed access
to this non-federal parcel.

A seven-mile “jeep road,” bulldozed in : 970  to
expedite the survey and construction of the Table
Rock Road system. exter?ds  from Rooster Rock
Road or? TRW’s southern bour;dary over the main
east-attest  ridgeiine  to a point jgst east of the Table
Rock Trailhead on TRW’s rorthern  boundary. To
preeiude use of motorized vehicles on portions of
this fast-deteriorating travel route, the north end was
permanently blocked iri ! 984 shortly after passage of
the Act designat:ng the area. Vehicular access to the
jeep road’s south end was obliterated wher, Roos?er
Rock Road was constructed. Though never “put tc
bed” fc~rmally,  after 15 years without use. the jeep
road /s strewn with falier: trees. cut banks are
eroding to their natural angle of repose, and
vegetation indjgenous  to the area is reestablishir!g
itself fPr3ughC;!.&  This route is occasionally used by
hixers  ElTid iicxsebacb.  riders as i”, means  tGi traverse
the otherpdise  steep and rugged terrain n~f
accessible  i&. the estab!ished  trail s:stern.

Surface v~ater,  though  p1entifili near  TRW‘s p4phery
ir; spring arid eariy 3ummf3,  is <a sci3rce  commodiiy~
during lhe mid-summer through fa!l  period.
partisularty  in the area’s intrricr,  The head~iaters cf
Emage Creek, Bull Creek  and an unnamed tributary t~i
Tab!e  Rock Fork;  Ihe crily known perenriiai streams
in TRW, provide a reliable  source of water. Als~g the
main ridgelines, where most of the ssiabl~shed  trail
system lies, there is \iir’tiiaIiy  i:o surface ,waier
availablle at any time of the year (the sole exception
is that which can be obtained from the annual
snowpack before mid-July)

A wildfire in TRW’s fuel type iwouicd te a lc>w-
intensit): ground fire -with occasional flare ups, The
rate of fire spread would be fairly s!ow under normal
summer weather conditions, However, under severe
fire weather conditions. particularly *when dry east
winds are invoived, a fire within TRW boundaries
would likely be very erratic with a high rate of spread
and long-range spotting. This situation would pose a
considerable hazard to both wilderness and non-
wilderness lands and resources.



Several sections sf the existing trail system are
poorly located with long stretches of grade three to
four times the recommended design standard. The
trail tread on those grades is also substandard, Most
notable of these “weak links” to ar? Pjtherwise gsod
trail system are the 25mile  ssetkx ascending the
steep-nosed ridgelirx eastward from the Csid Bridge
Trailtxad  and the 15mile  sectiur?  extending from
Rooster Rock northward ir~:tG the headwaters of
Image Creek, along  the prominent saddle between
Wooster Rsck and Table Rock  ar?d up the steep-
nc!sed  ridgeline to its junctian  with the trail
ascending Table Wsck. Hiking and horseback riding
on these particxiar sections are difficult at best, and
trail maintenance is cosmetic 619ly,  with r-20 lsng-term
benefik  knsther sectirsn  of tIx+ developed trail
syste,m is aiisided by horseback riders, Ors the nsrth
slope of Table Rock, where a section of the existing
trail traverses a large  talus, horse use is nil hecause
of the difficul$  riders ertcsuriter  crossing the poor
trail tread.

Even with its proximity  to the: State’s three largest
metropolitan areas,  use of TRW has been low
cesmpared  to crther  wiiderness  areas in the region. Its
newness, small size and lack of comparable renown
contributes to the current visitatbx rate j500 visits in
1985). As word of TRW’s existence spreads, as more
people  learn of its uriiqile attributes, and as ELM
implements the management program presented in
this plan, use will ur!doubtediy increase. With few
exceptions, visitors seldom  venture far from the
area’s “Trailed Zone” (as identified in Part ill).
Narrc98r  ridgelines, very steep slopes, rough terrain
and thick vegetative cover are barriers to cross-
country travel and relegate most visitors to the
developed trail system.

Day-to-day  management sf TR\/V’ is carried out by
the staff of tiv3 Clackamas  Resource Area with
support from the Division of Resources and Divisiarli
of Operations staff. headquartered at BLM’s Salem
Djstrict  Bffice.
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Part II
Wilderness
Management
Goals

The management objectives summarized in Part V
and the management actions presented in Part VI of
this plan are designed to attain the following four
goals which currently guide BLM’s wilderness
management program.

0 To provide for the long-term protection and
preservation of the area’s wilderness character
under a principle of non-degradation. The area’s
natural condition, opportunities for solitude,
opportunities for primitive and unconfined types of
recreation, and any ecological, geological, or other
features of scientific, educational, scenic, or
historical value present will be managed so that they
will remain unimpaired.

0 To manage the wilderness area for the use and
enjayment of visitors in a manner that will leave the
area unimpaired for future use and enjoyment as
wilderness. The wilderness resource will be
dominant in all management decisions where a
choice must be made between preservation of
wilderness character and visitor use.

temporarily or permanently. Management will seek to
preserve spontaneity of use and as much freedom
from regulation as possible.

l To manage non-comforming but accepted uses
permitted by the Wilderness Act and subsequent
laws in a manner that will prevent unnecessary or
undue degradation of the area’s wilderness
character. Nonconforming uses are the exception
rather than the rule; therefore, emphasis is placed on
maintaining wilderness character.

0 To manage the area using the minimum tool,
equipment, or structure necessary to successfully,
safely, and economically accomplish the objective.
The chosen tool, equipment, or structure should be
one that least degrades wilderness values





The Limits of Acceptable Change (LAC)  system, a
nine-step process for establishing acceptable and
appropriaie resmrce and social conditions in a
recreation setting, will govern the management
strategy to be applied within TRW. The primary
emphasis of the LAC system is on the conditions
desired, rather than on how much use or abuse an
area can tolerate. The management challenge is not
one of how to prevent any human-induced change
to the physical, biological or social settings within
TRlrl~, but rather one of deciding how much change
wiil be allowed to occurI  where, and what
management actions are needed to control it. Once
in piace and functioning, the mechanics of the LAC
system can alert R.&i to unacceptable change
within TRW before it is too late to react. As a
management tool, LAC is designed to be the
foundation for the long-term protection and
preservation of TRW’s wiiderness character, flexible
enough  to allow for site specific situations. cost
effective accountable, and a perfect vehicle for
public participation in the wilderness management
planning process.

To augment the LAC system for wilderness planning,
TRW is divided into two very distinct management
zones. The first, a “Trailless Zone,” covers all of the
unmodified natural environment within Lvilderness
boundaries which is not influenced by the existence

Part 111
Wilderness
Management
Strategy

or use of the developed trail system and old jeep
road. Obviously. the trailfess acreage constitutes, by
far, the bulk of the planning area. The second, a
“Trailed ZoneS” covers all wilderness acreage
traversed by the developed trail system and old jeep
road. Included in the Trailed Zone is acreage
influenced by these routes and their use by
wilderness visitors. Compared to the size of the
trailless  acreage, the linear Trailed Zone makes up a
very small proportion of ihe overall planning area.
Figure 4 illustrates the reiationship  between the
Trailed and Trailless Zones.

Key social and physicalibioiogical  indicators, such
as the average number of party encounters per day
and square feet of compacted and barren soil in a
given area, wi!l be selected to represent the
conditions deemed acceptable and appropriate for
the Trailed and Trailless Zones. BLM will estabiish
social and resource-related standards to serve as
limits against which change in selected key
indicators can be judged, Resource inventories.
visitor surveys, studies and research, and monitoring
wii! be the basis for establishing LAC standards. If
change exceeds the acceptable limit set for a
particular indicator standard, appropriate
management actions will be taken to shift from an
unacceptable condition to one that is managerially
desired. Since the small size, narrow configuration

11



Figure 4
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and steep, rugged terrain of TRW precludes, for the
most part, physically redistributing use within
wilderness boundaries, length of stay limits, use
regulations, rationing, etc., may be applied to
affected zones to maintain acceptable social and
physical/biological resutirce  conditions. However,
before such restrictive measures would be
considered, an intensive information and education
program would be initiated to bring about voluntary
compliance with established regulations and an
awareness of backcountry etiquette.

The formal LAC planning process will be initiated in
Fiscal Year 1986, but all nine steps will not be
completed as it will take several years to fully
implement LAC procedures. Following field
application and through experience gained, the
wilderness management objectives summarized in
Part V will be modified to incorporate state-of-the-art
LAC standards for TRW.

As a preparatory step to LAC system implementation,
water quality3  soil and vegetative cover in areas
where visitation is expected to be high have been
monitored. A program for monitoring flow-related
water quality trends was developed in October 1984.
Water from permanently established collection
points wili be sampled and analyzed on a scheduled
basis so that any changes in quality can be detected.
A soil/vegetative cover monitoring program was set
up in July 1985, Photographs of permanently
established photo plots will be taken annually so that
any changes in site condition can be evaluated.

The genesis of the !-AC  process for TRW will be fully
documented and available for review at the Salem
District Office.

13
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Wilderness elements are the physical/biologicai,
social and managerial factors which must be
considered in developing a comprehensive
management p!an  for TRW. The following list
includes the elements for which the wilderness
management program (presented in Part VI) is
developed.

Physicalf Biological

0 Soil
l Water
0 Vegetation
l Fish and Wildlife

Social Eiements
0 Recreation Use
l Other Visitor Use

Part IV
Wilderness
Elements

Managerial Elements
0 Signs
0 Trails
0 Trailheads
l Camp Areas
0 Use Authorizations
l Land Tenure Adjustments
0 Emergency Services
l Fire
l Minerals
0 Cultural Resources
l Information and Education

15
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Consistent with the overall TRW management
strategy, objectives for managing the wilderness
elements identified in Part IV are summarized below.
These same objectives are repeated in Part VI as a
component of the element by element wilderness
management program discussion.

Physical/Biological
Elements
Soil
8 To limit soil displacement and erosion resulting
from human activity and authorized uses to a rate
that closely approximates the natural erosion
process.

l To prevent soil compaction resulting from human
activity and authorized uses to progress to a point
where natural plant establishment is precluded
(trailheads,  traditionally used camp areas and
developed trail tread in the Trailed Zone excepted).

0 To maintain the riparian habitats of streams,
springs, ponds and wetlands in their natural state.

Part V
Summary of
Wilderness
Management
Objectives

l To manage human activity and authorized uses so
that the integrity of surface and ground water
resources is maintained.

Vegetation
l To maintain plant species indigenous to the area
immediately prior to wilderness designation with
emphasis on species listed as sensitive.

l To limit natural plant succession interruptions
resulting from human activity and authorized uses to
a rate which can be recovered in one growing
season (trailheads, traditionally used camp areas
and developed trail tread in the Trailed Zone
excepted).

l To prevent the loss of trees and excessive loss of
ground cover at traditionally used camp areas and
more heavily used locations within the Trailed Zone.

0 To allow forest disease and noxious plant
infestations to run their natural cycles so long as
they do not cause unacceptable change to the
wilderness resource or threaten significant resource
values outside wilderness boundaries.

l To leave in place all standing dead vegetation, but
allow down and dead vegetative material to be

17



Managerial He
Sign
0 To limit pro:fisior: of reg&~toty  and ir?fsrmatior:al
signs to trailheads and locations where theit
placement  is absolutely necessary to protect
specific; resourcs  values or for sisitor safety.

Trails

18



Emergency Serwices
To provide emergency visitor assistance. including
the administration of first aid and initiation of search
and rescue operations, whenever visitor safety or
life-threatening situations warrant remedial action.

Fire

To suppress any wildfire, regardless of cause, and
employ suppression techniques which result in the
least amount of resource or surface disturbance.

To minimize the impact of oil and gas operations on
the wilderness resource while recognizing that
regulatory provisions contained in oii and gas tease
operating plans protect the rights of lessees {that is,
they are reasonable and consistent with the
continued use of the lands for the purposes for
which the leases were issued).

To preserve and protect all sites of known cultural
resource value within wilderness boundaries.

l To make information about the wilderness
available to the public ot9 request, but without
advertising or pramsting  its use.

o To educate wilderness visitors and promote back-
country etiquette through the “no trace” visitation
COTlCept.

+ To encourage visitor compliance with estab!ished
use regulations through the provision of positively
worded information about the unique resources and
opportunities available.

0 To divert use not dependent on wilderness tc
alternative areas.

0 To divert visitors seeking wilderness opportunities
and experiences not available in the Table Rock
Wilderness  to other areas that are part of the
i4ational  Wilderness Preservation System.

19





Passing from beneath the shadows of the woods
where the trees grow close and high, we step into
charming ‘wild gardens fuii of liiies, orchids,
heartworts,  roses, e;c,, with colors so ga‘y’ and
fcrming such sumptuous masses of bloom, they
make :he gardens of civilization, ho.we\;er lovingly
cared for, seem pathetic and silly.

J&n Muir
from The Forests of Oregon in Sfee~ R&s

The management actions presented in this part
comprise the program which will guide the
administration of lands and resources within TRW
boundaries, These actions are designed to achieve
management objectives by bringing about a balance
between protection of TRW’s unique combination of
natural, scenic and cultural resources and utilization
of the area for recreational, scientific and
educational purposes, One very fundamental fact
remains clear, however. The United  States Congress,
through passage of Public Law 98-328,  intends that
the area be managed as a component of the National
Wilderness Preservation System. F-s such, it cannot
be managed solely for public pursuit of recreation.
The national benefit of the area lies not in how many
people can annually visit, but instead in how it can
be visited and enjoyed over the long term through

Part VI
Wilderness
Management
Program

preservation and protection of its exceptional
resource values and wilderness character.

The 17 wilderness elements identified in Part IV as
applicable to TRW are presented, element by
element, in the following discussion under one of
three major element categories-physicalibiologieai,
social or managerial. Specific management
objectives, current management situation and
assumptions, and program direction (management
policies and actions) are addressed for each
element.

Physical/Biological
Elements
Soil
Management Objectives
0 To limit soii displacement and erosion resulting
from human activity and authorized uses to a rate
that closely approximates the natural erosion
process.

21
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concentrations and, in mast cai$es,  wwe not even
detected at specified limits. Biologically, the test
results varied substantiaiigi  depending on the date of
collection.  Total and fecal  ccsliform  testing of fail and
early summer-month samples yielded ‘xry low
bacteria counts, and fecal  strep tested negative.
HYW~V~~.  ihe late summer samples (August and
September) showed dramatic increases in bacteria
levels, with scme  not meeting State of Oregon
standards for contact recreation, let alone Federal
and State standards for primiary drinking water.
Since visitation to the headwaters of Bmaye  Creek
and the unnamed tributary was practically nii during
the monitoring period! these were not visitor-induced
increases, but increases caused by a combinatican  of
naturai  conditions, Temperature increases, lower
precipitation rates, lc)~p/er  streamflow and increased
use by wildlife (attracted ta Image Creek and the?
unnamed tributary because of iack of water sriur~es
elsewhere in TRW’s interior] are all factors
contributing to the higher bacteria levels
encountered.

Because sources a.rtz so limited, surface water will
always be a scarce commodity duriny the mid-
summer through fall  periad,  particularly in TRW’s
interior. Riparian  habitats wili remain pristine and the
chemical quaii?j of surface water wil1 not change
from that enc~tintsreb  dturing  the Fiscal Year 1985
monitariny  program. in time, surface water sources
\~(il!  attract msre visitors and be subject tG increased
consumptive uses. As focal points for visitation,
streams. springs, ponds and wetlands, and their
respective riparian habitais will be on the receiving
ml of mere human disturbance. The pidtential fGr
water qiiality detericiation. from a bivls$sa!
standpoint, must be anticipate?d.  And, at a minimum,
visit0r.s will need to be advised that TRW’s suriace
xater is not petabte  and must be trca?-3d  pripsr to USA
for cor1sumg32rve pufposes.

