RECLAMATION Final 2012 FCRPS Biological Opinion Habitat Conditions Represented Using Standardized NOAA Limiting Factors Population Assessment Units and Limiting Factors

Managing Water in the West Upper Grande Ronde Subbasin, Oregon Snake River Steelhead
Map # 170601-GR-02S

UGS1 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS2 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS3 Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS4 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Grande Ronde River Mainstem, Wallowa River to Lookingglass Creek Middle Grande Ronde River Mainstem — Lookingglass Creek to Catherine Creek Middle Grande Ronde River Mainstem — Grande Ronde Valley Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem — Upstream End of Gande Ronde Valley to Meadow Creek
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. 1.1 Habitat Quantity 4.1 Riparian Condition . 1.1 Habitat Quantity 4.1 Riparian Condition 4.2 Riparian Condition 6.1 Channel Structure and Form . 1.1 Habitat Quantity 4.1 Riparian Condition 6.2 Channel Structure and Form . 1.1 Habitat Quantity 4.1 Riparian Condition 4.2 Riparian Condition 6.1 Channel Structure and Form
Overall Function Anthropogenic Barriers Riparian Vegetation Overall Function Anthropogenic Barriers Riparian Vegetation LWD Recruitment Bed and Channel Form Overall Function Anthropogenic Barriers Riparian Vegetation Instream Structural Complexity Overall Function Anthropogenic Barriers Riparian Vegetation LWD Recruitment Bed and Channel Form

0, 0,
” ‘IM) 0%\ ‘15% 8%20% 5% 0% 5% 9 22%\ [0% o r 15*%%\ 35%.- 40%- 35%
85% T 20% 2% o iy —50% n —50% 17 0:/0%\ Wg%, 5% 70% 5
ondfuly ondully o " low %6 on-fuly 7% — o Nonetuly
LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 15% LF Weight: 5% LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 5% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10%

0%

~
0%— 4% — ~60%

6.2 Channel Structure and Form

4.2 Riparian Condition Instream Structural Complexit i iti i i
LWD Recruitment piextty 6.2 Channel Structure andForm  7-2 Sediment Conditions 8.1 Water Quality 9.2 Water Quantity 7.2 Sediment Conditions 8.1 Water Quality 9.2 Water Quantity 6.2 Channel StructureandForm 7.2 Sediment Conditions 8.1 Water Quality 9.2 Water Quantity

Instream Structural Complexity ~ Increased Sediment Quantity Temperature Decreas ed Water Quantity Increased Sediment Quantity Temperature De creased Water Quantity Instream Structural Complexity  Increased Sediment Quantity Tempe rature Decreas ed Water Quantity

Fully Fully

Fully 20% 5%. 20% Fully
Functioning 35%. . 40% Functioning 35% a5%._

o 0° \ .
Functioning 0%/j | 0%- Functioning 45%
~

0,
55%_ __40% 45% _ 40% 40% 53% 45%

80% 59%.- 4%

0% \ / /|
%G 5%1 Lo % o 15\ o 10%// 5% 10% ] 1 4% 1% 24\ o% 2%/ \ 0%

0% ¢
. - 0, . . 0, = = 0, oly = H 0
Assessment Unit Weight 7% LF Weight: 20% Assessment Unit Weight 10% LF Weight: 15% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 15% LF Weight: 15% Assessment Unit Weight 5% ’ Assessment Unit Weight 7% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 15% LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 20%
: LF Weight: 15% LF Weight: 25% LF Weight: 15%

58%

LF Weight: 40%

UGS9A Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS9B Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS10A G_rande Ron'de River Uppe.r Mai_nstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Lower Catherine Creek and Tributaries (mainstem migration corridor only) Lower Catherine Creek and Tributaries (contributing area and tributaries only) Middle Catherine Creek and Tributaries — Pyles Creek to Swackhammer
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UGS10B Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS 11 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Limiting Factor Status UGS 12 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Catherine Creek and Tributaries — Swackhammer to North and South Forks South Fork Catherine Creek North Fork Catherine Creek
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UGS13A Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS13B Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS14 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Five Points Creek and Tributaries Conway/Owsley Creeks Meadow Creek and Tributaries (except Dark Canyon and McCoy Creeks)

1.1 Habitat Quantity 4.1 Riparian Condition 4.2 Riparian Condition 6.1 Channel Structure and Form . 1.1 Habitat Quantity 4.1 Riparian Condition 4.2 Riparian Condition 6.1 Channel Structure and Form 6.2 Channel Structure and Form
Overall Function

Anthropogenic Barriers Riparian Vegetation LWD Recruitment Bed and Channel Form Anthropogenic Barriers  Riparian Vegetation LWD Re cruitment Bed and Channel Form Instream Structural Com plexity Overall Function 41 Riparian Condition 4.2 Riparian Condition 6.1 Channel Structure and Form 6.2 Channel Structure and Form

Riparian Vegetation LWD Recruitment Bed and Channel Form Instream Structural Complexity
20%. o, 9 ) 20%
0% 0% 0% \ 25% 5%, 5% 45% 45% 0 30% 30% 20% \
9 \ 9 5% 0% RN 127 55% - - 30% 40% . °
0%\ [ 0%— 0% — °\\ \\[ ~ - 0% 0% N\ N 15% __ 10%

~_75% \_75% 0% .~ ~.70% 0% 60%
Non-fully \80% ’ Non-fully ’ 10%./ \0% o5/ 0% N s Non-fully st o 0%~ \65% 5%
(1]

Functioning Functioning 0% 0
LF Weight: 5% LF Weight: 15% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 5% LF Weight: 2% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10%

Overall Function

5% 25%

Functioning
LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 20%

6.2 Channel Structure and Form 7.2 Sediment Conditions 8.1 Water Quality 9.2 Water Quantity 7.2 Sediment Conditions 8.1 Water Quality 8.2 Water Quality 9.2 Water Quantity 72 Sediment Conditions 8.1 Water Quality 9.2 Water Quantity
Instream Structural Complexity Increased Sediment Quantity Temperature Decreas ed Water Quantity Increased Sediment Quantity Temperature Oxygen Decreased Water Quantity Increased Sediment Quantity Temperature Decreased Water Quantity U G S 9 A

Fully Fully
. 20% 20% . 30% Fully
Functionin 25% 0% Functionin 10%. 10% e g 30%_ . . .
o ~ A ° Functioning 3% (Migration Corridor)

5% 25% 30%

N o 5% 0% S 0% 30% 0%\ 69% 0% 55%  40% 9
5%

0% 70% 68%_ —

o— 0%

~_70% \_80% 2% 0% \ go% 1% 0% s / T60%
1% ° ey \\\0% ’ UGS9B

A nt Unit Weight 19 o .
ssessment Unit Weig %o 5% (Assessment Unlt)
LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 25% LF Weight: 5%

Assessment Unit Weight 7%

LF Weight: 25% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 20% LF Weight: 10% LF Weight: 5% LF Weight: 28% LF Weight: 5% LF Weight: 20% Assessment Unit Weight 9%

UGS15 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS16 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
McCoy Creek, Dark Canyon, and Tributaries Rock, Whiskey, Spring, Jordan, Bear, and Beaver Creeks and Tributaries
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UGS17 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS18 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status UGS19 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem, Meadow Creek to Limber Jim Creek Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem, Limber Jim Creek to Clear Creek Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem and Tributaries, Clear Creek to Headwaters
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