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Chapter 1 INTRODUCTION 

The Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) is proposing to allow Jackson County Parks (JCP) 
to improve Klum Landing Campground at Howard Prairie Reservoir.  This draft 
Environmental Assessment (EA) evaluates the proposed alternatives for the Klum Landing 
Campground Improvement Project.   

Reclamation administers the Howard Prairie Reservoir along with land sections of irregular 
length and width around it. Land ownerships vary with each section as indicated in Figure 3.  
Half of the campground is on Reclamation land and half is on Oregon & California Railroad 
(O&C) lands under management jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land Management (BLM).  
This draft EA evaluates the actions proposed for the entire campground through a 
Memorandum of Understanding with BLM (Appendix A), which is a cooperating agency 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

This draft EA will be used to determine whether to issue a Finding of No Significant Impact 
or a Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement. 

1.1 Location and Background 
Howard Prairie Dam and Reservoir is located approximately 15 miles east of Ashland, 
Oregon in the Rogue River Project Talent Division in southwestern Jackson County, Oregon 
(see Figure 1). The reservoir is located on Beaver Creek in the Klamath River basin.  Howard 
Prairie Dam impounds water that is released into the Howard Prairie Delivery Canal for 
irrigation districts in the Bear Creek Valley.  Klum Landing is located on the southeast end of 
the reservoir near Howard Prairie Dam (see Figure 2) and includes a campground and day use 
area. Although Klum Landing covers approximately 156 acres, the geographic scope of this 
draft EA is limited to the overnight campground portion that is roughly 15 acres in size.     

Through contractual agreement, JCP manages Klum Landing Campground and several other 
recreational sites at Howard Prairie Reservoir on behalf of Reclamation.  JPC funds its 
operation and maintenance operations through county revenue and site-use fees.   
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Figure 3 – Land Ownership Boundaries 
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1.2 Purpose and Need 

The purpose of the proposed action is to improve facilities within the Klum Landing 
Campground in cooperation with JCP.  Klum Landing Campground currently has 32 sites 
without utility hookups for tents or recreational vehicles (RVs).  There are picnic tables, fire 
rings, drinking water, a restroom facility with showers and flush toilets, and three vault toilets.  
The two-way paved road through the campground is narrow, steep, and in poor shape.  
Vehicle parking is undefined at many sites, resulting in large areas where the soil is 
compacted and has no vegetation.  The need to upgrade facilities and improve campground 
conditions was identified by JCP and Reclamation.      

The proposed action would provide needed upgrades to existing features and additional 
features for a wider range of users. The planned improvements include providing water and 
power hookups to more than half of the campsites, adding 5 additional campsites, improving 
traffic flow and road surfacing, construction of a new vault toilet to replace two old toilets, 
and providing an additional campsite that meets the Americans with Disabilities Act and 
Architectural Barriers Act Accessibility Guidelines (ADAABAAG) standards for accessible 
design (36 CFR 36).  Parking at campsites would be defined and paved to limit the impacts on 
soils and vegetation and reduce long-term maintenance costs.   

1.3 Authority 

The Rogue River Basin Project’s Talent Division was authorized by the Secretary of the 
Interior under the Act of August 20, 1954 (ch. 775, 68 Stat. 752).  The Act was amended with 
the Act of October 1, 1962 (Public Law 87-727, 76 Stat. 677) to include the authority to 
construct public recreation facilities.  The 1962 Act also arranged for the operation and 
maintenance of the facilities by an appropriate State or local agency at Howard Prairie 
Reservoir and other reservoirs encompassed by the Act.  

Reclamation has a Title 28 grant program to provide funds for cost shared activities with non-
Federal entities involving recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement facilities at 
Reclamation projects.  This program is authorized by the Reclamation Recreation 
Management Act of 1992, Public Law 102-575 (106 Stat. 4690), Title 28 which amends the 
Federal Water Projects Recreation Act (P.L. 89-72) to require the non-federal public entities 
involved to bear not less than half of the costs of operation, maintenance, and replacement 
allocated to recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement of Reclamation project land and 
water areas. The proposed ADAABAAG-accessible sites are authorized under the 
Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 Public Law 90-480 (82 Stat. 718, 42 USC 4151 et seq.) 
and the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, Public Law 93-112 (87 Stat. 394, 29 USC 
794). 
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1.4 Scoping 

The scoping process under NEPA involves requesting input from interested parties so that 
they can help identify important issues related to the project that need to be considered or 
included in the alternatives and addressed in the draft EA.  Reclamation began this process for 
the Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project on January 19, 2007, when a scoping 
letter describing the proposed action and background information was sent to over 150 
individuals, agencies, and organizations with interests in the project (see Appendix B).  
Reclamation received written scoping comments that were split approximately equal in favor 
of and against the proposed improvements to Klum Landing. 

1.5 Related Actions and Activities 

Tree Removal Projects 

The removal of hazard trees within the campground area is recommended for public safety 
reasons. A tree is considered hazardous if it has defects that may cause all or part of the tree 
to fall which may result in property damage, personal injury, or death.  Tree defects may 
include decay in any part of the tree, loosened or damaged roots, insect damage, disease, 
mechanical damage, death of the tree, or any other factors that allow or accelerate conditions 
that may result in all or part of the tree to fall.  To enhance public safety in Klum Landing 
Campground, hazard trees should be removed during construction. 

The BLM’s proposed Forest Management Project recommends thinning 500 acres of 
Reclamation-owned forest lands at Howard Prairie to reduce stand densities, reduce the 
impacts of forest pathogens, and promote desired tree species.  Other units proposed for 
thinning treatments are located to the east and south of Klum Landing, outside of the 
protected Conservation Support Areas and Mapped Owl Conservation Areas (BLM 2007). 

Fire Hazard Reduction 

Jackson County officials and concessionaires at Howard Prairie Resort have expressed 
concern about the threat of fire around the edges of Howard Prairie Lake.  White fir is a 
shade-tolerant species that is encroaching on historic Douglas fir and sugar pine sites and, in 
some cases, is becoming the most abundant species on mixed conifer sites.  Decades of fire 
suppression and an increase in forest pathogen and insect infestation have combined to 
produce conditions that are conducive to an intense, large-scale conflagration.  Ignition 
sources, other than lightning, that result from increased human presence include campfires, 
fireworks, off-road vehicle use, and smoking outside of designated areas.   
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Figure 4 –Restroom and Shower Facility at Klum Landing Campground. 
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Heavy use by the public during the summer recreation season increases the risk of a human-
caused forest fire at Howard Prairie. Thinning trees in the campground and surrounding areas 
would reduce the probability of devastating wildfires by removing unhealthy trees, removal of 
smaller trees which act as fire ladders, and increasing the distance between the tree crowns.   