8

1. Wiparian  habitats will be mcaintained.  Any use
which cotl!d  prove deleterio&s to the pristine
character of riparian vegetation will nst be aliowed
to occur.

2. When it is determined that surface water within
TRW is not potable, the public will be advised to treat
it prior to use for consumptive purpr;ases.

1. Establish MC standards for water element
indicators.

2. Prohibit the establishment of “hardened” camp
areas within riparian habitat through monitoring and
use regulation.

3. Post notices at all trajtheads advising visitors to
treat water prior to use for consumptive pL!rposes
whenever a deteaminatirjn  is made that ;Nater is not
potable.

4. Develop watering facilities for r%xeationai
litiestock  EiWaj~ from sC~urCx?S  Of SUffaCe water at the
headwaters of image Creek if livestock use
increases ts a level where stream banks and riparian
vegetaticn  are adversely affected c)r where water
quality deterioration is detected ar?d attributable to
such use.

5. Monjtor  key water element indicators in both the
Trailed and Trailless Zones so that changes can be
detected before unaccsptable  conditions requiring
remedial war!<  are reached,

0 T,2 maintair:  plant species ind;ceroI:s  to the areaIj
immediately prior to ~lderness desiynaticx-i  Gth
emphasis on species listed as sensitive.

3 Tc limit natural p1ant  suCcessi0n interruptions
resulting i~2rn human acti>dity and authorized uses  to
a rate which can be recovered in 8ne grcwiny
season t,trailheads, traditionali~i  used c,a+mp areas
and develc~ped  trail tread in the Traiied Ziine
s;xCXpt~d j.

0 To prevent the loss of trees and excessive loss of
ground cover at traditionally uss;d camp areas and
more heavily used locations within the Trailed ZcEne.

l To allow fc.rest disease and noxious plant
infestations to run their natural cycles so lisng as
they do not cause unacc~piable  change to the
wilderness resource or threaten significant resource
values outside wilderness boundaries,

0 To leave in place all standirlg dead vcyestatilon. but
alisw down and dead veyetcjtive material tc be
utilized for campfire purposes in amounts that can
be replaced annually through natural accumulation.
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0 To cotlfine  vegetative modification aiong
develsped traiis to planned  trail lcxatirx and design:
specifi@atlons,  including that required for visitor
safety.

For the most  part, TRW’s vegetatisr? is tinmsdtfied
and. in conjur?ction  ‘with the area’s rugged
tqxgraphy,  exemplifies the natural forest character
which ‘once  csvered the entire upper Mtolalla  River
drairxqe. LVithit? the Trailless  Zone, the exceptions
are few and of minor  significance. Several small
peripheral intrusions, widely scattered along the high
standard logging roads which surround TRW, are
the result of forest management activity which
started in the mid-l%X’s and ended in the mid-
1970’s.  Mortality saivage and csmmereial thinning
comprise most of tk+z disturbance. although two
small clearcut  areas and two short sections of jeep
rsad are present. However, the 7 K-foot  boundary
setback which parallels the deiielcqed  road system
places much sf this modified forest environment
ciutside the designated wilderness boundary thus
dimin!shlng,  to some  degree, the amount of
disturbance inside TRW. Within the Trailed Zone,
vegetative disturbance is limited to the deveioped
trail system, the crass-ridge jeep road and heavily
visited locations including traditionally used camp
areas.

Forest disease! if present at all. is endemic VAthin
TRW,  and mass infestations sf noxious  plants are
not knovuT  ts GCCCEP.

Becxuse visitation is relatively low. natural plant
succession interruptior:s,  even in heavily visited
areas, are minimal. and nattira!  recovery occurs
wZhin o-x growing season. To date, no trees have
died as a result of I-umar:  act:Yity and groucd cove;
loss due to repeated trampling at tradiiisnail~  used
camp  areas and mot-8  h~3vily visited locations has
not been excessive. Hawever,  down and dead
vegetative material in the vicinity of traditionally used
camp areas is fast disappearing. and annual isatural
accumulatWi  is not keeping pace  wit!7  ~iilizatiori  by
visitors fnr firewood  purpcses.

Annuai trail maintenance has focused or: visitor
safety rather than user comfort by removing  down
trees lying across the trail, dead trees leaning 8ve1
the trait and limbs and brush that force foot and
horse traffic off the developed trail tread,

Seven “sensitive” plant species including Goman’s
Aster, Smooth-leaved Dsuglasia, Ctackamas  Ins.
Hall’s IsOpiirum, Shasta Liljt, Fringed Risesap.  and
Oregon Su\livantia are known ie occur in scattered
popu!atior:s  thrsughaut  TRA’. Human activity and
authorized uses have not, to BbM’s knowledge.

posed a threat to any paputatic-r7  of these senstti**f,re
SpSGiE?S.

0 Other thaia the disturbance created by reiocatirx:  of
several segments of the developed trail system,
vegetation w,ithin the Trailless  Zone will not be
affected by any of the management actions
presented in this plan, and no specialized plant
community habitats will be disturbed by new trait
corlstrur,tkxl.

l Vegetation disturbance i%‘ill  be most evident within
the Trailed Zone  where increased human activity,
concentrated along  the dfevelsped  trail system and
at key destination points, is anticipated, The
trailheads, ridge saddles, the headwater basin of
Image Creek (only dependable surface water source
in TRWs  interior) and tap of Tabie  Rack are areas
where B&M WitI pay particular attention to the
impacts of visitation on plant csmmunities.

0 Without management attention, utjliaation of down
and dead vegetative material for fireivood  will
continue to outstrip the abilitj, of certain areas to
replace such material annually through natural
accumulatiun.

1~ Management of TRW’s vegetative cover will be
directed toward retaining the pristine character sf
the wilderness environment and allowing natural
ecological processes to operate freely 88 long as
outbreaks of insects and disease dc!  nst cause
unacceptable change to the wilderness  resource.

2. Trees, shrubs, wildflowers and other vegetation
wili not be cut or ssid for non-wilderness purposes.
Hc.wever,  under emergency conditions, trees may be
felled and other vegetaticxl  disturbed during 3wildfire
suppression (see Fire Management Plan, Appendix
B) or during insect, disease or rxxious plant
eradication when it is evident that infestations wAl
cause unacceptable char,ge  to the wilderness
resource cx threaten resource values outside TRW
boundaries,

3. Trees may be cut for use in construction and
maintenance of authorized impro~x+ments  located
within TRW  when suitable materials cannot he
brought il: from outside the wilderness. Any cutting
for these adrriinistratiioz  purpcsses  WI! cQ;(;ur  w&l
away from the developed trail system and hea’:.4[~
visited locations, particularly traditicrnaliy  used camp
areas. Evidence of any cutting activify w/Ii be
camsufiaged.



4. Firctwovd  cuttinylyathering  will be limited to
down and dead vegetative material made available
annually through natural accumulation.

5. Areas in the Traiiless  Zone disturbed by pre-
wilderness forest management activities will not be
rehabilitated but allowed to heal naturally and slowly
blend with the surrounding vegetative cover. Paint
markings which delineated the boundaries of old
timber sale units will be camouflaged or otherwise
removed from the boles of residual boundary trees.

6. Vegetative material will be removed annually from
the developed trai! system through a trail
maintenance program for purposes of visitor safety
rather than user convenience or cornfoe.

7. All known populations of sensitive plant species
will be preserved and protected from construction of
relocated trail segments and other authorized
activities.

8. Trees and ground cover growing within the IOO-
foot boundary setback will not be cut or disturbed
except for visitor safety and road maintenance
reasons or to provide adequate space to meet State
of Oregon safety codes for landing areas and guying
cable logging equipment. No planned timber sales
will be located within the bour;dary setback strip.

9. Forest disease and noxious plant infestations
which threaten significant resource values outside
wilderness boundaries will be treated and eradicated
when possible.

l Management Actions

1. Establish LA@ standards for vegetation element
indicators.

2. Inventory the Trailed Zone to determine where
existing conditions exceed LAG standards
established for the vegetation element indicators.

3. Stabiiize and, where feasible, rehabilitate to as
near natural a condition as possible all areas
identified in the initial Trailed Zone inventory as
requiring remedial work.

4. Conduct further botanical field examinations to
produce a complete jnventory  of plants inhabiting
TRW.

5. Encourage visitors to use portable cookstoves
and refrain from building campfires through
messages contained in the .wilderness  information
and education program. Consider seasonal or year-
round campfire prohibitions in specified areas when

fuelwood  use, even  with the information p r o g r a m s ,
appears to outstrip the annual accumulation.

6. Monitor key vegetation element indicators in both
the Trailed and Trailiess  Zones so that changes can
be detected before unacceptable conditions
requiring remedial work are reached.

Management Objectives
0 To maintain fish and wildlife species indigenous to
the area immediately prior to wilderness designation
with emphasis on sensitive, threatened and
endangered species.

l To allow natural ecologica!  succession of fish and
wildlife populations, including natural infestations of
insects, so long as they do not cause unacceptable
change to the wilderness resource or threaten
significant resource values outside wilderness
boundaries.

0 To limit habitat alteration resulting from human
activity and authorized uses to a rate commensurate
*with LAG standards set for other physical/biological
wilderness elements.

0 To permit reestablishment of native fish and
wildlife species or establishment of a sensitive,
threatened or endangered species so long as the
action is for correcting an undesirable condition
resulting from human activity or authorized uses.

Current Management Situation
A July 1985  stream survey within TRW boundaries
confirmed earlier speculation that no stream
supports a fishery capable of withstanding angling
pressure over an extended period. Bull Creek, Image
Creek and an unnamed tributary to Table Rock Fork
were surveyed. No fish were found in either Bull
Creek or the unnamed tributary, and Image Creek
produced only a limited cutthroat trout population
with all but a few fish under six inches in length.
Steep streambed gradient, low summer streamflow
and poor food supply contribute to low fish
population.

TRW’s extensive stand of undisturbed forest
environment coupled with its steep, rugged terrain,
talus, slide scarps, sheer sliffs, basaltic rock
outcrops and crags, and riparian areas provide
outstanding habitat diversity for a wide variety of
wildlife species. As with all lands under Btfvl
jurisdiction in the Salem District, wildlife is managed
by the State of Oregon, and wildlife habitat is
managed by BLM.
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The northern spot&d  ewl, a species listed as
Yireatened~’ by the Oregon Department of Fish and
Liiiidt~fe, was last ckxx:ved within TRW boundaries in
1980. No other sensitive, threatened or endangered
species is knewn to inhabit the area, but the sheer
cliff areas have been identified by the Oregon
Depariment of Fish and YJzldlife  as haiiing moderate
pctentiai  far reintroduction; of peregrine falcans. A
pair of golden eagles nesting in the Molalla River
drainage has been observed soaring above the
western portions of TRW and may occasionally hunt
in the open meadows scattered along the area’s
upper ridges.

insect infestations, if present at ail, are endemic
within TRW,

The lower eEevation south-facing slopes of TRLV’s
main east-west ridgeline provide excellent deer and
elk winter range.

0 A fishery will never develop jr? TRW’s streams, and
angling opportunities, if they exist at ail, will always
be poor.

0 TRW’s steep sispes  and rugged terrain are not
cutid~!c8ve  to hunting, bu t some hunting will continue
to occur with/~ wilderness boundaries.

0 Fish and wildlife popuiations  and species diversity
wilt remair?  fairly csnstant within TRW. Animal
disturbance will be most evident within the Trailed
Zone where increased human activbtiiy, concentrated
alony the developed trail uj3q~:-tem  and at key visitation
psinis,  is anticipated,

1, The natural distribution, pcpulatisn  and
interaetisr:  of TRW’s EnrligerisLis  fish and wildlifE
species will be maintained.

2. Except where spscific program directiogi  for ather
wilderness eiements allows far alteration. fkh argd
wildlife habitat will ba mair;tained  without  human
influ6?.nCX?s.

3. Hunting, fishing arid trapping will be permitted
within TRW subject to BLM policies and applicable
Fedsrat  and State of 8regcx laws and regulations.

4. insect anfestations  will be allowed to rdn their
natural cycies so long as they do not cause
unacceptable change to the wilderness resource or
threaten significant resource values outside
wilderness boundaries, Epidemic populations

determined unacceptable will be treateci  and
eradicated whets pkxible.

5. Consideration will bc given to reesiabiishrneP:t  of
native fish and wildlife species or the establishment
of a sensitive, threatened or endangered species
when conditions warrant remedial actkn

l Management Aictions

1. Establish LAC standards for fish and wildlife
element indicators,

2. Conduct further wildlife field examinaticins to
produce a complete inventory of animals inhabiting
or using TRW’s habitat.

3. Continue northern spotted owl survey work within
TRW ts gair? as much information on this State cf
Oregon  “threatened” species as possible,

4. Atlow reintroduction of peregrine falcons v;ittsin
TRW if the Oregon Depatimer;i of Fish ar:d LViidlife
recommends that a hacking prsgram shczuld  be
initiated at this site.

5. hqonitor key fish and wiidlife element ir:dicatvrs in
both thg Trailed and Traillass Zones se that changes
can be detected before unacxeptable  csr:ditkxs
requiring remedial work are ieaci:ed.

To provide ~~ppsrtuoities for visitors ti:, experiei;ce
solitude and to participate in primitive arid
unzonfmed  ;ir’pes of recreaticxi activltitzs  that are
consistent with pressrvation  sf wilderixss charac:ier.

n
Though close to Oregon’s three largest pqxllatior:
centers (Portland, Etigene and Saiemj, TkU is just
nr,w being “discovered” bir @IF popuisce.  Csmparec!
to other wilderness areas ir, thus regior, total annual
Lrisitation  is very low. Daring Calendar Year 1985, it
is estimated that 5OC pesple visited TWLV.  LYsitat~tin
figures for Calendar Year 1986 art-3 r:st expected to
be much higher. Because very steep slopes,  rqged
terrain and thick vegetati;ie cuver are barriers ts
cross-ceuntry travel. practically ali visitation  i3cct1rs
within the Trailed Zane  on or alsng the developed
trail system. Although some winter-related recreatrori
has been observed,  most recreatisn  use ~cxx~rs
during the mid-June through mid-September period
when snc)w accumulation at higher elevations has

26



melted, visibiiity improves and wildflowers are
in full bloom.

From field observations: it is clear that day-use
activities are preferred over those requiring an
overnight stay. TRW’s small  size and proximity to the
Willamette  Vaijey have more to do with this than any
real lack of wilderness attributes. Day hiking,
horseback riding, picnicking and sightseeing
(including wildflower and wildlife observation,
photography and viewing high Cascade Range
scenery) are all popular activities. Backpacking and
camping. while not nearly as prevalent, are activities
commonly associated with TRW visitation. Cross-
country skiing and snowshoeing are the only winter-
month activities known to occur within the area.

Recreation use data are sketchy as visitor use
surveys and other methods of gathering user data
have not been conducted or employed to date.

Management Assumptions
0 Total annual visitation will increase steadily during
the 1 O-year planning period.

l Visitors will continue favoring use of the Trailed
Zone over the Trailless Zone.

0 The preponderance of recreation activity within
TRW will continue to be day-use oriented, although
overnight visitation will increase as word of TRW’s
existence spreads and more people learn of its
unique attributes.

l Winter-month recreation use will become a more
significant management issue.

Program Direction
l Management Policy

1. Recreation is a legitimate use of TRW.

2. Where a choice must be made between
preservation of wilderness character and visitor use,
the wilderness resource will be dominant in all
management decisions.

3. Direct and indirect visitor management
techniques will be utilized when necessary to both
preserve the wilderness resource and provide
visitors with wilderness recreation opportunities and
experiences which TRW is capable of producing.

4. Regulations limiting the number of visitors and/or
recreational livestock ;Nithin TRW will be put into
effect only after implementation of other reasonable
control measures fail to bring user-related impacts
in line with established LX standards.

5. Facilities and improvements will not be providec!
solely for visitor comfort and convenience. Where
required for protection of the wilderness resource or
for the health and safety of visitors, only the minimum
necessary improvements will be authorized.

1. Establish LAC standards for recreation use
element indicators.

2. Gather recreation use data through visitor surveys
and other data gathering methods to determine if and
Iwhen existing social conditions exceed LAC
standards established for recreation use element
indicators

3. If visitor surveys and other data gathered from
TRW users indicate that established LAC standards
for social conditions are presently exceeded,
implement whatever visitor management actions are
necessary to bring use levels in line with the affected
LX standards.

4. To promote an atmosphere of visitor courtesy and
respect, require recreational livestock be heid
overnight away from traditionally used camp areas
and domesticated pets be physically restrained or
under reliable voice control at all times.

5. Monitor key recreation use element indicators in
the Trailed Zone so that changes can be detected
before unacceptable conditions requiring remedial
work are reached.

Other Visitor Use
Management Objectives
To permit visitation and use for purposes other that
recreation, including monitoring, research and
scientific study, so long as planned activities are
compatible with other wilderness management
objectives and leave the area unimpaired for future
use and enjoyment as wilderness.

Current Management Situation
No research projects or scientific studies are being
conducted within TRW a? the present time; however,
three BLM monitoring efforts have been initiated
(northern spotted owl survey. waier quality
monitoring and soil/vegetative cover monitoring).

The northern spotted owl survey effort within TRW
was initiated in the late 1970’s.  This species was last
obseriied here in 1980.
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0 To limit provisisn of regulatory and infsrmatiorx2l
signs to trailheads and lecatbna where their
placement is absclutely  necxssary  to protezt
specific resource valkles or for visitw safeF$,

l To provide directilanal  sigcs  at trailheads and trail
junctions mly,

C u r r e n t

l A comprehensive wiiderness  signing plan will
have to Se developed for the Trailed Zone.

* Maps, bfschures and similar material develcipxl
35 a part of the wilderness information and
education program wil1 r4?duc6  the need for pssiing
some signs within TRW.



1~ Signs will not be posted in the Trailless Zone
except where their placement is absolutely
necessary to protect specific resource values of for
visitor health and safety reasons.

2. Except for trailheads, signing within the Trailed
Zone will be limited to directional signs at trail
junctions and regulatory or informational signs
absolutely necessary to protect specific resource
values or for visitor health and safety reasons.

3. Trailhead signing will include a standard
wilderness boundary sign, a directional sign for the
developed trail system, regulatory signs and official
informational signs pertaining to fire prevention and
back-country etiquette.

4. Signs ~vill be instajled so as to minimize both the
physical and psychological impacts associated with
their placement.

l Management Actions

1. Develop a comprehensive signing plan for TRW’s
Trailed Zone

2. Install signs as prescribed in the comprehensive
signiny plan consistent with stated management
policy. Directional signs %will be placed at trailheads
and trail junctions only. Regulatory and informational
signs will be placed at each trailhead on a standard
sign board and at jocations where their placement is
absolutely necessary to protect specific resource
values or for visitor safety. Under no circumstance
will signs be placed in either the Trailed or Trailiess
Zones to identify natural features or to provide on-
site interpretation.

TElilS

l To provide and manage a developed trail system
which al!ows visitors an opportunity to test
hiking’horseback  riding skills and experience a
sensation of physical exertion and feeliny of
accomplishment.

0 To minimize the establishment of impromptu
footpaths in the Trailless Zone created by excessive
use of certain cross-country routes.

l To design and construct new trail segments and
relocated portions of the existing developed trail
system using wilderness trail standards for
hiking/horseback riding use.

0 To maintain developed trails annually to protect
resources, promote visitor safety and prolong the life
of the investment.

The ribbon-like Trailed Zone contains all : 7 miles of
TRW’s “developed” trail system. Of this total, ‘10
miles are well established hikingihqrsebaek  riding
trails extending primarily along the area’s prominent
ridges. The remaining T-mile  section is the old
bulldozed cross-ridge “jeep road” extending
midslope from the Rooster Rock Road on the south
to the Table Rock Road on the north.

The jeep road was permanently blocked in 1984 to
discourage motor vehicle access into TRW’s
interior. Neglected for 15 years, this route is now
strewn with fallen trees, cut banks are raveling and
native vegetation is reestablishing itself throughout.
This natural healing process has created a rather
nice “trail” which is occasionally used by hikers and
horseback riders as a means to traverse the
otherwise steep and rugged terrain so characteristic
of the Trailless Zone.

For the most part, the IO-mile trail system provides
exceptionally good opportunities for hiking,
backpacking and horseback riding. However,
several sections of the existing trail route are poorly
located, with long stretches of grade three to four
times steeper than design standards recommended.
These long. steep grades cannot support a stable
trail tread because the soils involved are
compactible  when moist and ver;, susceptible to
erosion. Approximately 4 miles of trail are of
immediate concern (the 2.5mile  section ascending
the steep-nosed ridgeline eastward from the Old
Bridge Trailhead and the 1.5~mile  section extending
from Rooster Rock northward into the headwaters of
Image Creek, along the prominent saddle dividing
the Imaye  Creek drainage from the Camp Creek
drainage and up the steep-nosed ridgeline to its
iunction  with the trail ascendincl  Table Rockl.  These
are the most notable “weak lin&si’ of an otherwise
good trail system, and hiking and horseback riding
en these particular sections are difficult at best.

Over the years trail maintenance efforts have been
very erratic. When youth work programs flourished
the mid-1370’s  BLM was able to keep up with trail
maintenance needs throughout the Dstrict. When
the work-force made available by these programs
was cut off in the late 1970’s, the trail maintenance
program suffered. Little was accomplished in the
Table Rock area until 1985 when a one year

in

volunteer trail maintenance agreement was entered
into by BLM and the Chemeketans, a Salem-based
hiking and outdoor club. Through this agreement,
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2. AII sections of old trail abandoned in lie~r  of new
relocated sections will be rehabilitated and
permanently “put to bed.”

3. ‘Trail csnsiruction will ncjt be undertakers  in the
absence of an approifed trail project plan. Design
standards and specificatisns suitable for wilderness
will serve as the basis for p-eject survey and design.

4. Trailed and Trailiess  Z~x7e bsundaries  will be
modified to reflect changes resulting from
corxiructiffn  of new trails or relocated trarl s6xtic;ns.



Loukout station. All three trailheads are too small to
adeqllately and safely serve the needs of TRW’s
visitors.

Other than the small and relatively fiat space for
vehicle parking provided by the existing roads and
the minimal signing described in Signs (Current
Management Situation), no portal facilities are
provided. Litter is picked up whenever BLM staff visit
TRW, but routine trailhead maintenance has never
been programmed.

Management Assumptions

l Additional traifheads are not needed at this time.

l Improvement of existing trailheads is needed to
meet user requirements.

Program Direction
. Management Policy
1. All trailheads will provide adequate space for
vehicles to be parked safely (including horse trailers
at Old Bridge Trailhead)  for extended periods In
addition, the trailhead signing described in Signs
(Program Direction--Management Policy) will be
provided at each trailhead.

2. Traiihead construction will not be undertaken in
the absence of an approved trailhead project plan.

3. Ali traiiheads will be maintained on a scheduled
basis to foster the preventative maintenance concept
and provide visitors safe and secure portals from
which to begin and end their wilderness stay.

I. Prepare a trailhead project plan covering ail three
of TRW’s existing trailheads and, following plan
approval, develop the porta!  facilities described for
each.

2. Annually maintain TRW’s three trailheads.

Camp Areas
Management Objectives
0 To maintain a separation between camp areas in
the Trailed Zone to augment social element
objectrves.

l To eliminate traditionaliy used camp areas located
too close to developed trails

l To prevent the establishment of “hardened” camp
areas too close to streams and springs.

0 To minimize the establishment of “hardened” camp
areas in the Trailless Zone created by excessive use
of certain locations.

Current Management Situation
Because most recreation activity within TRW has
been day-use oriented, only a few “hardened” camp
areas have evolved over time. Even before
wilderness designation, BLM had not improved any
sites within TRW with facilities to accommodate
overnight visitation.

The “hardened” camp areas that have sprung up
through repeated use are all located within the
Trailed Zone adjacent to the developed trail system.
Most notable of these are the scattered sites located
on top of Table Rock and the traditionally used camp
area situated on the small saddle  on Table Rock’s
southwest shoulder,

Management Assumptions
l Visitation at traditionally used camp areas will
increase, with deleterious affects on wilderness
resources and on experience expectations of both
those occupying the camp areas and those simply
passing through.

l Because of water availability, the bench areas at
the headwaters of Image Creek will most certainly
receive intense camping pressure as use of TRW
increases and visitors become more aware of the
area’s physical/biological opportunities and
limitations.

l The large saddle  just west of Rooster Rock witI
become a focal point for visitation and camp area
establishment because of its proximity to the
Peachuck Lookout Trailhead, exceptional views and
plethora of wildflowers blooming during the peak-
use period.

Program Directiion

1. Camp areas will be spaced to allow overnight
visitors a reasonable degree of solitude and quiet.

2. “Hardened” camp areas will be located away from
TRW’s main developed trail system and riparian
habitat.

3. Improvised camp structures including shelters
and lean-tos constructed by visitors, are not
permitted and will be removed.

4. Hitchracks, corrals or other improvements,
including watering facilities, will be installed in
appropriate locations when needed to prevent
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M ement  Assu

* Brazier Forest Products is willing to negotiate the
Federai  acquisition of their 80-acre inholdirg.

2. ELM will seek. ti3 acquire mineral rights along v;ith
the surface rights.

3. kcquisiiior: wiil 0nPjl  occur it Brazier Forest
Products is a willing partner in the purchase or
exchange effort.

Acquire the B&acre itWAding  frsm Brazier Forest
Products by pur;;hase or er,change,

Management Objectives
To provide emergency visrtor assistance, incAudit:g
the administration of first aid and initiation of s:r-arch
and rescue operations, whenever visitor safetg or
life-thrwtening  situations warrant ;emediai action.

anagement  Sifraaition
VGithin the Salem  District, the respective countj~
sheriffs have primary responsibility for search and
rescue opwations. ELM’s role has traditisnalIy been
one of cooperating with ar;d activeI)/ supporting
sheriff-directed search and rescue efforts. Bth4 also
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recogrkzes  an obligation to the public in cases
where immediate action is necessary to provide aid
to forest visitors who are lost, seriously iii or injured.
TRW is in Glackamas  County; therefore, the primary
responsibility for search and rescue operations rests
with the Clackamas County Sheriff.

To ELM’s knowledge, there are no cases of record
where a search and rescue effort has been needed
within what is now TRW. This does not diminish the
possibility of such need in the future, especially
when increased visitation is considered.

Management Assumptions
0 The Glackamas County Sheriff will continue to
have lead responsibility for search and rescue
operations within TRW.

0 As visitation increases, so too will the need for
search and rescue preparedness and capability.

l Seasonal personnel working within TRW will need
first aid training and must be prepared to initiate
search and rescue operations in the event of an
emergency

4. Initiate immediate search and rescue operations
when action is essential to saving lives or expediting
rescue.

Fire est ee Appendix B for the Fire Management
Program Direction Plan for TRWj

l Management Policy

1~ The Glackamas County Sheriff will have lead
responsibility for search and rescue operations
within TRW.

Minerals
Management Objectives

2. ELM coordination with the Glackamas County
Sheriff will be maintained for all search and rescue
matters related to management of TRW.

3. A search and rescue plan for TRW will be
developed and updated annually.

4. All seasonal personnel assigned primary work
responsibiiity within TRW will receive first aid and
GPR training and will be familiar with search and
rescue procedures as prescribed in the approved
TRW search and rescue plan.

5. In cases where immediate action is essential,
BLM wiil initiate search and rescue operations
pending the sheriff’s office involvement. Such action
will be considered as interim support, to be ended as
soon as the sheriff can assume command of the
situation.

6. Helicopter use may be allowed within TRW when
emergency, life-threatening conditions exist or for
removal of a deceased person. Such use will be
guided by strict criteria developed for and described
in the approved TRW search and rescue plan.

1. Prepare and secure management approval for a
TRW search and rescue plan. Establish specific
criteria for helicopter use within the wilderness and
include this criteria as operational guidelines in the
plan. Update the plan annually to reflect current
situations and conditions.

2. Meet with the Glackamas County Sheriff annually
to discuss updating the TRW search and rescue
plan.

3. Provide first aid and GPW training to all seasonal
personnel assigned primary work responsibility
within TR’W.  Ensure that these personnel are made
familiar with the current search and rescue
procedures described in the approved search and
rescue plan through the employee orientation
process.

To minimize the impact of oil and gas operatrons on
the wilderness resource while recognizing that
reguiatory  provisions contained in oil and gas lease
operating plans protect the rights of lessees (that is,
they are reasonable and consistent .with the
continued use of the lands for the purposes for
which the leases were issued).

Current Management Situation
As of midnight June 26, 1984, no mining claims were
located within TRW boundaries; therefore, mining
operations and unpatented mining claims are not an
issue in this wilderness management plan. With
respect to mineral leases, there ‘were six of record
as of this time and date, all oil and gas, which wholly
or partia!ly  cover lands within designated wilderness
boundaries, These include:

Date of Acreage-~. . .._
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All cdthese leases were issued four years prior to
isgisiation designating TRW  a co~mponent  of the
Natic?nai  Vtiilderness  Pressrvatisrr System, and none
carried a “no surface occupancy” stipulatisn  for
explaratisn  operations. Tc date, no plans of
cqeratiori  halve been submitted by the lessees for
BLM action. Thus, no plans have been zipproved,
and use authiarizations permitting operations to
prcdceed  have not been issued.

M a n a g e m e n t  Assumpaions

Oil and gas exploraticin can be accommodated from
existing high-standard access  roads which
surround TW’&.  From the Middle Fork Road, Table
Rock Road. Camp Creek Road, Rooster Rock  Road,
Copper Creek Road and two spur roads (one off the
Table Rock Road and the ether off the Copper Creek
Road),  ii is less :han a mile to the east-west
centerline of the wilderness. The relatively narrow,
linear configuratiori  of TRW (surrounded by the
highly developed road system) adds validity ts this
assumption.

anagement  Situation
Three sites of archeoiogicai  significance hate been
identified within TRW FW Vie most part, these are
“lithie  scatter” s&s of which two are in fairly good
ccjndifion,  The third site is being nstabiy disturbed by
day hikers and by overnight visitors (through artifact
ciallection,  fire-ring crsnstruction  and use. and
camping). All three sites were determined eligible for
incluSi6n  on the National Register of Hrstsric Places

The main Table Rock Trail,  used b;: Indians and
Euro-Americans into historic times, is thy on!~
histsricaily significant feature within TFW.

0 increased visitation and use! particularly that
associated with the Trailed Zone, will have a
profound adverse impact on archeolsgicaily
significant sites,

0 The “puttirig  to bed” and rehabilitzstisn uf 3 miies of
abandoned trail (replaced by new trail ccr:strirctIanj
wili adversely affect several seet!cns of the
historically significant Table Rock Trail.

Program Birectisn

1. With the exception of several  sections of ihe main
Tabie  Rock  Trail to be “put to bed” and rehabilitated
as a result of nevf trail construction, ail
archeoiogical  and histcAcal sites located within
TRW will be protected ur:der  provision8 of the
Uniform Rules and Reguiatisns  (43 CFR Part 3) to
carry, out the Antiquiiie$  Act sf IX%, the Historic
Sites Act of 7 935. EXecufive  Order 11593, the
National Hil;toric  Preservation Act of 1966, as
amended. and the Archeological Resclurces
Protection Act sf 197% Cultural reso~~rce:s  data or:
trail sections to be r&abiliiated  have been mitigated
by documentation through Nationai Registezr  of
Historic Places elqibility determir:ation.