Recreation 

Previous improvement activities have occurred in phases at Klum Landing Campground with 
partial funding through Reclamation’s Title 28 grant program.  The funding was used for 
upgrades and expansion of the day-use parking lot and the boat ramp, a new vault toilet, and a 
new flush-toilet restroom and shower facility.  This draft EA covers the final phase of the 
Klum Landing Campground improvements which is to upgrade the overnight camping area. 
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Chapter 2 ALTERNATIVES 

2.1 Introduction 

This chapter presents the alternatives being considered for the Klum Landing Campground 
Improvement Project.  The alternatives are the No Action Alternative as required by NEPA 
and the Preferred Alternative.  These alternatives are described in detail in this section. 

2.1.1 Alternative Development 

NEPA requires Federal agencies to evaluate a range of reasonable alternatives to a proposed 
Federal action that meet the purpose and need of the proposed action.  During the scoping 
process, Reclamation proposed three alternatives in the scoping letter provided in Appendix 
B. Alternative A was the No Action Alternative and Alternatives B and C were considered 
the Action Alternatives.  Due to the similarity between Alternatives B and C and feedback 
received from interested parties during the scoping process, the two alternatives were 
combined to create the Preferred Alternative for this draft EA.  Table 1 compares the major 
features of the campground design for all four of the alternatives. 

Table 1 – Features of Each Alternative 

Features 
No Action – 

Alternative A 
Scoping 

Alternative B 
Scoping 

Alternative C 
Preferred 

Alternative 

Number of campsites 32 42 32 37 

Number of campsites 
with hook-ups 0 15 15 18 

Estimated number of 
trees removed 0 130 95 112 

Number of restrooms 
added 0 1 1 1 
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Figure 5 –Klum Landing Campground Current Configuration 
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2.2 Alternatives 

2.2.1 Alternative A – No Action 

Under the No Action Alternative, Klum Landing would remain in the current configuration 
and only minimal maintenance would take place to ensure the campground is useable and safe 
(see Figure 5). No significant work to repair or enhance the campground would occur under 
this alternative. 
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   Figure 6 – Proposed Klum Landing Campground Configuration (Conceptual Design) 
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2.2.2 Preferred Alternative 

If the Preferred Alternative is selected, project activities would include reconfiguring the 
Klum Landing Campground from a 32-unit campground with no hookups to a 37-unit 
campground that has 18 sites with water and power hookups.  Other activities would include 
dividing the campground into two one-way loop roads, paving the roads and the campsite 
spurs, providing two ADAABAAG-accessible campsites, lengthening and reconfiguring the 
campsite spurs, and installing underground utilities and a new vault toilet.  The proposed 
campground configuration is shown in Figure 6. 

One additional campsite would be available for people with disabilities.  Reclamation Policy 
and Federal law requires that all new construction be in full compliance with current Federal 
accessibility standards.  The provision of sites with hookups and eventual paved spurs would 
also improve access for people with lesser physical impairments such as elderly people and 
young children. 
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Chapter 3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND 


ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
 

3.1 Introduction 

Howard Prairie Reservoir is located in the southern Cascade Mountains between Ashland and 
Klamath Falls, Oregon.  The reservoir has almost 1,200 surface-acres of water surrounded by 
pine and fir forests situated at an elevation of 4485 feet.  The scenery, water activities, and 
hunting and fishing opportunities make it a popular area for enjoying the outdoors. 

3.2 Recreation 

3.2.1 Affected Environment 

Land Ownership & Management 

Land ownership around the reservoir is comprised of Reclamation lands, O&C lands 
administered by BLM, and a small parcel of private land located on the east side of the 
reservoir. The western portion of Klum Landing Campground is located on Reclamation 
lands and the eastern portion is located on O&C lands. 

JCP has a three-party agreement with Reclamation and BLM to manage the developed 
recreation facilities on Howard Prairie Reservoir.  JCP directly manages five recreation sites 
on the reservoir plus two other sites through agreements with third parties. 

Existing Facilities 

The reservoir is a popular destination for boating, fishing, camping, and group-use activities.  
Facilities are generally open from mid-April through October.  The largest recreation 
development on the lake is Howard Prairie Resort which is managed by a concessionaire 
through a contract with JCP. The Resort includes a large campground with approximately 
300-units, a marina, a store, a restaurant, and camper services on the southwest end of the 
reservoir. About half of the campsites have utilities and some sites have camp-trailers in 
place for rent.   

In addition, JCP operates semi-primitive campgrounds at Willow Point (41-units), Klum 
Landing (32-units), and Grizzly Creek (20-units) (Jackson County 2008).  There are group 
camping facilities at Sugar Pine (10-units) and Lily Glen Equestrian Park (150 people 
maximum) (Jackson County 2008).  Camp Apserkaha (120 people overnight) is managed by 
the Table Rock Fellowship through a lease with JCP.  The camp has 12 primitive cabins and a 
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Figure 7 – Native surface campsite at Klum Landing Campground. 
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covered picnic pavilion with kitchen facilities and is available for rental to non-profit 
organizations. Dispersed camping occurs at other locations around the lake, particularly on 
the east shore of the reservoir where unregulated use is causing resource concerns. 

Section 1.2 has a detailed description of the existing Klum Landing Campground facilities.  
There is one site for a camp host and one ADAABAAG-accessible site with a paved pathway 
to the restroom building.  Current camping fees are $18.00 per night and no reservations are 
taken. The roadway through the campground is paved, but in poor condition.  The campsite 
spurs are native surface and of various lengths with little site control or definition (see Figure 
7). The campground is located adjacent to a popular two-lane boat ramp with paved parking 
for more than 60 vehicles with boat trailers.     

Demand 

JCP manages the recreational facilities adjacent to Howard Prairie Reservoir, including Klum 
Landing and the Howard Prairie Resort. The website for Howard Prairie Resort states that, 
“From Father's Day through Labor Day most of the utility sites are filled by Thursday 
evening. We rarely have to turn people away, but on weekends from the middle of June to 
Labor Day we typically reach, or nearly reach, capacity in the campgrounds” (Howard Prairie 
Resort 2008). JCP stated that Klum Landing Campground tends to be full more frequently 
earlier in the season rather than later, depending on the weather and the quality of the fishing 
(Hutton 2008). JCP also stated that regardless of the fishing conditions last year, there was a 
higher campground occupancy rate than expected which could be related to higher fuel costs 
that compel people to stay closer to home (Hutton 2008).    
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In preparation for the 2008-2012 Oregon Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation Plan 
(SCORP), Oregon Parks and Recreation Department (OPRD) contracted Oregon State 
University (OSU) to conduct a survey of “baby boomers” and “pre-boomers.”  In this study, 
baby boomers, or boomers, are Oregon residents born between 1946 and 1964, while pre-
boomers are Oregon residents born between 1926 and 1945 (OPRD 2008a).  Results of the 
survey included: 

 RV/trailer camping will be one of the 10 most popular activities in terms of days 
spent, and those days (12.8) will represent an increase of 7.7 days (66 percent) over 
the current average number of days.  RV/trailer camping is a top activity of people 
between the ages of 65 and 74. 