1. Estab!ish  LAG star?dards  for cultural YF”SOG~CG:
e!ement  indicators,

2. Inventor;: the Trailed Zone to detarrnir-e  ;vhere
existing  conditions exceed L4C standards
established fgr the cu!iural  resource element
indica?ors.

3. Stabilize all 3rea.s  identified in the in:tial Trailed
Zone inventory as req9irirlg remedial .bvort:.
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4. Cofiduct further cultural resource field
examinations to produce a complete inventory of
cultural resource sites within TRW.

5. Conserve known cultural resource values *within
TRW through a variety of methods, including non-
disclosure of site location data, public education and
on-site protection.

6. Monitor key cultural resource element indicators
in both the Trailed and Trailless Zones so that
changes can be detected before unacceptable
conditions requiring remedial work are reached,

lnformatisn and Edueatim
Management Objectives
0 To make information about the wilderness
available to the public on request but without
advertising or promoting its use.

0 To educate wilderness visitors and promote back-
country etiquette through the “no trace” visitation
concept.

0 To encourage visitor compliance with established
use regulations through the provision of positively
worded information about the unique resources and
opportunities available.

0 To divert use not dependent on wilderness to
alternative areas.

0 To divert visitors seeking ;Nilderness  opportunities
and experiences not available in TRW to other areas
that are part of the National Wilderness Preservation
System.

Current Management Situation
A comprehensive plan for public information and
education has not yet been developed for TRW.
Fortunately, low annual visitation and very little
public demand for information have given BLM some
“breathing room” on this particular program. TRW’s
newness, small size and lack of comparable renown
given other wilderness areas in the Pacific
Northwest contribute to this seeming ambivalence.

Management Assumptions
There is no question that as word of TRW’s
existence spreads and as more people “discover”
its attributes, the need and demand for wilderness
information and education will dramatically increase.
ELM will need to develop an information and

education  strategy  to cope  with this new demand-
both on site and at the District headquarters office in
Salem.

Program Direction
l Management Policy

1. In general, publicity for TRW will be discouraged,

2. A comprehensive plan covering an information
and education strategy for TRW will be developed

3. Information and education material promoting
visitor voluntary compliance with established rules
and regulations will be a primary means for
controlling the impact of visitation and use on the
wilderness environment. All new maps, brochures
and other printed material will contain messages
dealing with the “no-trace” visitation, the “pack-it-in,
pack-it-out’” philosophy and similar back-country
etiquette advice.

4. Use not dependent on a wilderness setting ‘will be
diverted to other areas.

5. Visitors seeking wilderness opportunities and
experiences not available in TRW will be diverted to
other areas that are a part of the National Wilderness
Preservation System.

l Management Actions

1. Develop a comprehensive information and
education plan detailing how BLM will deliver its
wilderness management message to the public,

2. Refrain from “pushing” TRW on the public by
carefully limiting the types and amounts of publicity
released. Respond to requests without creating
demand.

3. Develop maps, brochures and other printed
material prescribed by the comprehensive
information and education plan for TRW. Promote the
“no-trace” visitation concept, the “pack-it-in, pack-
it-out” concept and similar back-country etiquette
advice in all printed material where appropriate.
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Part VII
Implementation
Sequence

Budget constraints notwithstanding, the wilderness
management program detailed in Part VI will be
implemented following the schedule set forth in
Figure 5. The target date for implementing each
management action was determined by considering
priorities for long-term protection and preservation
of TRW’s wilderness character, Salem District’s
manpower/workmonth  capabilities, and timeframes
which govern ELM’s budget process. The fact that
some actions are prerequisites for others was also a
primary consideration in deriving this
implementation sequence.
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0 Stnbilizt: ;Ind, ,x;%ere feasible, rehabllltate  93 as rrear l3j; September 30. 1 !I89
:Istl;ral  a condition: as possible ali areas ide?&fied IR the mriial
Trailed Zone inventory as rcyiring remediai work.

l Cot&M fLirther botar;ical field examinations to produce By Se9temScr 3r3, 199X‘T
8 complete inver;tn:ji  of plants irihabiting TRW.

0 Encourage visitors  to use portable cookstcres and Anr:ur3ily
,efrain from b;iilding  campfires throuph messages cor;ta~ned in
rho? ~$~vllder~ess informarlon and eciklcztior  jxogr&m. Consider
xasoral cir year-rour:d  campfire prchibitiocs  in specified areas
Nhen !LX~.YCXKI LLS, everi with the ir%rniat.cn programs. appears
to outstrip the annual acciiniulatiorr

l rdor::tor key ‘xge?at:on  element ~-~dicators in both the Ann:rally after Ff I%%
Trx!ed ar:d Tra!llcss Zorxs so that changes can be detected
before u?acceptab!e  ccxr!:ticrr:s reqtiirrng rernedia! work are
X%3ChW.



Social

Recreation Use

Other Visrtor Use

Managerial

Sii;flS

Trails

Witderness Element Proposed Action (as listed in Part VI of the plan)

l Monitor key fish and wildlife element indicators in
both :he Trailed and Trailless Zones so that changes can be
detected before unaccep!abie  conditions requiring remedial
work are reached.

l Establish LAC standards for recreation use element
indicators.

l Gather recreation use data through visitor surveys and
other data ga?hering methods to determine if and when existing
social conditions exceed LAC standards established for
recreation use element indicators.

l If visitor surveys and other data gathered from TRW
users indicate that established LAG standards for social
conditions are presently exceeded, implement whatever visitor
management actions are necessary to bri,ng use levels in line
with the affected LAC standards.

l To promote an atmosphere of visitor courtesy and respect,
require recreationa! livestock be held overnight away from
traditionaliy used camp areas and domesticated pets be
ph@cally restrained or under reliable voice control at all times.

l Monitor key recreation use eiemen? indicators in the
Trailed Zone so that changes can be detected before
unacceptable conditions requiring remedial ‘work are reached

l Encourage development of basic social and physical;bio-
logical resource information by coordinating and cooperating
with the Pacific Northwest Forest and Range Experiment Station
and universitres  regarding opportuntties  for research projects
and scientific studies which TRW may offer,

l Approve proposed research projects and scientific studies
*which meet the test of martagement  policy and issue approprrate
permits authorizing use for stated purposes,

l Divert research ,which is not dependent on the rescurces  of
TRW to areas outside widerness boundaries.

l Continue the existing monrtoring efforts related to water
quality, soil/vegetative cover and the northern spotted ow!
according to established schedules. Initiate new monitoring
projects to complement the LAC system when completed.

l Develop a comprehensive signing plan for TRW’s Trailed
Zone.

l lnstali signs as prescribed in the comprehensive signing
plan consistent with stated management po!icy. Directional signs
wi!l be p!aced at trailheads and trail junctions only. Regulatory
and informational signs il~ill be p!aced at each trailhead on a
standard sign board and at locations where their placement IS
absoluteiy  necessary to protect specific resource vBllie5 or for
visitor safety, Under no circumsiance w//I signs be placed in
either the Trailed or Trailless Zones to identify natural features or
to provide on-site interpretation.

l Convert the jeep road to full trail status, eliminate
safety hazards and maintain it along with other sections o?
developed trail in the Trailed Zone.

Implementation Target Date-.. -.

Annually after FY i 986

By September 30,1988

Annuaily  after FY 1986

When use dictates need

Annually

Annually after FY I985

Annually

When proposals warrant

Annually

Annually

By September 30, I986

By September 30. 1987

B;i September 30. 7988
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Wiidorncss Element
-

Proposed Action (as listed in Part VI of the plan) Impleme3ntatian Target Date
-.-.

l StabGrze all areas rdentifred in the initial Trailed
Zone mventory as requrring reinedral work

0 Conduct further r,ultu:al resource field examinations !G

produce a complete inventory of cultural resource sites within
TRiEj

By September 30,1988

By September 30.1988

l Conser.ve knorvn cultural resource values w~th~rr TRW
through a variety of methods, mcludmg non-disclosure of sate
location data, public education and on-site protection.

l Monrtor key cultural resource e!emeni indrcators  in
both the Tral!ed and Trailless Zones so that changes can be
detected before unacceptable condrtions  requirmg remedia!
work are reached,

Annually

Annually after FY 1986

Information and
Education

l Develop a compret,ensive  cnformatcon  and education plan
detai!ing h0.w BLM will deliver its wrlderness  management
message to the public.

0 Refram from “pushing” TRW on the public by carefully
lrmmng the types and amounts of publicity  released, Respond to
requests withotit creating demand,

0 Deve!op maps; brochures and other printed rnateriai
prescribed by the comprehensii/e  information and education
plan for TFIW Promote the “no-trace” visrtation concept, the
“pack-it-m, pack-it-out” concept and simrlar bask-country
etiquette advice in all printed material where appropriate

By September 30.1987

Annually

Annual!y after FY 1987
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Part VW

Introduction
Prior to the Table Rock area’s designation as a
component of the Nationai Wilderness Preservation
System, impacts resulting from human use were
generally adverse to the natural, scenic. cultural and
recreation resources for which the area has come to
be known. Left undesignated, these uses would
have continued to reduce, and in some cases
eliminate, many of the area’s unique values. The
Proposed Action and other alternatives encompass
a wide range of actions directed, in particular,
toward managing human use within TRW.

Background information, including plan purpose
plan organization and area overview (iocation,
access boundary. size and ownership, unique
attributes and general management situation) is
covered in Part 1. Wilderness management goals
and basic management strategy are covered in
Parts II and III, respectively.

The Proposed Action detailed herein is needed to
fulfill the specific administrative mandates set forth in
Public Law 36-577 (Wilderness Actj and Public Law
98-328 (Oregon Wilderness Act of 1984) and to
serve as the basis for managing the natural, scenic,
cultural and recreation resources of TRW.

Environmental
Assessment
(OR-080-6-1)

This environmental assessment was prepared
through an interdisciplinary team effort. The
preparers and contributors are listed in Appendix C.

Alternatives Including
The Proposed Actioi
Four alternatives are analyzed in this environmental
assessment These include a Proposed Action and
three alternative programs of action. An alternatives
summary highlighting key management actions of
each alternative follows For comparative purposes,
a management alternatives spread-sheet providing a
more detailed description of actions (across all
alternatives) is shown in Figure 6.

The Proposed Action
This alternative places primary emphasis on
resource protection with secondary emphasis on
recreation use. The Limits of Acceptable Change
(LAC) system would be established to monitor
physical/biological and social conditions within
TRW and to trigger management actions when a
LAG standard is not being met. The intent of this
alternative would be to maintain or enhance the

43



area’s natural, cuiturai  and scenic \ialues through
use regulation and stab~l~zatio~~rehab~litation  of
disturbed areas. Resource iniientories  ~&YxJid be
ccmpleted and analyzed. Research and scientific
study would be encouraged. Regulatory?
informational a!ld  directional signs would be
instalied as appropriate. New sections of trail would
be constructed to rc;pIace  trail sections which are
substandard. Abandoned trail sections no longer
needed would be rehabilitated and permanently “put
to bed.” The Xl-mile  trail system would be
rnairdained  annually. Ail trailheads wouid be
improved and maintained. Several traditionally used
camp sites .woutd be closed to overnight camping.
Use authsrizations  would be issued where
appropriate. The 80-acre parcel of non-Federal iand
would be acquired. A search and rescue plan would
be developed and implemented. A fire management
plan would be implemented. Plans of operation for
oil and gas leases wijuld be approved (when
consistent with wiiderness  management policy)
if/when submitted. A comprehensive information and
education plan would be developed and
implemented.

Alternative A (no action)
This alternati?re  establishes no change from the
present level of management. The LAG system
would not be de~ei~ped.  Physicalibiologicsl  and
sock1  conditions wouid not be monitored beyond
that being cond:Icfed  at preser-k  The rnteni  of this
alternati<ve would be f~i aik~~~  natural3  culturai and
scenic values within the Trailed Zone to deteriorate
at a rate commensurate with ,xsrtation a.nd in the
abser:oe  of use regulation and stabilization,:
rehabi!itatisn of disturbed areas. Resource
inventories  would not be conducted, but existir:g
monitoring programs wo:# be continued. Research
nnd scientific stildV would not be encouraged. Sther
thatl replacement kf vandalized or damaged signs.
signs wuaid not be installed. New sections of trail,
trailhead improvement and other  recreation
development would not be undertaken. Annual traii
mainterlar,ce  wa~~id  cor:tinue.  All tradttionaily  used
camp areas would remain open to overnight
camping. The 8r3-acre  parcei of non-Federai iar:d
would not be acquired, A fire management plan
would be implemented. Plans of operation for oil and
gas leases would be approved (when consistent
with wilderrxss management policy) ifiwhei-1
submitted. A comprehensi’yre  information: and
education plan would not be developed and
implemented, but an access map would be prepared
for public distribution.

This aitercative  emphasizes resource protection, Et
is basically the same as the Propose3 Aciior:,
except use would be reg’uiated through
implementation  of a visitor permit system, tise of
recreational !ikestock would be prohibited, a&?rniyht
camping wotild be prohibited, ;risiiors  wo~ild  be
required to use portable cookstolves  as open
campfires would be prohibited, the jeep  road VKXI~~
be rehabilitated and “put to bed,” and prescribed fire
would be incorporated to enhance ‘vegetative
diversity where appropriate,

This alternative emphasizes recreation development
ar?d use. It is basically the same as the Prcplised
Action, except there would be no cEosure  of several
traditionally used camp sites or camping restrictions
in riparian habitat, new mid-slope trails and a new
trailhead at the southern end of the jeep road wsuld
be constructed, the N&acre  parcei of non-Fe&ml
land would not be acquired, informational and
educational signs would be placed within TRW at
appropriate locations, and visitation and use would
be actively promoted through a comprehensi~;e  plan
emphasizing recreation,
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Figure 6-Table Rock Wilderness Management Alternatives  Spread Sheet

Witdernsss Efement
“.̂ _--....  -.

koposed Action
[as listed  in Part VI
af the aianl

Management  Action  by Alternatik_^._---- _-, “,. .^
Aiternative A Alternative S Alternative C
[no action1 [emphasizes [emphasizes recreation

resowx protection) development and use]

Same as Prcocsed  Action

Same as Proposed Ac!lon.
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Management Action  by Alternative_ _  --..--““.” -__ .~ __. -“...-“__--_--- _--”
Wilderness Element Proposed Action Alternative A Alternative B Alternative C

[as listed in Part \If [no action) [emphasizes [emphasizes recnatiun
of the plan) resource protectionl.“--.. development a@ use]----.“--. “. ---. ._---^--..-- ~~---

. If ‘~Isl!Qr surveys arid
@the; data gaihered from
TRv# Llseis I,nd!cdiP :hd?
establtsher!  LX slanaards
for soctal  cOndItIot;s ais
presentI> exceeded,
mplement whate’ver visrtor
management act:ons ate
necessarj  !G bi!Jl~ the le~:els In
l ine wi th the af fected LA!:
s tanda ids

1 ReguMe use  thinug:~
rmplemeniatron of a ~rsltoi
pe rm i t  sys tem
?  Prohltlt :,se o f
recreattonal hvestock
3 Prohrblt  c:ern:ytt cdrnpiny

. To pixnote an atmosphere of
visitnr courtesy and respect
xquire recreatronai htestock
be held overmyht away frcm
lradltion?l!y i!%d camp areas
and ~OK,~StiCdt~d  psls he
physically restra ined Or binder
rellabk wee ccntrcl  at all
t imes

No regulahon of
recreatmnal hvestock
0: domestG3ted pi:ts
to enhdnee vrsitor
expectations.