 Looking to the future, respondents are more likely to expect an increase rather than a 
decrease in their outdoor recreation activities. 

 On average across all activities, respondents expect to spend 28 percent more days 
recreating 10 years from now than they do currently.  In other words, boomers expect 
to break the trend of decreasing recreation with age. 

 Approximately one-third of respondents indicated they or someone in their household 
has a disability. 

 More than a quarter of the respondents own an RV and another 17 percent expect to 
rent or own one in the future. 

Results from the Oregon SCORP for 2003 through 2007 support a demand for more 
RV/trailer camping opportunities in Jackson County.  The top five most significant 
participation growth activities in the state of Oregon from 1987 to 2002 were: 

1. 	 	 Nature/wildlife observation 

2. 	 	 Golf 

3. 	 	 RV/trailer camping 

4. 	 	 Using playground equipment 

5.  Sightseeing/driving for pleasure (OPRD 2008b) 

Results of a Demand and Need Analysis by region in the Oregon SCORP identified an 
inventory of 5,771 RV/trailer campsites in Region 5 which includes Jackson County.  The 
study found that there was a shortage of 659 campsites in this area to meet projected demand 
in 2007 (OPRD 2008b). 

RV/trailer camping showed a 95.5 percent increase from 1987 to 2002 statewide.  For Region 
5, RV/trailer camping showed a 239 percent increase from 1987 to 2002.  At the same time, 
car camping with a tent showed a 23.5 percent decrease from 1987 to 2002 (OPRD 2008b). 
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3.2.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

Effects from the No Action Alternative at Klum Landing Campground may include further 
vegetation loss and soil compaction from uncontrolled vehicle parking.  There is the potential 
for possible ground water contamination from the old vault toilets in the upper campground.  
Dust from the bare ground or smell from seeping vaults could impede the recreational 
experience of some people.  Visitation is likely to increase at Howard Prairie Reservoir with 
or without the Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project.  No other campground 
expansion activities are planned on Howard Prairie Reservoir at this time.   

Preferred Alternative 

The Klum Landing Campground reconstruction as described in Section 2.2.2 is expected to 
provide more recreation opportunities for the public with the addition of five more camping 
units during the recreation season.  Eighteen units would be equipped with hookups which 
would help meet demand in this area and may increase park revenues used to offset operating 
costs. Modifying the road system from one large two-way loop to two smaller one-way loops 
would reduce the amount of traffic going past camp sites and improve public safety. 

Less noise would be expected because the 18 sites with power hookups would reduce the 
noise from RV generators that are often in use because there are no hookups.  Campers at the 
five additional sites may add slightly to the expected noise levels.  Overall, the quality of the 
recreational experience would be enhanced by the absence of generator noise. 

Some areas of the campground would be better protected from compaction and trampling 
since sites would be better defined and vehicles would be restricted to parking on improved 
spurs. Paved roads and parking areas would result in dust abatement, enhancing the outdoor 
recreation experience.   

Replacing the old vault toilets in the upper campground would reduce the potential for 
leakage and odoriferous impacts to recreationists.  The new toilets would also improve 
accessibility for people with disabilities, increasing their recreational opportunities.  Improved 
sanitation facilities may also draw in recreationists that camp outside campground areas.  
There is generally a beneficial environmental effect from accommodating recreational 
campers in managed camping areas with sanitation facilities and amenities versus dispersed 
camping at unimproved sites without limitations. 
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3.3 Cultural Resources 
Cultural resources are historic, archaeological, architectural, and traditional cultural properties 
that reflect the national heritage.  Federal law and regulation define historic properties to 
include prehistoric and historic sites, buildings, structures, districts, and objects that are 
included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.  Traditional 
Cultural Properties (TCPs) are locations that have special heritage value to a contemporary 
community that are important for the continuation of that community.  In the West, TCPs are 
most commonly associated with Indian communities. 

3.3.1 Affected Environment 

The Western Cascades area of southern Oregon has been utilized by Indian groups for at least 
10,000 years, as indicated by the discovery of a Clovis-style point in that area.  Intensive use 
is documented for at least the last 7,000 years.  At the time of Euro-American arrival in the 
1820s, the Howard Prairie area was within the seasonal gathering territory of the Upland 
Takelma and, at least during the early historic period, was perhaps also used by a Shasta band 
who occupied lands near present-day Ashland.  The Takelma and Shasta were removed from 
the area in 1856, and thereafter the Klamath likely used the area during trading expeditions to 
Ashland and other nearby settlements.   

American settlement of the area began in 1846, when large numbers of settlers traveled over 
the Applegate Trail from the Willamette Valley to California.  When gold was discovered 
near Jacksonville in 1850, miners flooded into the area.  Their demand for beef and produce 
introduced cattle grazing on the upland prairies and farms began to appear in the valleys.  By 
1860, small orchards had been established along Bear Creek from Ashland to Brownsboro, 
irrigated by small ditches direct from the river.  The railroad connecting the area to Portland 
and California was completed in 1887 which triggered a surge in population and the 
beginnings of a timber and orchard industry.  By 1891, Medford was the center of an orchard 
industry marketing throughout the West and to more distant markets.  However, limited 
rainfall hampered expansion of the industry, triggering commercial irrigation development 
starting in 1890. The Talent Irrigation District (TID) formed in 1916 and initiated 
construction of a reservoir and delivery system.  By 1950, 20,000 acres were under irrigation 
in the Bear Creek Valley, with TID serving the largest area.  In 1954, Reclamation was 
authorized to construct the Talent Division of the Rogue River Basin Project, to enlarge the 
TID system and to rehabilitate the Medford Irrigation District and Rogue River Valley 
Irrigation District systems. 

Prior Investigations at Klum Landing Campground 

An archaeological survey of the campground was completed in September 2004 (Gray 2004).  
The survey was conducted at 20-meter intervals, with closer intervals used where the surveyor 
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anticipated there was a higher probability for archaeological deposits.  Visibility was 
approximately 50 percent due to past disturbances and intensive use that removed surface 
vegetation. In areas where duff and needle cover limited visibility, the duff was scraped away 
on a random basis to expose mineral soil and increase survey reliability.  One isolated find 
(Klum-Iso-1) consisting of two obsidian flakes was recorded in an area of limited surface 
visibility near camp spur #10.  The contractor recommended that subsurface probes be 
excavated in the vicinity of the isolated find to determine if an archaeological site was 
present. 

In 2004, in association with the archeological survey, four Indian tribes were notified of the 
survey and requested to indicate if there were resources in the area of concern to those tribes.  
The tribes notified were The Klamath Tribe, The Cow Creek Band of the Umpqua Tribe of 
Indians, The Confederated Tribes of Silentz Indians of Oregon, and the Confederated Tribes 
of the Grand Ronde Community. None of the tribes responded to the request. 