Same dC ?r@,lGSr:d Ac?ion ercept
not appltcable to recreattonal
IIYEstOCk slncc?  ilse of
rerreattonal lhvesiock
piohtbited under  this
ahernattve

l Momtor key recreation use
element mdrcatars in ths Traiied
Znne so that changes can be
detected beiore imacceptable
cand~t~ons  :wpring :emedial
work ate reached

No momtormg canductel:

Oths:‘/ls,to: U’16 .  E n c o u r a g e  deveiopment of NC p~~~mo:~on  cjf resea4
basic soctal and prefects  and scie;itdic
phystcali tiolog~cal stud1ec
resGII:ce information by
coordmatmg and cooperatmg
wtth the Pactfic  No?hwest Forest
arrd Range Enpsrrment  StatiGn
and umverstties regarding
nppor!unittes f o r  zseatch
projects and sctentifrc studies
*&hi& TRW  may  ofier.

l k p p iGVE proposed research Same as Proposed Pctlon
prefects  and scient i f ic studies
which meet the tesi of
management poli:y and issue
appropr iate permtis authcrriing
ii% for  stated puipnses

.  Ccnt!nue  t h e  exrsting
monttor:ng efforis  related to
w a t e r  qudl!vj, suli~‘Jegetatibe
co’xr xd the northern spotted
oal XCGrdlrl~  t o  estabhsheti
schedules  lmtiare nt?%
nmltm!g piotects to
complement the LAS system
wher, completed

Mnnogeria!

SlgK

Same as Pioposstl Actron Same as Pro;,osed ACiloo

Same ac.  Proposed Actmn Same as Proposed Ac!ron

Same ds PiGposed A;t!on Same as Proposed Act ion

Sarr,e  as Fro;:o’ied BCilOii

Same as Prflnosed Actrcn Saine as PrOpOier! A.c!ron

Same a s  Prcpxed Sction
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Maiaagernant  Action by Alisrriative

Physiography
TRW is kxxited in the western focthiils  of the
Cascade Motrntain Physioyraphic  Province SC
Clackamas  Csiloty,  i333yor:.  CIccupyiny nearly  two-
thirds of the Cascade Ranye, these western fosthiils
are made qs almost entirely of slightly deformed and
partly altered volcariiG  ftP:ws and pjwciastic rocks
that innye ir: aye from  late Eow2ne  to late Miocene.
These rcjcks  have been maturely dissected so that
the oniy evidence that remains of the many

vslcanoes  from which they wer62 erupted is an
ocsasionai  remnant nwk or plug that marks a
former ;‘8lcanic  vent. Table Rick is a classic
example of this. During Terti:rtiar)r  time, this arca
s&sided intermittently, with irregularly pifiny i?n 06
the great mass crf votcani66. Westward-flawis-q
streams became impeded, and iakes  formed  east of
the foothills. The dissection of the w&err-~  Soothil!s
began ther;, and the dendritic  drainage patterr~  of
today was established.

Exposed rocks in TRW are principally tsasalt  with
andesite. coarse mildflw  $reccia. and lapilii luff,
locally altered IQ greenstone. The lower part of each



basalt fiow commoniy  has a well developed
columnar structure, and the upper part has a thinner
columnar jointing or hackly jointing. It is unknown
iyhat underlies these rocks at depth. The rocks in
TRW lie along the eastern flank of an anticline and
dip an average of 16 degrees to the east. The axis of
this anticline,  located approximately one mile west of
the Table Rock area, trends north-northeast and dips
to the north.

Topographic elevation in TRW ranges from just
under 1,300  feet due west to nearly 4,900 feet at the
top of Table Rock. Thus, the local topographic relief
is approximately 3,EMl  feet. The main ridgeline
rough/y runs in a northwest-southeast direction to
Rooster Rock then jogs to a northerly direction

Because of its location away from industriajization,
the air quality in TRW is excellent. With prevailing
.winds from the west, the high Cascade Range just
east forms a distinct weather barrier. Precipitation in
the form of rainfall  and snow is moderate to heavy
with about 59 to 80 inches annually, The average
monthly low and high temperatures for 1985  at
Detroit weather station were 34.6 degrees and 6.5
degrees, respectiveiy.

There were no mining claims in TRW as of midnight,
June 26, 1984. However, the southern part of the
western foothills, south of TRW, has historically
produced mercury. gold, silver, copper, lead and
zinc. There are six oil and gas leases that lie within
TRW, Oil and gas potential depends upon the
presence or absence of marine deposits a? depth.
No deep drilling has been done in TRW or the
immediate vicinity. There are no surface geothermal
manifestations such as hot springs, thermal wells or
younger volcanic lavas  in the area.

Soils are subject to compaction when moist.
Compacted soils are highly subject to surface runoff
and erosion,

Landscape Character
TRW is an upland timber landscape that is generally
rugged. Landforms include sharp ridges, narrow
draws with steep sideslopes, and occasional
terraces and meadows. Rock outcrops are
numerous and are most apparent along ridgetops,
Table Rock and Rooster Rock are prominent
features of the area. The top of Table Rock offers
expansive views of the surrounding landscape and
distant views of Mt. Hood, Mt. Jefferscq  and other
peaks in the high Cascade Range of Oregon,
tVashington and northern California.

Landscape color varies from a light tan soil color to
the light gray and dark brown colors of rock
outcrops. Dark green is the prevailing vegetative
color. Water is not apparent in most views of the
Table  Rock landscape, but water is present in the
form of headwater streams, some of which are
spring fed. Bull Creek has two waterfalls which are
60 and i 00 feet high, Overstory  vegetation is
primarily Douglas-fir and noble fir. Even though the
vegetative texture is very even, the rock outcrops,
meadows and rugged terrain give an overall textural
appearance that is medium-coarse. The understory
is composed of a wide variety of shrubs and many
species of flowering plants. Cultural modifications
within TRW include two small clearcut  areas, a few
small areas which were disturbed by mortality
salvage/commercial thinning operations short
sections of jeep road and developed hiking trails.

water ResourcesSoifs
Soils within TRW’s Trailed Zone occur on a
moderately sloping ridge nose, Soil parent materjals
consist of the baeccia, tuff and andesite described in
the physiography discussion.

The developed trail system passes through three
major soil climatic zones. The first zone, mesic
(1,290  to 4.7’061  feet), consists of soils with topsoils
having thicknesses of 8 inches or more, clayey
subsoils and deep depths The second zone, frigid
(1,700  to 2,800 feet), consists of soils having topsoils
4 to 8 inches thick, gravelly textures and 219 to 40
inches deep. The third zone, cryic (2,800  to 4,600
feetj, consists of soils with topsoils 4 inches or less
in thickness very gravelly textures and depths of
less than 20 inches. Soil fertility levels are very low
in the cryic zone.

TRW drains into three major streams: Camp Creek to
the east, Table Rock Fork to the north and west, and
Molalia River to the west and south. Numerous
unnamed tributaries flow into Camp Creek, Image
Creek and Table Rock Fork. The following named
tributaries flow into the Moiaila  River: lron Creek,
Lake Creek, Scorpion Greek, Hay Barn Creek,
Dungeon Creek, Avalanche Creek and Bull  Greek.
Three creeks within TRW are perennial, These
include Bull Creek, Image Creek and an unnamed
tributary near the Table Rock Traithead.

Preliminary results of water anaiysis from Image
Creek and the unnamed tributary near the Table
Rock Traiihead  indicate that the water is of excellent
chemical quality (being very low in minerals). Total
coliform bacteria levels, as detected in monthly
sampling from these two tributaries, tend to rise as
the summer season progresses. These bacteria
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levels are often En excess of Federal and State of
Oregon primary drirrkir?g  water standards, Fecal
colifsrm bacteria concentrations follow the same
seasonal pattern as tstai coliform organisms.
tending to be Sow during fali,  winter and spring, ar:d
increase with rising temperatures and decreased
streamflows. Concentrations are at times in excess
of 200  colonies per 100 milliliters of water at some
points. These two streams will be the primary source
of surface water in the wilderness area since the
developed trail system crosses or is adjacent to
them.

There are many springs within:  TRW, but an
evaluation has not been done to determine the
extent of the grour;dwater  resource withir:
wilderness boundaries.

Vegetatio
Communities and Habitats
TRW is an area of naturai  ecology that is especially
diverse in specialized plant community habitats.
Between,  1,275 and 4,881 feet lr? elevation, the area’s
rugged terrain and diverse physiography  possess a
multitude of naturs.6 vaI~18s within a relatively
concertrated area. The area represents one of the
last remnants of undeveloped forest lands  Whir the
Mdslla  River drainage.

The outstanding divers@ of plant species res!.lIts
from the presence of four distinct vegetation zvones
~vithiri a relativeiy short vertical sequence of
gecilcgis features, The  exposed bedrock, talus rock,
slide scarps, sheer cliffs.  basaltic outcrops and
crags add to the a&>ndar;ce  of floral micro-habitat
types. Wlthrts  each of the vegetation zones  (alpine!
subalpine, moptane  md foothilis) both biotic plant
ar-d topographic plant successional (seral)  patterrs
Occur.  representirq  uniyile plant community life
cycles. These communities are considered unique
because of the number of sensitive plant  species
whicR occ:1r within close range of each other.

Sharp elevational differences, more than any other
habItat  factor, regulate the plant species mast
comr~~snly  obser<;ed  by wilderness 5visitors.

Alpine: Paintbrush, Phlox, Comandra
Subalpine: E3eargrass,  Gentian, h?anzar?ita
Montane:  Rhododendron, Huckieberry. Cascade L:ly
Foothiils:  Ferns, Wild Rose. Iris! Ocean Spray

Although  field examinatjcns  have been undertaken,
a complete inver?tory of plants inhabiting TRW has
not been compiled by BLM botanists to date.
However, Figure 7 lists many plants kr?owr:  to occur
withir? TRW b-~.ir,daries,
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Plants of Special  Interest
Specialized micro-habitats within three of the four
vegetation zones support populaticins of “sensitive”
plant species. Sensitive plat:ts are species that
could become federaliy listed as endangered or
threatened in the foreseeable future, The sensitive
species in TRY4 are shown in Figure 8.

All floral areas within TRW that maintain sensitive
plant species are fragile ecological sites. “Watch
listed” plants are rare species being monitored
under the auspices of the Salem District’s IO-year
management plan. Gorman’s Aster and Oregon
Suilivantia  are federally listed as “candidate”
threatened species requiring further research
information to support final !isting.  Federal
monitoring species like Clackamas Iris and Smooth-
leaved Douglasia are rare plants annually
undergoing field reviews in order to determir:e any
detrimental loss of habitats and/or populations. If
such losses occur, the US. Fish and Wildlife Service
wi!l  re-evaluate the status of these species based on
additional research that can be done, or by the
degree of recent changes in land use that have
caused the decline. Specialized habitats required for
known sensitive piant species in the wilderness are
shown it: Figure 9.

Figure 9-Specialized Habitats
for Ktwxm Sensitive Plants

Taltis rock and sl!-?e scarps
Sheer cllffc
Basaltic cu:crops  3rd iocli frills
Wet seeps and sprmgs
Expcsed bedrock and ihin-soiied
rock exposures
Thick duff or1 forest floo:
Wet seeps and springs -

Intrcoduction

TRW provides habitat for a wide variety of wildlife.
Some unusual features within wilderness
boundaries are important wildlife habitats, First, and
most important, is the !arge  stand of undisturbed
forest which provides seclusion for many species.
Second, the physiographic diversity, such as steep
rock cliffs, talus, high mountain meadows, scattered
old-growth trees and southernly aspect, provides
varied habitats on which many species depend.

Intensive wildlife or habitat surveys have net been
conducted within TRW. The only species that has
been studied to any extent is the northern spotted
owl. Most other wildlife specifically identified within
TRW are incidental sitings obtained during spotted
owl surveys or other field trips. Figure 10 lists animal
species known to occur and Figure 11 lists animal
species thought to occur within TRW.

Mammals
Several large mammals can be found  within TRW
A small herd of Roosevelt eik is known to use TRW’s
lower south slopes. Isolated elk sign has also been
observed near the Psachuck  Lookout Trailhead. The
e!k population is increasing in the Molalla  River
drainage, and TRW is an important habitat
expansion area, Hack-tailed deer are common
throughout the area, The lower soulh-facing  slopes
are important winter range for both deer and elk.
Cougar, which feed primarily on deer, are expected
to occur here; but because of their wide home
range. only two or three cougar may inhabit the area.
Black bear have also  been observed and can be
expected to den within TR\P! boundaries because of
the area’s remoteness.

Small mammals are much more numerous.
Mountain beaver. small burrowing rodents. are
abundant in moist, brushy areas, A few pocket
gophers occur in and around the high meadows.
Snowshoe hares are common at higher elevations
and feed on the herbaceous vegetation in meadows
and brushy areas. Hares and gophers help maintain;
the open meadows by hedging the invading trees
and brush. Northern flying squirrels nest in cavities
in old-growth trees. Pika,  small rabbit-like mammals,
inhabit the talus, particularly below Table  Rock. Pika
are protected by the Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife. Coyotes and bobcats. \r~hich prey on many
of these small mammals. alsa  inhabit the area.

Although porcupine, a major food item of the fisher,
are still common within TRW, fishers have been
extirpated in most of western Oregon. It is uncertain
if pine martins still Inhabit the TRW vicinity.
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Figure IO-Animal Species
Known To Occur Within TRW
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Figure ?I -Animal Species
Thought To Occur Within TRW
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Cougar
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Cultural Resources

The northwestern Oregcn Cascades were utilized in
abrarigir?al  times by Native American groups residing
for most of the year in the river valleys. A number of
prehistoric sites occur within TRW. The Table  Rock
Historic Trail (that portion of the presently developed
trail system in existence prior to 1950)  is part of an
extensive system of ridgetop trails which served as
travel and trade routes for the Indian inhabitants of
the V;/illamette Valley. the upland river valleys. and
eastern Oregon. Two lithic scatter sites associated

with the trail may represent the campsites of
abo:iginal hunters, traders and tra\/elers. Tabf~ Rclck
and Rooster Rock are portrayed in some local
Indian legends as prominent figures. The
occurrence of a petroglyph within the wilderness
may indicate religious significance and use of the
area by the Native American peoples. The following
sites have been identified within TRW:

35CL25-This  Ethic scatter site contains basalt and
obsidian flakes and tools. This site is being
impacted by hikers and campers through artifact
collection, fire-ring construction and camping
activities due to its trailside location.

35CL34-This trail!lithic scatter/rock carving site
consists essentially of the entire Table Rock Historic
Trail. Material in the site consists of isolated pieces
of detritus of both a prehistoric and historic nature.
The site shows evidence of use as a cleared
walking trail approximately three feet wide. Site
condition ranges from poor to good, with impacts
generally being the result of hikers and hunters
collecting material. A bas-relief of an Indian woman
with a bear on her back or of a human and an animal
figure was identified as occurring along the trail, on
a large boulder. The trail and the petroglyph were
reported and recorded on General Land Office
survey maps ar:d notes in 1882 and 1897. The
petroglyph has apparently been obliterated by
gunshot vandalism and natural deterioration starting
prior to 1955.

35CL41  -This liihic scatter site consists of a thin
scatter of flake material, This site is in good
condition but occurs next to the Tabie Rock Historic
Trail,

Sites 35CL25,35CL34. and 35CL41  were determined
eligibie for inclusion in the Nationa!  Register of
Historic Places, with the State Historic Preservation
Office concurring on May b? 1979, as one site called
the Table Rack Trail site.

Immediately outside the wilderness area, site
35CL3%  has been recorded. This dense lithic scatter
site, spread over a %&acre terrace, has been
disturbed by road construction. timber cutting and
artifact collecting; but portions of the site remain
undisturbed. Due to the paucity of data on the
prehistoric human occupation ar;d utilization of the
northwest Cascades area and data on the
relationship of aboriginal inhabitants of the upper
Molalla River area to people inhabiting easterr!
Oregon and the B’illamette Va!ley,  the data contained
in the undisturbed portions of this site have a high
potential to contribtite significantly to know/edge
regarding prehistoric lifeways and, as such, would
be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of
Historic Places. The site occurs adjacent to the
TRW boundary.
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The Table  Rock Historic Traii continued in use by
Indians and Euro-Americans it%o historic times. The
klsl&la lndiar:  peaple  had entered this area by at
least 1810  or 1820 and may  haiie used the trail to
cclctaet  and trade fl$iih Indian geopies in eastern
Caregon.  Homesteaders and prospectors used the
trail from  prior to 1880  until the turo of the century,
General Land Office surlieyors  used the trail and
mapped and recorded the irail and camps aiong the
trail in 1882 and 1897.

The Table Rock Historic Trail  figured prominently in
early fire protection efforts in the north Cascades,
Material to build the first lookout at Peachuck was
pscked in over the trail in 1% 8. The current
PeachLlc;k  Lookout structure, a wood and stone two-
stay buiidifig.  was constructed in t932 by the
Cfackarnas  Marion Fire Potectior? Dlsfrizt, with
material paeked  in over the South Fork Molalla River
Trail. The Table Rock Historic Trail was used to
~pplj/  Peachuck Fire Lookout during its occupation
as 8 fire lookout until 1964,

The Tz.bie Rock  Histsric Trail reportedly was used by
Indians from the Warm  Springs Reservation to reach
traditisnal  huckleberry picking areas near Rooster
Rock and Table Rock in the 1920’s,  The Indians
camped at their traditional campsite at Image Camp.
During the Depression, Euro-Americans used the
trart and campsite at Image Camp to pick
huckleberries for commercial saie in the towns to
supplement incomes dependent upon a sagg!ng
logging economy. Huckleberry growth in this
location was traditionally  encouraged by the Native
Americans and later bqf the Euro-Americans through
reguiar pU!‘pOSr;fi.il bl.IrTirVJ of the slopes wrthin TRW
to prevent timber growth.

Logging in the vicinity of TRW has occcrred  si~ee
the 1330’s and in 3 933, Weyerhaeuser Company
built a bridge over Copper Creek, just outside the
wilderness area, adjacent to the present Old  Bridge
Trailhead, to apsn up the Table  Rock area to timber
harvest, Ars earlier bridge, called Sheep Bridge, had
been built over Table  Rock Fork in the mid-l 930’s as
part of the South Fork Molalla River Trail. Sheep
Bridge is currently visible as stony abutments
approximately 3Ots feet upstream from the currentIy
used bridge, while Copper Creek Bridge! used until
1976,  is completely intact and lvisible from the
current bridge approximately 100 feet upstream,
Copper Creek Bridge is a timber deck arch, a type of
construction unusual for crossing short spans and
not seen elseirihere in this vicini&. Howeiter,  the
bridge is less than 50 years old and, as such, v/ould
need to be exceptional in ‘ts method of construction
and/or  its engineering to be eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places.

Activity Preferemces
Day hikirtg,  backpa&ing  and hilraebac.li.  ricling  [are
the primar\l  summer-mc;nth  recreatior:  acti:iities
preferrEd  by TRW  visitors, Horseback riding
opportunities are limited, far the mr_isi part. to the
Trailed Zorle  0~ TR’@J’s  main  east-vigat  rfdgeilne,
The extensiiie  talus within the Trailed Zone belovb
Table Rock’s north face is diftieult  to traverse w1tt7
horses, and the excesr;ively  steep trail extet:ding
into the headwiaters  of Image Creek from  Roo5tei
Roc&:  ail but precludes horse  access, Cross~,cou~;try
skiing and sno~$~shoeing.  though much Ies~
preva!ent,  are the preferred Anter-month  ai;ti*Aties,
Most visitors ski or snowshoe into the area on the
deveioped trails, with most actiIAty in the TrQleci
Zone  extending from the Table  Rock Traiihead  to the
saddle just south~~est  of Table Rock. Other
recreation pL.:rsi.rits in which Visitors participate
during their stays inciude  sightseeing (especially
wildflotier  and wildiife  observatloc, photography and
viewing high Cascade Range sceneryj. picr:icking,
overnight camping, huckleberry pickrng  and hunting;
From field observations, it is clear that day-use
activities are preferred over those requiting RI;
overnight sta\/. TRW’s small  size and proxirrtit:j to the
Willamette  Valley ha+,% more to do ‘$;itbi this that: any
real !ack  of *$Aiderness  attributes. Since TRi’;i is a
designated wiiderness, use of motorized vehicles by
the public: is strictly prohibited, ar:d alr recreation
access  into the area must  be by foot, horseback or
other non-motorized means, While the total numbe:
of visitors participating in a particular activitjr  may
vary from year to year, changes ii? activit;i
preferef;ces are not anticipated over the IO-year
management period, 1986 through 1 W5.

Seasons a n d  T i m e s  of U s e

The public can visit TRW  year-round, but the fast
majority of visitation occurs during the summer-
month period mid-June through mid-September
ihrhen snow accumulation tit higher elevations has
melted, allowing easy access to the ridgetop Trailed
Zone. Slimmer visitation is also influenced bg’ off-
site visibility improvement and blooming  of the
area’s abundant wildflowers. Although lV%Jinter-rnonth
recreation use is minimal at this time, cross-country
skiing and snoaushoeing  use in winter and early
spring is expected to increase.

Length of Stay
At present, most visitatiorl  is day-use  oriented, but
overr:ight use is on the increase. The recent
appearance of newly constructed campfire rings
and increased soil/vegetation disturbance in



traditionally used camp areas evidences this trend.
As with other visitor information, length-of-stay data
are lacking. and it is difficult to place precise
durations on day versus overnight visits,

Party Size
The number of people expected to participate as a
single group or party while visiting TRW is variable.
Most parties which BLM staff have encountered
within the area range from a solitary visitor to a small
family unit of from 2 to 5 people. Larger parties
exceeding 8 to 10 people often result from planned
outings of local organized equestrian clubs, Their
recreational livestock add to the relative “size” of
these larger groups,

Place of Origin
Detailed place-of-origin data are also lacking at this
time, but field contacts with visitors indicate that
most people who visit TRW reside in the Willamette
Valiey.

Visitation
Because an intensive visitor use survey has not yet
been completed for TRW, accurate estimates of
annual visitation are not available. However, it is
estimated that 500 people visited the area during
Calendar Year 1885. This estimate is based on
trailhead vehicle counts and visitor contacts ;yithin
the Trailed Zone conducted several times during the
primary summer-use season,

Environmental
Consequences
Impacts associated with site specific project
developments (such as trail construction) are not
addressed in this environmental assessment.
Separate environmental assessments wili be
prepared, on a project-by-project basis, to identify
and assess impacts refated to implementing the
management plan.

Physiography and
Landscape Character
Under the Proposed Action and other alternatives,
the scenic quality of TRW would be maintained at
various levels. The least amount of change to the
existing landscape would occur under Alternative A

and the greatest change under Alternative C. Over
the long term, Alternative f3 would be most beneficial
to scenic values because of its emphasis on
resource protection through use regaiation.

Alternative A would impact TRW the least in the
short term. No ground-disturbing management
activities wouid take place use would not be
regulated, and existing cultural modifications that
are adversely affecting scenic quality would not be
rehabilitated. However, a degradation of scenic
quality caused by unregulated human activity and
resource disturbance (mainly of the soil and
vegetation) would be expected to occur in the long
term as a result of such a low-level management
plan.

Alternative C would have the greatest adverse effect
on scenic quality Increasing publicity about TRW
would bring more people to the area, and use would
be unregulated. Resource disturbance (mainly of the
soil and vegetation) and excessive cultural
modifications (new trails and trailhead, signs within
TRW boundaries, and camp sites) would degrade
scenic quality.

Alternative B and the Proposed Action would benefit
scenic values the most. Many existing cultural
modifications would be rehabilitated, and use would
be regulated. Alternative B would be more beneficial
because resource disturbance (mainly of the soil
and vegetation) would be minimized by the
prohibition of overnight camping, recreational
livestock and campfires.

Soils
The effect of the Proposed Action or actions of the
other alternatives on the soils resource is dependent
on the type and amount of use allowed. In all of the
management alternatives, visitor use would be
generally concentrated in the Trailed Zone. Such use
concentration causes soil compaction which
reduces the normal infiltration rate of precipitation as
well as the growth of vegetative cover. The result of
this combination of effects would be increased
surface water runoff and soil erosion in the heavily
compacted/disturbed areas.

Alternative B would minimize soil and vegetation
disturbance because of strict use regulation, while
Alternatives A and C, with virtually no use regulation,
would greatly increase the likelihood of soil and
vegetation disturbance in concentrated use areas.
Over the long term, Alternative B would be most
beneficial to the soils resource because of its
emphasis on resource protection through use
regulation.
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Water Resources
The Proposed Action, with imgiementation of the
L&2 system, would maintain TRW’s existing water
quaiity Permanent camp areas would be prcthibited
within riparian habitat, recreational livestock ~&ouid
be held away from traditionaily  used camp areas,
and watering facilities for recreational livestock
would be developed away from the headwaters of
Image Creek, These actions along with the
monitoring program, would help limit soil
compaction, surface water runoff and soil erosion
within riparian habitat, and reduce the chances of
both human and recreational livestock wastes from
dire&y reaching surface ~3ters.

Alternative A, without implementation of the LAC
system and in the absence of thorough monitoring
and any form of use regulation, would adversely
affect TR!Vs water quality o~‘er the long term by
nliowing  bacteria and suspended sediment levels to
increase in streams. “Hardened” camp areas would
be permitted within riparian habitat, and recreational
livestock VKXII~ be watered or held overnight
wherever visitors desire. Riparian habitat would be
subjected to substantial increases in soil
compaction, surface water runoff and soil erosion
and there would be no means to prevent both human
and recreational livestock wastes from directly
reaching surface waters.

Alternative E3. with implementation of the LAC system
and strict use regulation, would maintain TRW’s
existing *water  quality ievel with IMe or no
degradation of the resource caused by human
activity, thus bensfitting water resources more than
any of the other aiternatives. Overnight camping and
use of recreational livestock would be prohibited,
thus vastly reducing the potential for user impacts
within riparian habitat. Annual visitation would be
limited through a visitor permit system, and TSW
would not be promoted through a comprehensive
public information program. As with the Proposed
Pctron,  these management actions woutd help iimit
soil compaction, surface water runoff and soil
erosion within riparian habitat, and reduce the
chances of human  haste directly reaching surface
watsrs,

habitat would be subjected to substantial increases
in soil compaction, surface water runoff and so/l
erosion, and there would be no means to prevent
both human and recreational livestock waste from
directly reaching surface waters.

Vegetation
The Proposed Action emphasizes resource
protection as a primary goal!  and under the LAG
system guidelines would be implemented to monitor
botanIca resources. Use regulation wal!ld provide
protection for botanical resource.+0 and stabilization
or rehabilitation efforts would play important ro!es  in
enhancement. Botanical inventories would be
completed and analyzed, and signs would be used
to inform the public on the sensitivity  of botanical
resources and regulate for these resources
accordingly PJew trails ;~ould be established,
allowing access into pre-Aously  undisturbed areas
while lessening pressure on vegetation where
degradation has already taker: place. Abandoned
trails iiYould be “put to bed,” allowing vegetation to
reestabiish. The W-acre non-federal parcel would
be acqurred.  protecting iiegeintion  in and around this
area. Information and educational plans would be
devekoped and would be vital in aiding in the
understanding and protection of botanical vaiues in
7 R L8ic

Alternati*de  A establishes no charge fr1c4-1 the present
level of management There 1should be littie emphasis
on the protection of botanical resources and no
rmplementation  of the LAC system, resulting in the
overuse of Some areas and toss of ecologica!l~
significant plant cornrniinit~~s~  Some monitoring
would continue, but it would not regulate negative
impacts. The uncontrolled :~se of recreational
li~~esiock could  have extreme ads,erse  effects on
vegetation within TRW. Lack of stabilization and
rehabilitation efforts on areas under stress woijid
result in continued erosion and irreparable damage
to fragile piant communities adjacent to weli used
areas, i.e., hiking:horseback riding trslls  and
camping sites. Fragile plant communities are thnse
with biological iimitations to their sur~iiial in habitats
that cmnot be steadily altered, Lack of
comprehensive information, education and further
botanical inventories would result in titfie awareness
of the unique botanical features of TRW and could
contribute to degradation of this resource, FIR
management and traii maintenanc8 would contrnue
with positive benefits to bctanical  resources by
noting the tihereaboL6ls of sensitiVe plant
communities and preventing destructive alterations
at these locations. hack of necfl  trari cons.tr;letron
would discourage visitor access into areas that have
not been impacted but would allsw continued
use/~erzse of other possibly sensitive areas.



Alternath~~ B emphasizes resource protection, and
the LAC system would be implemented, A visitor
permit system, regulating the number of visitors in
the area, could lessen the amount of stress on some
vegetation. The prohibition of overnight camping,
open campfires, and recreational livestock would
reduce pressure on fragile plant communities that
are affected by soil erosion, overcollecting of wood,
or repeated use of overnight camping areas
including those in sensitive riparian habitat. A
prescribed fire plan would be desirable in some
cases where vegetative successional stages must
be controlled to extend the life of sensitive plant
populations requiring that seral stage. Fire
maintenance of this sort would be limited to small
areas.

Alternative C emphasizes recreational development
in TRW, and the LAC system would be implemented.
Botanical resources would not be given primary
emphasis. The lack of a closure policy on overused
campsites would increase vegetative degradation at
and near these sites, and a lack of overnight
camping restrictions in riparian habitat and other
fragile areas would cause overuse damage on
sensitive plant communities. By not acquiring the
80-acre  non-federal tract, fragile plant communities
that buffer this parcel, as well  as the vegetative
community within it, can be altered by logging or
other forest management activities. Active promotion
of recreation within TRW would result in increased
visitation and, without proper regulations, botanical
resources would not be adequately protected.
Informational signs, informing visitors of sensitive
areas within TRW, would aid in user awareness and
help to protect plant communities, whiie overuse of
signs could bring unnecessary attention to sensitive
areas.

Ailillld$
Terrestrial Wildlife
The primary impact to wildlife would be disturbance
of animals by increased human use. Disturbance
includes untimely flushing of animals from nesting
and denning sites, preventing use of feeding areas,
and altering travel routes. Generally, these
disturbances are not life-threatening, but rather they
adversely affect the inhabitability of a particular area
and reduce the number of animals expected to live
there.

considered low. In relationship lo each other, the
effect each alternative has on wildfife ranges from
low to high.

The Proposed Action would have a low impact on
wildlife because disturbance would be restricted to a
small area (Trailed Zone), and excessive visitation
would be discouraged. However, some disturbance
of blue grouse nesting (adjacent to trails) and deer
feeding (in meadow areas) would occur. Habitat loss
or changes would be minimized. Although some new
trail construction would occur, habitat losses or
changes would be controlled because important wet
areas and springs used by Pacific giant
salamanders would be avoided during trail
construction and maintenance.

Alternative A would have a moderate impact on
wildlife. Although visitation may not increase as in
other alternatives, use would be uncontrolled.
Important habitats would not be maintained or
protected. Overnight camping would continue in and
around important meadow habitat thereby preventing
animals such as bobcat and great horned owls from
hunting rodents and rabbits undisturbed.

Alternative B would have the lowest impact on
wildlife because visitation and use would be strictly
regulated. Disturbance would be short term and
generally confined to the Trailed Zone. With
overnight camping eliminated, use of key water
sources and meadows by deer, elk and cougar
would be enhanced. Habitat loss would be minimal.