In May 2008, Reclamation contracted for test probing of the vicinity of Klum-Iso-1 (LaLande 
2008). First, an area extending well beyond the location of the isolated find was intensively 
re-surveyed.  A single additional isolated find (Klum-Iso-2) was found on the surface 
approximately 80 meters north of the original discovery.  Klum-Iso-2 is an obsidian 
secondary flake that has been worked along one edge, and may be a pre-form for a projectile 
point. The item appears to have been discarded before completion.  LaLande considered 
Klum-Iso-2 to be associated with Klum-Iso-1 and did not warrant separate documentation. 

LaLande excavated four test units in the vicinity of Klum-Iso-1.  Test methods were a 1-
meter-diameter surface scrape through duff to expose mineral soil, and then excavation of a 
30-cm by 30-cm-square shovel test probe in the center of each scraped area, with units 
excavated to 30 cm below surface (bs).  Scraped and excavated soils were screened.  
Materials recovered were a metal tent stake and an obsidian late-stage reduction flake, each 
found between 1 cm and 10 cm bs and in different units.   

Test probing demonstrated that the area of the isolated finds does not meet the Oregon State 
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) minimum definition of a site, which is the presence of 
one feature or ten artifacts in association.  LaLande concluded that the isolated finds do not 
constitute a property that would be eligible to the National Register of Historic Places, as 
there is no potential for further study to yield information about the prehistory of the area.  He 
recommends no further investigations as needed to comply with Section 106 for this 
undertaking. Reclamation’s Regional Archeologist concurred with his findings. 
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3.3.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

There would be no effect on historic properties as no ground disturbing action would be 
implemented and there are no historic properties present that might be damaged by 
continuance of existing use. Reclamation would continue to consult with the SHPO and the 
tribes for future Federal undertakings and would work with them to mitigate any adverse 
effects on historic properties. 

Preferred Alternative 

No effects would occur to historic properties within the project area.  The area has been 
heavily impacted by the initial construction and subsequent operation and use of the 
campground.  If any archaeological properties or traditional cultural properties had been 
present prior to construction, they would have been damaged or destroyed.  Archaeological 
investigations in 2004 and 2008 have resulted in identification of no properties that have the 
potential to be eligible to the National Register.  Indian tribes contacted in 2004 and during 
the NEPA scoping processes have not responded to requests for information about resources 
of interest to the them.  Therefore, Reclamation concludes that there is little likelihood that 
undetected archaeological or traditional cultural properties are present. Construction activities 
would be confined to the previously disturbed areas of the campground.  If, however, during 
the course of ground disturbance related to this project, any archaeological materials or 
human remains are encountered, construction would be immediately halted in the vicinity of 
the discovery and the SHPO notified consistent with applicable Federal and State 
requirements. 

3.4 Indian Trust Assets 

3.4.1 Affected Environment 

Indian Trust Assets (ITAs) are legal interests in property held in trust by the United States for 
Indian tribes or Indian individuals.  Examples of trust assets are lands, minerals, hunting and 
fishing rights, and water rights. While most ITAs are on-reservation, trust assets may also be 
off-reservation. The United States has an Indian trust responsibility to protect and maintain 
rights reserved by or granted to Indian tribes or Indian individuals by treaties, statues, and 
executive orders. ITAs are sometimes further interpreted through court decisions and 
regulations. 

There are no ITAs in the proposed project area. 
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3.4.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not deprive any of the tribes of their rights they may have to 
hunt or fish. Resources associated with these rights would not be affected under the No 
Action Alternative. 

Preferred Alternative 

Because there are no ITAs in the project area, the Preferred Alternative would have no effect 
on Tribal ITA interests.   

3.5 Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice 
This section describes the existing demographic characteristics and economic conditions in 
the project vicinity and addresses the potential impacts on regional demographics and 
economic resources. 

3.5.1 Affected Environment 

Population 

Population estimates prepared by Portland State University indicate that the Jackson County 
added nearly 3,700 new residents between July 1, 2006 and July 1, 2007, reaching an 
estimated population of 202,310 (PSU 2007).  Only five of Oregon’s 36 counties grew faster 
than Jackson County during 2007. The county’s growth rate of over 11 percent exceeded the 
state’s average growth rate for both the past year and the current decade (PSU 2007). 

There are more elderly people in Jackson County than the average Oregon county, reflecting 
its attraction to retirees. Estimates from the U.S. Census indicate that in 2006 more than 16 
percent of the residents in Jackson County were 65 years old and over versus approximately 
12 percent for the national average (Census 2008). 

In 2000, there were 34,031 people with disabilities living in Jackson County (Census 2008).   

 November 2008 18 



 

 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Draft Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project EA 

Ethnicity 

Table 2 shows the ethnicity data for Jackson County and the city of Ashland, based on the 
2000 census data. The majority of the population for both the city and the county is white, 
followed by those of Hispanic or Latino origins. 

Table 2 - Ethnicity in Jackson County, Oregon in 2000  (Census 2008) 

Ethnic Group Jackson County 
Population 

Percent of 
Total 

City of 
Ashland 

Percent of 
Total 

Total 181,269 100% 19,522 100% 

White 171,152 94.4% 17,873 91.6% 

Black or African-
American 

1,261 0.6% 118 0.6% 

American Indian and 
Alaska Native 

4,317 2.4% 199 0.1% 

Asian 2,554 1.4% 365 1.9% 

Pacific Islander and 
Native Hawaiian 

686 0.4% 26 0.1% 

Hispanic or Latino 12,126 6.7% 695 3.6% 

Two or more races 5,269 2.9% 608 3.1% 

Personal and Household Income 

Median household income in Jackson County in 2000 was $36,461; per capita income in 2000 
was $19,498. Approximately 12.5 percent of the population in Jackson County was living at 
or below the poverty level (Census 2008). 

Employment 

In Jackson County during 2000, the population of people ages 16 and over was 142,297.  Of 
that population, 80,714 or 61.2 percent were employed in the labor force and 6,395 or 4.5 
percent were unemployed.  The highest percentages of the employed were in management, 
professional, and related occupations; service occupations, sales and office occupations; and 
production, transportation, and material moving occupations.  Smaller percentages of the 
employed were in farming, fishing, and forestry occupations and construction, extraction, and 
maintenance occupations (Census 2008). 

Housing 

Jackson County had 75,737 housing units in 2000.  Of that number, 47,715 were single family 
homes and 11,528 were mobile homes.  The median home value was $140,000. 
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3.5.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

If the No Action Alternative is selected, there would be no effects on the socioeconomics of 
the project vicinity. The conditions and features of the campground would remain as they 
currently exist. 

Preferred Alternative 

If selected, the Preferred Alternative would have a minor effect on the socioeconomics of the 
region. The addition of more ADAABAAG-compliant facilities would have a positive effect 
by increasing opportunities for all people to participate in outdoor activities.  Based on 
population and recreation trends in Oregon, demand for the more recreation facilities appears 
to be strong. Construction activities associated with the improvements may provide short-
term job opportunities.   

Some visitors who prefer a more primitive camping experience with fewer people may be 
displaced to other sites on the lake.  For those preferring few or no amenities, there would be 
fewer non-hook-up sites available than before the reconstruction.  The sites with hook-ups 
would cost $4 more per night than the sites without hook-ups which may displace a few 
people who prefer not to pay the difference. 

3.6 Water Quality 
3.6.1 Affected Environment 

The project area is approximately 15 acres in size and has native surface roads and surface 
campsites.     

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

With the No Action Alternative, adverse effects to the campground could occur long-term. 
The native surface areas would be devoid of vegetation and vulnerable to erosion during 
heavy precipitation events. 

Preferred Alternative 

No adverse effects would be expected with the improvements to campground conditions 
under the Preferred Alternative. Campsite spurs would be paved and delineated to restrict 
traffic impacts to paved surfaces only.  Additionally, the compacted native surface area would 
be reduced by the paved spurs. As a result, soil erosion during precipitation events would be 
decreased, especially as vegetation covered previously bare ground. 

 November 2008 20 



 

 

 
 

   

 

Draft Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project EA 

Replacing the old vault toilets would improve water quality because they likely are leaking.  
The new vault toilets would reduce the potential for degradation in water quality.  Wastes 
would be pumped out and hauled to a treatment facility. 

Construction activities would include removal of vegetation, ground disturbance, grading 
surfaces, and paving and concrete placements.  These activities would cause soil disturbance 
and increase the potential for soil erosion which may lead to a short-term increase in water 
quality degradation. Best Management Practices would be enforced to limit the degradation 
as much as possible.  In the long term, paving prevents erosion and decreases sediment into 
the reservoir. 

3.7 Vegetation 

3.7.1 Affected Environment 

The forested areas on Reclamation land at Howard Prairie can generally be categorized as 
mixed coniferous forest dominated by white fir.  Understory vegetation is sparse because of 
the lack of sunlight reaching the forest floor and consists mainly of serviceberry shrubs 
(Amelanchier alnifolia), Oregon grape (Berberis aquifolium), and some Ceanothus spp. 
Historically, Klum Landing would have almost certainly been more open and dominated by a 
few mature sugar pine (Pinus lambertiana) and ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa), as well as 
lesser amounts of mature Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii). 

In Klum Landing Campground, a dense stand of young Douglas fir  and white fir (Abies 
concolor) along with a few ponderosa pine scattered throughout, has resulted in a closed 
forest canopy. White fir is very susceptible to laminated root rot (Phellinus weirii), a forest 
pathogen fatal to the tree. These trees are hazardous to public safety because they can fall 
without warning. Many hazard trees have been removed from Klum Landing Campground in 
recent years. 

3.7.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

Under this alternative, Klum Landing Campground would continue in its present condition for 
the foreseeable future. Removal of increasing numbers of hazard trees can be expected as 
disease takes its toll.  Stand numbers and diversity will decline.  Increased compaction of 
vegetation would continue, reducing ground cover further over time. 

Preferred Alternative 
If this alternative is selected, there would be minor adverse effects to vegetation.  Proposed 
campground construction activities would be implemented within the existing footprint of 
established campsites, roads, and currently compacted areas.  Ground disturbance resulting 
from excavation for underground utilities would be kept to a minimum.  
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Approximately 62 trees may be removed because they lie in the path of construction or their 
removal would improve forest health.  The total number of hazard trees removed within the 
bounds of the campground is not expected to exceed 50 trees.  Hazard trees in the project area 
are primarily white fir of various sizes that are dead or dying and should be removed for 
public safety reasons. 

Under the Preferred Alternative, the effects of removing trees would create a more open forest 
canopy and allow more sunlight to the forest floor which would promote a greater diversity of 
vegetation to grow on the bare ground. The potential for erosion would decrease with 
increased vegetation anchoring soils in place during precipitation events.  The potential 
severity of a wildfire would also be reduced by a more open canopy.   

3.8 Wildlife 
3.8.1 Affected Environment 

A variety of habitats hosting a variety of wildlife species are present in the Howard Prairie 
vicinity.  The area, especially the Cascade Siskiyou area to the south, is known as a mixing 
zone where species that are typically found either to the west or to the east of the Cascades 
co-exist together (BLM 2000). As many as 90 mammal species are known to be in Jackson 
County and could be present in and around the campground, including many species of 
rodents (i.e., chipmunks, voles, squirrels); lagamorphs (rabbits); bats; carnivores (i.e., coyotes, 
bobcats, bear, martens); and larger herbivores (i.e., deer, elk) (ONHP 2008).  

A variety of avian species are also likely to inhabit forested areas within the vicinity of Klum 
Landing. These species include, but are not limited to, Northern goshawks, bald eagles, black 
swifts, seasonal black-chinned hummingbirds, purple martins, and several species of 
woodpeckers. 

Species listed as Threatened or Endangered under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), or 
species that are candidates for listing, are discussed in Section 3.9.   

3.8.2 Environmental Consequences 

No Action Alternative 

If this alternative is selected, there would be no adverse effects to wildlife.  The campground 
would continue in its present condition for the foreseeable future. 

Preferred Alternative 

There would be minor adverse effects on wildlife under the Preferred Alternative.  
Implementation of the proposed project would not impact terrestrial wildlife species.  Because 
the project area is currently utilized as a campground, there would be no displacement of 
wildlife. Species that prefer bushes or shrub-type habitats may benefit if hazard tree removal 
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results in canopy gaps that promote understory development.  Thinning of the forest canopy 
would increase the understory, thereby increasing habitat for small mammals in the area. 

3.9 Threatened and Endangered Species 

3.9.1 Affected Environment 

Of the 42 animals (birds, mammals, fish, insects, invertebrates, and reptiles) on the USFWS 
Threatened and Endangered Species System, 31 are aquatic species (i.e., fish, whales, sea 
lions, sea turtles, otters, coastal and sea birds) that will not be included in this discussion 
because there is no habitat for them within the project vicinity (TESS 2008).  Of the 
remaining 11 listed species, six species are endemic to a narrow, or geographically limited, 
habitat type not represented in the Howard Prairie vicinity (i.e., butterflies, curlew, Columbian 
deer, pygmy rabbit).  Of the remaining five species, four are considered wide-ranging species 
unlikely to be affected by actions at a small campground (i.e., grizzly bears, condors, Canada 
lynx, and gray wolves). The only federally listed species that will be discussed in the context 
of the Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project is the Northern spotted owl (Strix 
occidentalis caurina). 