Alternative C would have the greatest impact on
wildlife. Visitation would increase and be expanded
into areas not otherwise available to most hikers.
Disturbances would be long term and wide spread.
Disturbance around sensitive habitats, particularly
meadows, springs and streams would increase
drastically. Sensitive species like elk, cougar, bobcat
and goshawks would be continuously disturbed
around important habitat. Down and dead vegetative
material which provide habitat for rodents and
amphibians would be completely removed in and
around an increasing number of camp sites over the
long term. This is the only alternative where habitat
loss may be a significant factor to the wildlife
resource.

Fish
None of the four alternatives would significantly
affect the fishery resource.

Some loss or modification of habitat would occur
from trail construction, trampling of vegetation
around camp areas, and use of down and dead
vegetative material for campfires. Compared to
timber harvest, these impacts to wildlife are
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Cultural Ressgnrces

Under the Proposed Action, protection for site
35CL25  and other sites in TRW would be provided
by the development of LWC  standards for the sites.
on-going assessment of the sites’ conditions in
relationship to the MC system, and undertaking
actions to reverse or prevent site deterioraticn
beyond acceptable iimits, The Proposed Action
includes provisions to further inventory TRW for
cultural site ideritifioation.  lriterpretation of cultural
sites by direct or indirect means is one method of
site prote@tictn  that might be employed under the
Proposed Action.

Alternative A would result in the continued
deterioration of site 35CL25  and other sites as LAC
standards *would  not be eslablished and regular
monitoring of site impacts would not be undertaken.
Further inventory in this area would be a low prioritij
and *would occur sr:ly in response to ground-
disturbing project proposals, No interpretation effcrts
specifically  linked to TRW sites would be
undertaken.

Alternative B would result in similar consequences
as the Proposed A&ion, except that site d&ericJrat~on
and alteration would be seduced by the regulation of
vIs!t~~r  use, by the exe;lusion  of recreational livestaick
and by the prchjbit!on of campfires and ove~ight
camping. Mor;itoring  activities arid site protection
activities wwtd be less frequent and less extensive
as visitor I~,,,‘9~ *~JQ~JIc~ be less irlter:s$e.

Alternative C woiild result in an increase in visitor
impacts, dire& and indirect, by the ey;cobiragemeni
of visitor use, camping, arid trail system expansion.
The increased human o~zwgatiors. ;quantitati,iely  ar?d
queM3ti~ely,  i~ould  rcsM ir; more artifact coilet::tisn,
purposeful acd inctdentai  site excavation and
aweleration  sf site deterioratisii. More freyuerst
monitoring VKH.J~~  be necessary arid more site
protection activities wmkl  be required. if
disturbance or destsuctic;n  of witural sites is by he
avoided. Site irrterpretatior: oppcrtunities  ~wor.~ld be
utilized with both on-site signing and of-f-site
infsrmatian dissemination being undertaken.

No direct impacts t6 historical sites are anticipated
as a result of any of the alternatives or of the
Proposed Action, Degradation of the trail sg/stem
itself wwld ur,cur in response to an increase or
decrease in visitor ME?.

Indirect adverse impacts could result to the
Peachuck Lookout site adjacent to TRW from
implementation of the Proposed Action, Alternative A

or Alternative C, This historic site would rec~G~~e
increased visitation as visitor USC :nweasBs jr? TRY
if such visitation results in vandalism, remedial
actions wauld be necessary.  The frequencig  of
monitoring and Iikeiihood for remedial act& would
increase with Alternative C. Interpretation sf the
lookout and sf Copper Creek Bridge te enhance the
recreation experience of :iisitcsrs has an increased
pcsssibil8y  of owArrenc& under A.lternative C.

People visit TRW for very different reasons. The
degree to which the Proposed Action and the other
three alternatives  would either beneficially  or
adversely affect visitors depends on the
management a&ions invalved, An actisn  which
tends to benefit visitors seeking one form of
recreation may adversely affect visitors seeking
other opportunities, since recreation use
requirements and expectations vary so greatly from
one user group to the next.

Figure 12 shsws, fsr each sf the three btoad
recreation sppr,rtunit~*  categories. whether a
management alternative would pro;‘ide more. less er
no change in iapportunitres  far visitors to partloipate
il? activities e:f their choice thar:  are presenti;t
available, and how each management aiteri?ati*4e
would tend to either attract or deter  visitation If
impiemented,



Figure 12-Efkxts of Planning Alternatives cm Recreatim Opportunities  and Visitatisn
.--.- ----. .-_ --.- ---

Recreation Opportunities ..----__~~ - -
Category 1 Category 2 Category 3

Managemettt (“resource-centered”) (“challenge-centered”) (“facility-centered”)
Alternative Effect Visitation Ettect Visitation Effect Visitaticml.“.“l-.” .---“..-.- ~~~

Proposed Action mere

P. il?SS
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c less3~---.- ..-.

attract
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attract

deter

iess deter more attract

no change attract no chax~e deter

!TlOlCZ attract less deter

_... i”“S. .-. deter more attract“,.” ,,-.. - - - _--

While a discussion of all possible combinations of
affects of the management alternatives on recreation
opportunities and visitation across all categories is
not practical, an illustrative example for each
alternative should serve to augment interpretation of
Figure 12.

Example il. If TRW *were to be managed under the
Proposed Action, the existing trail system would be
improved by relocating sections of trail which are
too steep and in substandard condition. By
improving the trail system to state-of-the-art
specifications, there would be more Category 3
opportunities (“facility-centered”) provided because
access to the headwaters area of Image Creek
would become available to many hikers and
horseback riding visitors who were previously not
wiiling to risk the hazards and uncertainty of an
excessively steep, rugged trail. The useable  portion
of the Trailed Zone would become  total. On the other
hand, however, there would be less Category 2
opportunities (“‘challenge-centered”) provided
because a substantial area which had previously
been difficult to reach would be accessible to
everyone. Both challenge an-d opportunity for
solitude would be reduced. The Proposed Action
would tend to attract more visitors looking for
“facility-centered” opportunities and deter visitors
who wish to pursue “r=haller;ge-cer7terecl”
opportunities.

Example 2. If TRW were to be managed under
Alternative A, the Limits of Acceptable Change (LACJ
system would not be developed and implemented. In
the absence of specific LAG standards for sojl,
water, vegetation fish and wildlife, cultural and
recreation wilderness e!ements,  TRW’s physical/
bioiogicai and social conditions would decline over
the long term, particularly in the Trailed Zone. There
woulti be less Category 1 opportunities (“resource-
centered”) provided because unregulated visitation
in the Trailed Zone would be deleterious to the area’s
natural values. especially those related to soil,
vegetation, water and scenic resources. For the
most part, Category 2 and 3 opportunities
(“chalienge-centered” and “facility-centered,”

respectively) would change little from that now
provided since Category 2 opportunities would be
primarily Trailless-Zone specific and generally
unaffected, and Category 3 visitors would be more
accepting of increased visitation and social contact
in the Trailed Zone. Alternative A would tend to
attract more visitors looking for “chailenge-
centered” opportunities and deter visitors who wish
to pursue “resource-centered” and “facility-
centered” opportunities.

Exampfe  3. If TRW were to be managed under
Alternative B, osernight  camping would be
prohibited, visitors would not be allowed to bring
recreational livestock unto the area and use would be
regulated through a visitor permit system. There
would be more Category 1 and 2 opportunities
j”resour@e-centered” and “ehalienge-centered,”
respectively) provided because strict use reguiation
would augment resource protection efforts and
maintain conditions necessary for visitor solitude
and challenge. On the other hand, there would be
less Category 3 opportunities (“facility-centered”)
provided because of the limitations set on visitation
and participation in certain activities. Alternative B
would tend to attract more visitors looking for
“resource-centered” and “challenge-centered”
opportunities and deter visitors who wish to pursue
“facility-centered” opportunities.

Example 4. If TRW were to be managed under
Alternative C, additional mid-slope trails would be
constructed. There would be more Category 3
opportunities i”facilitii-centered”j  provided beeause
the added trail mileage would allow access into
areas of TRW where visitors dependent on
developed trails could not previously go. Obviously,
there would be less Category 2 opportunities
(“challenge-centered’!) provided because of the
encroachment new trail development would create
on the Trailless Zone, where solitude and
challenging situations predominate. Alternative C
would tend to attract more visitors looking for
“facility-centered” opportunities and deter visitors
who wish to pursue “c~ialle3nge-centered”  and
“resource-centered” opportunities.
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Part IX
Cost Estimates

Figure 13 shows cost estimates for the p!anned
wilderness management program through the
IO-year  period FY 1986 through FY 1995. All actions
listed in Fart VI are scheduled for implementation at
some time during this management period (see
Part VI1-~impien7entation  Seqi:ence). While
additional planning, survey and design, and/or
construction will be necessary to fully implement
many of the planned actions, others can be
impiemented with relatively little or 1x2 prerequisite
work or cost. Ail estimates are based on 1986  iabor,
materials and equipmet7-t  costs.

Because of the unpredictability of future budget
ailocations affecting NM’s Wilderness Management
Program, it is possibie  that not ali actions pianned
for a particular year can be implemented on
schediile.  Under such circumstances,
Implementation pr1orit.y  will be given to actions
required to continue wilderness resource protection,
to monitor the physical/biological, social and
managerial elements covered by the LAG system!
and to maintain the developed trail system-in that
order. Any action delayed for budgetary reasons will
be undertaken as fi;nding  becomes avai!able.
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Appendix A
Oregon Wilderness Act of 1984

Public Law 9%328
Wt h Congress

An Act
To designate certain national forest system and other lands in the Stak of Oregon for

inclusion m the Nationai  V4iidcrne.s-s Prescnaticn System, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Sertutc and House of Rq~esentatices  of the
United States of Am&x in Congress assembled, That this Act may
be referred to as the “Oregon Wilderness Act of 1934”.

SEC. 2. !a) The Congress finds that-
(1) many areas of undeveloped National Forest System land in

the State of Oregon possess outstanding natural characteristics
which give them high value as wilderness and will, if properly
preserved, contribute as an enduring resource of wilderness for
the benefit of the American people;

(2) the Department of Agriculture’s second roadless area
review and evaluation (RARE II) of National Forest System
lands in the State of Oregon and the related congressional
review of such lands have identified areas which, on the basis of
their landform, ecosystem, associated wildlife, and location, will
help to fuKl1 the National Forest Syst.em’s  share of a quality
National Wilderness Preservation System; and

(3) the Department of Agriculture’s second roadless area
review and evaluation of National Forest System lands in the
State of Oregon and the related congressional review of such
lands have also identified areas which do not possess outstand-
ing wilderness attributes or which possess outstanding energy,
mineral, timber, grazing, dispersed recreation and other values
and which should not now be designated as components of the
National Wilderness Preservation System but should be avail-
able for nonwilderness multiple uses under the land manage-
ment planning process and other applicable laws.

(bk The purposes of this Act are to-
tl! designate certain National Forest System lands and cer-

tain public lands in the State of Oregon as components of the
National Wilderness Preservation System, in order to promote,
perpetuate, and preserve the wilderness charaster of the lands,
protect watersheds and wildlife habitat, preserve scenic and
historic resources, and promote scientific research, primitive
recreation, solitude, physical and mental challenge, and inspira-
tion for the benefit of all the American people, to a greater
extent t.han is possible in the absence of wilderness designation;
and

t2i insure that certain other National Forest System lands in
the State of Oregon be available for nonwilderness mult,iple use.

SEC. 3. In furtherance of the purpose of the Wilderness Act the
following lands in the State of Oregon comprising approximately
eight hundred fifty-nine thousand six hundred acres and as gen-
erally depicted on maps appropriately referenced, dated May 19S4;
are hereby designated as wilderness, and therefore, as components
of the National Wilderness Preservation System-
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(11 certain lands in the Mount Hood National Fesrest, which
eomprke  approtimate1y  tl%irQ--nine  olowarld acre3, are gener-
ally depicted on a ma entitled “Columbia Wilderness-Prc-
posed”, and which sbal be known as the Celumbia Wilderness;P

(21 certain lands in the Mount Hood NaticPnal F~rest9 which
comprise approximately  f&y-four thousand  six bundr6d acres,
are generally depicted on a map entitled “Salnson-Huckle~r~
Wilderness-Proposed”, and which shall  be known as t,he
Salmon-Hucklebfzrrv  Wilderness;

(3) certain lands ‘nn the Msunt  Hood National Forest, which
comprih approximately twenty-four thousand acres, are gener-
ally depict& cm a map entitl& “Badger Creek Wilderness-
P~o~xMxY,  and which shall be known as the Badger Crefk
Wilderness;

!lj certain lands in the Mount Ho& National Forest and the
Willnmerte  National Forest, which comprise approximate’ry
thirty-four thousand nine hundred acres, are generailv  depicted
on a map entitled ‘TM of the Wocds Wilderness-Proyl~~~d”,
and which shall be known Gas the Bull of the WC&S  Wilderness;

(51 certain lands in the Siuslaw National Forest., which com-
prise approximately five thotlsand  eight hundred *cress, are
generally depicted on a map entitled “Drift Creek Wilderness-
PrCIpCMd”, and whkh d-d be known a~ the Drift Creek
WildWIl~SS;

Ciil certain lands in the Siuslaw National Forest, which com-
prise approximately seven thousamd four hundred acres, are
generallv  depicred on a map erAtIed “Rock Creek Wilderness-
prQpog&, and which shall be known as the I&k Creek
Wilderness;

t.?! certain lands in -Ihe Siuslaw National Forest., which com-
prise approximately nine thousand three hundred acres, are
genmerriily depicted on a map entitled Y.hmmins  Creek Wilder-
ness-Propnsed”, and which shall be known as the Cummins
crPtlk Wilderness;

(61 oeruin lands in the Umpqua National  For&, which CQ~-
prise appatsxirnately  nineten thousand CKUZ hundred acres, are
generally depicted ~3n a map entitled “‘Boulder Creek Wilder-
nes+--Proposed”, and which shall be known as t,he Boulder
Creek Wilderness;

!9i ceatai11 Innds in the Unqqua  md RQgue River Natiormal
FsresG3  which comprise approximately thirty-three thousand
two hundred acres, are generaliy &31&d on a map entithzd
“Rcgue-Umpqua D i v i d e  ‘36ild~rness~Pro~~d~~~  and which
shall be known as the Rogue-Umpqua  Divide WiBdcrres;c;;

111H certain lands in the Wiliamette  N;&isnal Forest, which
comprise upproxirnate’iv thirty-nine thsusafid  two hundred
acre, are generally de&ted on a map entitfed  “‘Waldo  Lake
Wilderness-PrcPposed”, and which shall be known LXS the Waldo
Lake Wiiderne54s:

(111 wrtain land3 ir; the Wihmette National FCKT&,  which
comprise a proximateiy  four thousand eight hundred acres, are
generally epicted on a map entitled “Menngerie Wihdermess-f
P.poptlX%If’, and which shall  be known as the Menagerie
Wilderness;

II21 certain lands in the Wilh3mett.e  Xationul  Forest, which
comprise approximately seven thousand five hundred acres* are
generally depicted QPP a map entitled “Middle Santiam  Wilder-



ncss-.-Proposed”, and which shall be known as the Middle
Santiam Wilderness;

(181 certain lands in the Siskiyou National Forest which
comprise approximately seventeen thousand two hundred acres,
are generally depicted on a map entitled “Grassy Knob Wildcr-
ncss-Proposed”,
Wildtlrnes5;

and which shall bc known as the Grassy Knob

(141 certain lands in the Siskiyou National Forest, which
compritie approximately three thousand four hundred acres, are
gencmllv depicted on a map entitled “Ked Buttes Wilderness-
Proposed”, and which shall be known as the Red Buttes
Wiiderness:

i151 certain landa in the Rogue River and Winema National
Forests, which comprise approximately one hundred sixteen
thousand rhrcc hundred acres, are generally depicted on a map
entitled “Sky Lake FVildcrnuss--Proposed”,  and which shall be
known as the Sky Lakes Wilderness;