The Northern spotted owl is protected as a Threatened species under ESA.  The owl is 
strongly associated with late-successional coniferous forests from British Columbia through 
the Cascade Mountains and coastal ranges in Washington, and Oregon to northern California.  
Late-successional forests are characterized by large diameter trees, multi-layered canopies, 
and a higher percentage of canopy closure. The Final Recovery Plan for the Northern Spotted 
Owl, Strix occidentalis caurina clarifies that the primary threats to the owl include current and 
past habitat loss resulting from timber harvest, catastrophic wildfires, and competition from 
the barred owl (USFWS 2008).  Although there are no longer designated boundaries for 
critical habitat for the spotted owl, the Final Recovery Plan designates Conservation Support 
Areas and Mapped Owl Conservation Areas. Two Mapped Owl Conservation Areas are 
located to the east and south of Klum Landing Campground.  These areas function as shifting 
spotted owl habitat patches within a larger landscape that is managed for larger older trees by 
other Federal agencies. 

None of the 15 plants on USFWS Threatened and Endangered Species System have a range or 
known habitat within the project area (TESS 2008).  The Lady Slipper orchid (Cypripedium 
fasciculatum) is an ESA candidate and an Oregon State Sensitive species that may inhabit the 
moist to dry coniferous forests of the campground or vicinity.  Identified by a large pink 
flower, this orchid is sufficiently showy to attract notice during its bloom season that runs 
from April through August.  If present in the project area, it will be easily noticed and 
avoided. 
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3.9.2 Environmental Consequences 

There is neither habitat nor known extant populations within the project area for 41 of the 42 
Federally-listed animals.  The one Federally-listed animal with habitat near the project area is 
the Northern spotted owl which inhabits areas surrounding the project site.  Although protocol 
surveys for owls are no longer required, land management agencies like the Bureau of Land 
Management’s Medford District record owls or nests as they are discovered and all 
documented sites receive seasonal protection (BLM 2007).  There are no known Northern 
spotted owls or nests within Klum Landing Campground; therefore, construction activities 
would have no affect on the Northern spotted owl under the No Action Alternative and the 
Preferred Alternative. 

There is no habitat or known extant population of the 15 Federally-listed plant species within 
the project area. 

No Action Alternative 

If this alternative is selected, there would be no effects to Threatened or Endangered species 
or suitable habitat. The campground would continue in its present condition for the 
foreseeable future. 

Preferred Alternative 

Northern spotted owl populations and habitat are located outside the project area.  
Construction activities would have no affect on the spotted owl.  Ground disturbance would 
be limited to areas that are currently heavily disturbed or immediately adjacent to those areas.  
Therefore, there would be no effects to Threatened or Endangered species under the Preferred 
Alternative. 

No known occurrences of the Lady slipper orchid are in the project area.  Ground disturbance 
associated with project construction would occur largely within previously disturbed areas of 
the campground and would be limited in scope and size.  If any occurrences of the orchid are 
indicated by its brightly colored flower during construction, those areas would be marked off 
and avoided. 

3.10 Cumulative Impacts 
No other campground expansion activities are planned on Howard Prairie Reservoir at this 
time.  There are plans to replace boat ramps at Willow Creek and Grizzly Creek and facility 
improvement projects are in progress at Asperkaha Group Camp.  Visitation is likely to 
increase at Howard Prairie Reservoir with or without the Klum Landing Campground 
Improvement Project. 

Discussions are still on-going for plans for future forest management in and around the 
developed recreation sites at Howard Prairie Reservoir.  A separate NEPA analysis and public 
involvement opportunity would precede future large-scale forest stand treatments in the area. 
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Reclamation, in coordination with BLM, has identified a need to improve forest health and 
reduce fire danger around Howard Prairie Reservoir; however, these activities are being 
evaluated under a separate NEPA process. Some trees would need to be removed in the 
campground prior to construction activities for the proposed reconfiguration.  Because the 
campground would be closed during construction activities, this would also be the best time to 
remove any additional undesirable trees, especially white fir. Such action would open up the 
stand to more sunlight, thus encouraging increased stand diversity by improving conditions 
for the remaining trees.  With increased vigor in the remaining trees, there would be less 
potential for bark beetles or other destructive insects to invade the campground and destroy 
the stand. Fewer trees would also mean less fuel for wildfires and would reduce burn severity 
in the event of a fire. 
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Chapter 4 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

4.1 Public Involvement 

Reclamation’s approach to preparing the draft EA has been to involve the public.  The goal of 
the public involvement process is to ensure that all stakeholders have ample opportunity to 
express their interests, concerns, and viewpoints.  By fostering two-way communications, 
Reclamation is also able to use the talents and perspectives of local interest groups and 
agencies during the alternatives development and analysis process in the draft EA.  

As stated in Section 1.4, Reclamation sent out a scoping letter on January 19, 2007 to over 
150 interested individuals, organizations, and agencies (see Appendix B).  Nine responses 
were received and taken into consideration when formulating the alternatives presented in this 
draft EA. 

4.2 Agency Consultation and Coordination 

4.2.1 Endangered Species Act 

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) requires all Federal agencies to ensure that their actions 
do not jeopardize the continued existence of listed species or destroy or adversely modify 
their habitat. Due to the small size of the campground and its heavily disturbed environment, 
a relevant species list was not requested from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).  
Coordination with USFWS and Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife would occur through 
review and confirmation of the analysis and conditions contained in this EA. 

4.2.2 National Historic Preservation Act 

Reclamation completed archeological investigations of the area of potential effect in 2004 and 
2008. An isolated find was found which was determined, upon further investigation in 2008, 
to not represent a site. A copy of the 2008 investigation has been provided to the SHPO. 

Four tribes with an interest in the area were notified in September of 2004 about the proposed 
campground improvements and asked to indicate if they were aware of resources of interest in 
the vicinity. No responses were received.  These same tribes will be notified in conjunction 
with the public review of the draft EA.   
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4.3 Tribal Consultation and Coordination 

4.3.1 Government-to-Government Consultation with Tribes 

The United States Government has a unique legal relationship with Federally-recognized 
American Indian tribes, based on recognition of the inherent powers of tribal sovereignty and 
self-government.  Reclamation will uphold this special relationship and implement its 
activities in a manner consistent with it.  A copy of this draft EA will be provided to the tribes 
with an interest in the Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project.  If any of the tribes 
request a government-to-government consultation, Reclamation will gladly meet with them.   

4.3.2 Indian Sacred Sites (Executive Order 13007) 

As part of their review of the draft EA, tribes will have an opportunity to provide specific 
comments about Indian sacred sites that might be located in the project area. 

4.3.3 Indian Trust Assets 

As discussed in Chapter 3, Section 3.4, there are no Indian Trust Assets in the project area. 