I 16)  certain lands in the Ochoco National Forest, which com-
p&t? approximately five thousand four hundred acres, are gen-
erally dopict.4  en a map entitled
Proposed ‘, and which shall be

“Bridge Creek Wilderness-
known

Wiiderncss;
as t.he Bridge Creek

(171 certain lands in the Ochoco National Forest, which com-
prise approximately seventeen thousand four hundred acres,
are generally depicted on a map entitled “Mill Creek Wilder-
ness-Proposed”, and which shall be known as the Mill Creek
\Vildernesq

(Iti! certain lands in the Ochoco National Forest which com-
prise approximately thirteen thousand four hundred acres, are
generally depicted on a map entitled “Black Canyon Wilder-
ness--Propctscd”, and which shall be known as the Black
Canvon Wilderness:

twenty-one thousand four hundred a&, are gen&ally depicted
on a map entitled “North Fork John Duy Wilderness-Pro
posed”, and which shall be known as the Korth  Fork John Day
Wilderness;

(2CB, certttin lands in t~he Umatilla National Forest, which
comprise approximately twenty thousand twu hundred acres,
are generally depicted on a map entitled “North Fork vmatiila
WilJcrne,ss-Propo,sed”,  and which shall be known as the Xorth
Fork Umatilln Wilderness;

r?li certain lands in the Malheur  and Wallo~~a-WI~itnlarl
National Forests, which comprise approximately nineteen thou-
sand eight hundred acres, are genernllv  depicted on a map
entitled “Monument Rock Wilderness--i’ri!posed”,  and which
shall bc krkowrk ns the ~~okkunkent hch Wilderness;

(29 certain lands located in the Salem District of the Bureau
of Land hfkinagenjcnt,  Oregon, which <omprisc approximately
five thousand five hundred acres, QS gener:ilIy depicted on a
map ernt.it.led “Table Kock \PdildrrnPss-Prupo~ed”,  and which
shall be known IL? the Table Rock !Viiderness;

(23i certain lands in t.he Willamette and Mount Hood
National For&s, which comprise approximately six thousand
eight hundred acres, are gene&Iv depicted on a map ent.itled
“Mount Jefferson Wilderness Additions-Proposed”, and which



comprise approximately four thousand one hundred acres, are
generally depicted on a map entitled “Gearhart Mountain Wil-
derness  iidditie3ns-Proposed”, and which are hereby incorpu-
rated in, and which stwll be deemed to be a part of, the
Grarhart  Mountain  Wilderness  as des ignated by Pubk



culture (hereinafter referred to as the “Secretary”) shall administer
and manage the recreation area in accordance with the laws and
regulations applicable to the National Forest System so as to
enhance scenic and watershed values, wildlife habitat, and dispersed
recreation

CCI The recreation area shall be managed in accordance with plans
prepared in subsection cg) to:

( 1 I provide a range of recreation opportunities from primitive
to full service developed campgrounds;

(21 provide access for use by the public;
(:]I to the estent  pract.icahle, maintain the natural and scenic

character of the area: and
(41 provide for the use of motorized recreation vehicles.

(dji 1~ Subject to valid existing rights, all mining claims located
within the recreation area shall be subject to such reasonable
regulations as the Secretary may prescribe to insure that mining
aotivit.ies will, to the maxrmum extent practicable, be consistent
with the purposes for which the recreation area is established. Any
patent issued after the date of enactment of this Act shall convey
title only to the minerals together with the right to use the surface
of lands for mining purposes subject to such reasonable regulations
as the Secretary shall prescribe.

(21 Effective January 1, lW, and subject to valid existing rights,
the lands located within the recreation area are hereby withdrawn
from all forms of appropriation under the mining laws and from
disposition under a11 laws pertaining to the mineral leasing and
geothermal leasing and all amendments thereto.

me! Within the recreation area, the Secretary may permit, under
appropriate regulations those limited activities and facilities which
he determines necessary for resource protection and management
and for visitor safety and comfort, including-

(1) those necessary to prevent and control wildfire, insects,
diseases, soil erosion, and other damaging agents including
timber harvesting activities necessary to prevent catastrophic
mortality from insects, diseases or fire;

(21 those necessary to maintain or improve wildlife habitat,
water ykld and quality, forage production, and dispersed out-
door recreation opportunjties;

(31 livestock grazing, to the extent that such use will not
significantly adversely affect the resources of the recreation
area;

t-l) salvage of major timber mortality caused by fire, insects,
disease, blowdown, or other causes when the scenic characteris-
tics of the recreation area are significantly affected, or the
health and safety of the public is threatened, or the overall
protection of the forested area inside or outside the recreation
area might be adversely affected by failure to remove the dead
or damaged timber;

(5) those developments or facilities necessary for the public
enjoyment and use of the recreation area, when sugh develop-
ment or facilities do not detract from the purposes of the
recreation area; and

(6) public service land occupancies, including power transrnis-
sion lines, provided there is no feasible alternative location, and,
the Secretary finds that it is in the public interest to locate such
facilities within the recreation area.



tfi The folluwimg  hnds within the recreatiom  area are hereby
desipated as 5viiSderness and therefore as components of the
Naiivnal  ~VihhFIEW  Preserxition System, and shall, notwithstarld-
ir?g any sther provisions of this section, be ki&T~iF~iStWC?d  by t!Pe
Secretary in aecordmee with rhe applicabble provisions of the LVi9-
derness  Act: Certain lands in the Umpqu?, vmamette,  amd %%len;a
National Forests which comprise approximately  fifty-five thousand
one hundred acres, are generally depicted on a map dated March
1!.W, emit~led “Muunt~  Thielsen  Wilderness-Froposi~‘,  and &~icln
whdl be kmowm as the Mount Thiclsen Wilderness; and certain lands
in the Rillamette &and Drschutes  h’at~ionai  Forests, which comprise
appr~xinnatetly  fifteen thousand seven hundred acres, are general!g
depicted on a map dated March 1984, entit,led “IXamond  Peak
Wilderness additions~Progosed”, and which are hereby incorpo-
rafCsd in, and which shall he deemed to be a part of, the Birmo::d
Peak Wilderness as designated  in Publiic Law SSP7.

(gi Namagemmt direction for the recreation area shaB4 be devel-
oped its either the forest plans developed for the Umpqua. Winsmu,
Desrhut.es and Willamette  Forests in accordance with section 6 cif
the Forest.  and &ngefand  &new&k &SOUFCeS  Phmnin~  k’t of
l!E4, as amended, or in an integrated management plan that shall
be prepared tithrn three years from the date of enactment, of this
Act and revised in accordance ~9th the Forest and Emgcland
Renewable Resources Planning Act of I(373,  as amended. An*y p!an
developed by the Secretary for the recreation area shall ident& and
designate specific and appropriate areas and routes for the use of
mcstori~ed recrwtiom vehicles within the recreation area.

Sec. 6. Ia) As soon as practicabke  after this Act takes effect, the
appropriate  Secretary shall Me the maps referred to in sections 3
md 4 of this Act and legal descri

R
tions of each wilderness areit

derignnted  by sections 3 and 4 of t is Act with the Committ.ee OR
Energy and Natural Resources, United States Senate,  and the Com-
mitt& cm Interior and Insular Affairs, House of Ikqresentatives.
amd each such map and legal description shall have t.he same force
amd effect as if included in this Act: PRW~CM, That. correction of
clericaP and typogra hical errors in such Legal descriptions and
m-mps  may be made. 8,ach such map and legal description shall be on
Eie and avaiIable for public inspection in the Office of the Chief of
t,he Forest Service, Department of Agriculture; and the Director,
Bureau of Land Management., Department of the Interior,

tbk Subject to valid existing rights, each wilderness area desig-
nated by sections 3 and 3 of this Act shall be administered by the
appropriare  kSecretary  in accordance with the provisions of the
Wilderness Act of EM4 governing areas designated by that Act as
wilderness areas, except that, with res ect to any are&as  designated
in sections 3 and 4 of this rlct, any re erence in such pro&iotas  toP
the trffidive  date of t,he Witderness Act, of 196-f shall be deemed to
by a reference to the effective date of t.his Act, and any reference to
the Secrerary of Agriculture shall be deemed to be a reference to the
SecnQry who has administrative jurisdiction over the area.

SEC>. 6. Congress does not intend thar designation of wilderness
areas in the State of Oregon Iead to the creation of protective
perimetew  or buffer XOR~S around each wilderness area. The f’act
ths nonwildrrness  activities or uses can br seen or hclard from the
WKE wit.hin thv wilderwss shall not, of itself, precfude such xtisi-
ties or UY~S  up to the boundary of’the tvilderness area.

SEC’. 7. [ai The C’omgress finds that-



(I) the Department of Agriculture has completed the second
roadless area review and evaluation program IRARE II);

(2) the Congress has made its own review and examination of
National Forest System roadless areas in Oregon and the envi-
ronmental impacts associated with alternative allocations of
such areas.

6) On the basis of such review, the Congress hereby determines
and directs that-

(11 wit,hout passing on the question of the legal and factual
sufficiency of the RARE II final environmental statement
(dated January 19791  with respect to national forest lands in
States other than Oregon, such statement shall not be subject to
judicial review with respect to National Forest System lands in
the State of Oregon;

(21 with respect to the National Forest System lands in t,he
St&e of Oregon which were reviewed by the Department of
Agriculture in the second roadfess  area review and evaluation
(RARE ID, and those lands referred to in subsection (dl, except
those lands remaining in further planning or special manage-
ment pursuant to section 4 of this Act upon enactment of this
Act, that review and evaluation or reference shall be deemed for
the purpose of the initial land management plans required for
such lands by the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources
Planning Act of 1974 as amended by the National Forest Man-
agement Act of 1976, to be an adequate consideration of the
suitability of such lands for inclusion in the National Wilder-
ness Preservation System and the Department of Agriculture
shall not be required to review the wilderness option prior to
the revision of the plans, but shall review the wilderness opt,ions
when the plans are revised, which revisions will ordinarily
occur on a ten-year cycle, or at least every fifteen years, unless,
prior to such time the Secretary of Agriculture finds that
conditions in a unit have significantly changed;

(31  areas in the State of Oregon reviewed in such final envi-
ronmental statement or referenced in subsection (d) and not
designated as wilderness or for special management pursuant to
section 4 of this Act or remaining in further planning upon
enactment of this Act shall be managed for multiple use in
accordance with land management plans pursuant to section 6
of the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning
Act of 1974, as amended by the National Forest Management
Act of 19’76: Pmoided, That such areas need not be managed for
the purpose of protecting their suitability for wilderness desig-
nation prior to or during revision of the land management
plans;

(4) in the event that revised land management plans in the
State of Oregon are implemented pursuant to section 6 of the
Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning Act of
1974, as amended by the National Forest Management Act of
1976, and other applicable law, areas not recommended for
wilderness designation, need not be managed for the purpose of
protecting their suitability for wilderness designation prior to or
during revision of such plans, and areas recommended for
wilderness designation shall be managed for the purpose of
protecting their suitability for wilderness designation as may be
required by the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources
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Appendix I3
Tabte Rock Wilderness Fire Management Plan

This plan wiii provide direction  and guidance to
BLM managers and Oregon State Departme!lt
of Forestry (OSDF)  fire protection personr;e!.

Management Objective

l To suppress any wildfire. regardless of
cause, and employ suppression techniques
*which resuit in the least amount of resource or
stirface  disturbance.

The rationale for this objective is two fold. Or?e,
the natural role of fire in the Table Rock area is
catastrophic, Small, frequent fires that only
s!ightly  modify the environment are not
normally part of the western Oregon Douglas-
fir/hemlock ecosystem; however, stand
replacement conflagrations are. Two, the Table
Rock Wilderness (TRW) is small and bordered
by private and BLM timberland with a greater
fire hazard due to logging, than the pristine
wilderness forest. In fact, because of the size
and shape of TRW, a wildfire within ii would
never be more than one mile from the
designated boundary, Because of the
catastrophic risk that natural and man-caused
fire presents to both TRW and surrounding
lands, wildfirs must be suppressed.

Fire History
Historical information on fire occurrence within
TRW is limited. Available records indicate that
no wild fires have occurred in the area during
the last 30 years. We can assume from this and
research on western Oregon fire history, that
high intensity, stand-terminating fires occur at
intervals of between 100-250  plus years. The
present stand within TRW resulted from a major
fire that swept through the area in 1568. Only
remnants of the previous stand have survived.
This conflagration affected thousands of
acres in the Molalla River drainage from 1,000
feet elevation to over 4,000 feet. Old-growth
forests were destroyed and second-growth
Douglas-fir forests succeeded, although at
higher elevations there is a significant amotint
of western hemlock and noble  fir.

Natural Role of Fire
Climatic condit!ons  are characterized by cool,
wet weather for most of the j/ear which results
in a low fire frequency. Fires that do occur are
either very small (less than 1 acre) or large

conflagrations, as previously mentioned, and
may occur at intervals of 100-250 plus years.
These large fires are generaily associated with
extreme weather conditions (i.e., drought
coupled with hot. dry, east wind episodes),
They are often stand-replacement fires that
remove a near-climax forest and replace it via
succession with young, even-aged forests.
There is sketchy evidence in western Oregcn
forest types, similar to those found in TRW, that
low intensity wildfires resembling prescription
underburning did occur. The extent and
frequency of those low-intensity fires is not
well documented at this time, but probably did
not equal the frequency and size of those we
commonly associate with drier forest types
such as ponderosa pine.

Fire Prevention and Detection
The OSDF, under contract with BLM for fire
protection, wiil be responsible for fire
prevention activities. However, to avoid
redur;dant patrols and other actions: BLM-
OSDF cooperation and coordination is
necessary. Generaily, the OSDF will advise the
BLM of fire hazard conditions and restrictions
of: visitor use. In accordance with the 1952
Forestland Fire Protection agreement, as
amended, the OSDF will establish fire-related
use restrictions, post prevention notices and
regulations and patrol lands outside TRW
boundaries. Fire detection efforts and methods
established for the lands protected by the
OSDF are adequate for detection of f:re within
TRW.

During periods of very high and extreme fire
danger (burning index of about 70 and above),
an absolute closure that prevents ail but
essential activities may be imposed.
Restrictions on use wili be imposed as
necessary. Most fires in the Moiaila River/TRW
area are reported by the forest-using public.
The OS5F regu!arly  patrols the area dtiring  fire
season. employs detection flights and operates
the High Camp Lookout (three miles northwest
of Table Rock) when the burr?ing index reaches
about 45 and above. Low-level detection flights
(less than 1.000 feet] will not be ailawed over
TR\N  unless there is reason to suspect a
wildfire.

BLM wiil be responsible for fire prevention and
regulation enforcement within TRW A BLM trail
patrol will be established when the BLM and/or
the OSDF de&mine  it is necessary.





Appendix C
Environmental Assessment Preparers and Contributors

Scott Abdsn-Outdoor  Recreation Planner (Team Leaderj
Singh Ahuja-Geologist
Robert Bright-Assistant District Manager, Resources
Debra Carey-Delgado-Graphic Illustrator
Robert House-Fisheries Biologist
Nancy Leahy-Word Processor Operator
Wayne Logan-Wildlife Biologist
Ray Mobley-Landscape  Architect
Frances Philipek-Archeologist
William Power--Soils Scientist
John Radosta-Realty Specialist
Robert Saunders-Planning and Environmental Coordinator
Nancy Sawteile-Botanist
Peter &hay-Assistant Area Manager, Clackamas ReSourGe  Area
Stephanie Schulz--Botanist
Larry Seofield-Botanist
Richard Whitley-Area Manager, Clackamas Resource Area
Loren Wittenberg-Hydrologist