4.3.4 Other Laws and Regulations 

The relationship between Federal agencies and sovereign tribes is defined by several laws and 
regulations addressing the requirement of Federal agencies to notify or consult with Native 
American groups or otherwise consider their interests when planning and implementing 
Federal undertakings. Among these are the follow: 

 National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended 

 Executive Order 12875, Enhancing the Intergovernmental Partnership 

 Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations and Low-Income Populations 

 Presidential Memorandum:   Government-to-Government Relations with Native 
American Tribal Governments, April 29, 1994 

 Executive Order 13175, Consultation and Coordination with Indian Tribal 


Governments 



 Tribal Treaties, Statues, and Executive Orders as discussed under 3.14 Indian Trusts 
Assets 

Reclamation has adhered to these laws and regulations as applicable to the development of 
this project and will continue to do so as tribal consultation continues. 
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APPENDIX A 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN 


BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 


AND 


BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
 





United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

Pacific Northwest Region 
Lower Columbia Area Office 

1201 NE Lloyd Boulevard, Suite 750 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

TAKE PRIDE"
fNAMERICA 

iN REPLY REFER)'O 

PN-3822 
ADM-l3.00 

Mr. Tim Reuwsaat 
Medford District Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
3040 Biddle Road 
Medford, OR 97504 

Subject: 	 Memorandum of Understanding (1425-08 MU IL 7133) regarding the Klum Landing 
Campground Improvement Environmental Assessment (EA) 

Dear Mr. Reuwsaat: 

Enclosed for your files is the signed Memorandum of Understanding identifying the respective 
roles of the Bureau of Reclamation and Bureau of Land Management for compliance for 
National Environmental Policy Act for the Klum Landing Campground Improvement EA. We 
appreciate your cooperation with this process. A preliminary draft EA will be provided for 
review by the end of September. If you have any questions, please contact me at 503-872-2795. 

Sincerely, 

KAREN A~ BLAKNEY 

Ronald J. Eggers 
Area Manager 

Enclosure 

hc: PN-3822 (Hessman). PN-6519 (Ahshire) 
BFO-3000 (Busch), LCA-6502 (Sommers) 

(w/cncI to all) 





Memorandum of Understanding 

1425-08 MU 1L 7133 

Between 

United States Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Land Management 


Medford District Office 


And 


United States Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Reclamation 


Lower Columbia Area Office 


Background 

The Bureau ofReclamation (Reclamation) is proposing to allow Jackson County Parks (JCP) to 
improve Klum Landing Campground located on the southeast end ofHoward Prairie Reservoir near 
Ashland, Oregon. Through contractual agreement, JCP manages Klum Landing day-use and 
overnight camping areas on behalf ofReclamation. JCP has performed upgrades and expansions to 
Klum Landing in phases with the final phase being improvements to the overnight campground. 

JCP is the recipient of a grant to improve Klum Landing Campground through Reclamation's Title 
28 grant program. Funding is contingent upon evaluation and legal compliance as required by the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEP A). Half of the campground is located on Reclamation 
land and the other half is on O&C lands under management jurisdiction of the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM). An Environmental Asse-ssment (EA), which will encompass the entire 
campground, is anticipated to be the appropriate level ofNEPA documentation. 

Reclamation only has authority to fund or perform construction on Reclamation lands. However, 
the geogra]Jhic scope ofthe EA will include the O&C lands portion ofKlum Landing because JPC 
will need permission from BLM for the construction planned on the O&C lands. A combined 
NEP A document will permit the respective agencies to comply with NEP A at lesser cost than if 
each produced ari EA. An interagency agreement dated December 1982 between Reclamation and 
BLM discusses the generai roles and responsibiiities of each agency as related to Environmental 
T"'-'p""tUV\.. .cJ....LJ.UA "'''lyses a"'d \;.'!t.-.tem",1.1-""'J.J.\.O... tC' (Se"t;", .1. J. C' pr",,,;rI"'dV J.\..I.."'" .1..1... that agre"'me.1.. \"J 1..l.",t D "'cla1'Y'l<lt;", y-yllLJ. "",\..J.VJ.J. A1.0 .1..V.L \.. .L.I..U""l..I.V.L.l.1.1. u\.u\.. ... D\ .1. V F",r ; .. .1.. L ... .1.'-"'" ... UT1·ll 
be the lead agency because they are initiating the action, and BLM will be a cooperating agency. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this MOU is to identify the respective roles ofReclamation and BLM for NEPA 
compliance for the Klum Landing Campground Improvement Enviromnental Assessment. 
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Objectives 

This MOD defines general and collective responsibilities for Reclamation as the lead agency and 
BLM as a cooperating agency for the Klum Landing Campground hnprovement Environmental 
Assessment which geographic scope encompasses both Reclamation lands and O&C lands under 
BLM management jurisdiction. 

Implementing Actions 

1. 	 Reclamation will: 
a. Be the lead agency responsible for completing the EA and associated activities; 
b. Consult with BLM on projects and management activities related to the O&C lands 
portion of Klum Landing Campground; 
c. Provide a preliminary draft EA for review and a copy of the final EAlFONSI. 

2. 	 BLMwill: 
a. Be a cooperating agency for the EA in order to provide the NEP A compliance needed to 
evaluate JCP's request for construction on O&C lands under management jurisdiction by 
BLM; 
b. Provide technical information and assistance to Reclamation related to the O&C lands 
portion of Klum Landing Campground; 
c. Conduct a review of the preliminary draft EA and provide comments as necessary to 
Reclamation. 
d. Provide own funding for actions as a cooperating agency. _ 

General Provisions 

1. 	 Nothing herein shall or shall be construed to obligate Reclamation to expend or involve the 
United States of America in any contract or other obligation for the future payment of 
money in excess of appropriations authorized by law and administratively allocated for the 
purposes and projects contemplated hereunder. 

2. 	 No member of or delegate to Congress, or resident Commissioner, shall be admitted to any 
share or part of this MOU or to any benefit that may arise out of it. 

3. 	 Either party may terminate this MOU by providing 60 days written notice to the other party. 
Unless so terminated, this MOU will expire on 12/3112008. 

Signatures 

for 	 for 

Bureau of Land Management 	 Bureau of Reclamation 

(} ~ \J) ; 
~-d~_~7!i!/W
Signed Date 
Ron Eggers J 
Area Manager 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX B 

SCOPING LETTER AND MAILING LIST 





United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

Pacific Northwest Region 
Lower Columbia Area Office 

1201 NE Lloyd Boulevard, Suite 750 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

TN REPLY 
REfER TO; 

LCA-6502 
LND-S.OO JAN 1 9 Z007 

Subject: 	Comment Requested for Proposed Klum Landing Campground Improvement Project, 
Howard Prairie Reservoir, Oregon 

Dear Interested Party: 

The Bureau of Reclamation wants to determine ifthere is support for, or opposition to proposed 
changes to Klum Landing campground at Howard Prairie Reservoir. We are requesting that 
interested parties provide cornments by March 9, 2007. Based on the comments we receive) 
Reclamation will either: (1) implement the proposed change consistent with Reclamation 
policies and legal requirements, (2) circulate an environmental assessment for further public 
comment, or (3) make only minor upgrades to Klum Landing to maintain it in its existing 
condition. We request that you review the information below and retum your written comments 
to Ms. Tanya Sommer, Natural Resource Specialist, at the above address by March 9, 2007. 

Background 
Howard Prairie Dam and Reservoir are components of the Bureau of Reclamation, Rogue River 
Basin Project, in southwestern Oregon. The Reservoir is a water storage facility for irrigation 
districts in the Bear Creek Valley. Along the Reservoir shoreline there are several developed 
recreational sites for day use and overnight camping. Many of those sites are operated by 
Jackson County Parks Department. The County and Reclamation are proposing to upgrade and 
improve Klum Landing Campground located on the southeast shore of Howard Prairie 
Reservoir. At the present time, this is the only campground being evaluated for improvements, 
but Reclamation and Jackson County may propose changes at other recreation sites at Howard 
Prairie Reservoir in the future. Selection of any ofthe options below will not require an increase 
in the fees that the County charges at its campgrounds and it will not change the length of the 
operating season. The proposed cha.11ges would be funded by Federal funds, from the Bureau of 
Reclamation, and by funds from Jackson County Parks. 

Proposal 
The proposal is to redesign the camp ground by widening and realigning parts of the roadway, 
modernizing the campsites with longer parking spaces, and providing water and electricity 
hookups to some of the sites. The road through the campground is narrow and poorly designed 
for large recreational vehicles (RVs). The campsites are too short for some RVs and do not 
provide water or electrical hookups. Both improvement options (Alternatives B and C, described 
below) have many features in common: both will provide facilities that are accessible to people 
with disabilities, both will require the removal of some trees, and both will require campground 
closure during construction. 
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Options 
Alternative A is to make no improvements other than to maintain the campground facilities 
including the replacement, as needed, of road surfaces, restrooms, and picnic tables. 
Reclamation and the County will not make changes that make the campground more 
accommodating for large RVs. 

Alternative B is redesigning the campground to increase the number of available campsites from 
32 to about 42 sites. When complete, the campground will have additional restrooms and about 
15 sites equipped with electrical and water hookups. Alternative B will require cutting as many 
as 130 trees for the road layout and campsite locations. 

Alternative C is to redesign the campground and add the amenities included in Alternative B 
without increasing the number of campsites to more than about 32 campsites. Limiting the total 
number of campsites reduces the number of trees that would be cut to approximately 95 and 
leaves more shoreline open for use by all campground users. In the future, a campground loop 
that adds additional sites may be considered if demand for campsites increases. This alternative 
is preferred by Reclamation because it balances safety, campground improvements, and potential 
disturbance to natural resources. 

What's Next? 
Please send your comments, feedback, and concerns about the proposed Klum Landing 
Campground Improvement Proj ect to Reclamation at the above address by March 9, 2007 . Your 
comments will be used to inform Reclamation prior to making a decision about upgrading this 
campground. For more information contact Ms. Tanya Sommer at 503-872-2846, or at 
tsommer@pn.usbr.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Is! RONALD J. EGGERS 

Ronald J. Eggers 
Area Manager 

bc: Mr. Randy Hutton 
Jackson County Parks 
400 Antelope Road 
White City, OR 97503 

Mr. Leo Busch 
Manager 
Bureau of Reclamation 
Bend Field Office 
1375 SE Wilson Avenue, Suite 100 
Bend, OR 97702 

mailto:tsommer@pn.usbr.gov


 

  Scoping Mailing List 
  

Dave Powell 
  Garote 
 John Blakley 

5251 Kings Valley Road 
 1106 Ross Lane 
 604 Baird Drive 

Crescent City, CA 95531 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Yoncalla, OR 97499 


  
Carol Barron 
 Josh H 
 Lance Abbott 



3235 NE 61st 2491 Provincial 
 1139 Woodrow Lane 

 Portland, OR 97213 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Sam Fu 
  
 Henry Rich Alexander 



 529 SW 5th  3790 Calhoun Road 
 2190 Meals Drive 

Newport, OR 97365 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Bill Ellis 
 Olson 
 John Alltop 

PO Box 1131 
 1414 Beckman Avenue 
 1314-B Center Drive 

 Bandon, OR 97411 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Chuck Bond 
 Mark Plummer 
  
 Ryan Barney 
17187 Parkview Drive 
 532 Dogwood Drive 
  
 1693 Alex Way 
Brookings, OR 97415 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Timothy Musser 
 David Riggs 
 Stacey Bogart 

PO Box 218 
 3071 Acacia Way  
 8079 Griffin Creek Road 

Brookings, OR 97415 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Bonnie Whited 
  
 Rory Shannon Lindsey Bryar 

1726 McPhearson 
 1883 Stewart 
 1311 Niantic Street 

North Bend, OR 97459 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Peter Charles 
 Trainor 
 Sam Hess 

1615 Grand 
  PO Box 1415 
  
 1019 Mt. Pitt 
Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Douglas 
 Matt Wilcox 
 John Jones 

1705 S Peach Street 
 2255 Meals Drive 
 143 Vashti 

Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Tom Erickson  
 Gina Anders 
  
 Kerby 
1468 Ashbrook Circle 
 1886 Marys Way  
 5390 Coleman 

Medford, OR 97501 
 Central Point, OR 97502 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
John Fairrington 
 Randy & Claris Leffler 
 Mike McFarland 

1591 S Oakdale 
 6666 Chapparel Street 
 3877 Mallard Lane 

Medford, OR 97501 
 Central Point, OR 97502 
 Medford, OR 97501 

   
Trina & Ryan Millenheft 
 Craig Moore 
 Jeff Fiegi 

1917 Erin Way 
    
 1229 Pheasant Way 7429 Greystone Drive 

Medford, OR 97501 
 Central Point, OR 97502 
 White City, OR 97503 
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Brian Moyer 
1198 Char Way 

Judy Nelson 
214 N 3rd Street 

T Liles 
14825 Avalon Road 

Medford, OR 97501 Central Point, OR 97502 White City, OR 97503 

Shaylee Norris Penny Nutting Willime Newton 
230 Laurel Street 322 Wilson Road 4074 Antelope Road 
Medford, OR 97501 Central Point, OR 97502 White City, OR 97503 

Cutler Swartz Matt O’Connor 
1237 Looking Glass Way 6541 Pinehurst Street 2814 TerrMont Loop 
Central Point, OR 97502 Central Point, OR 97502 White City, OR 97503 

Amy Drook Wilhoff Eric Ramsey 
1135 Looking Glass Way PO Box 5543 3244 Avenue A 
Central Point, OR 97502 Central Point, OR 97502 White City, OR 97503 

Gail Hasa Rollin Aanrud Dan Winner 
10431 Blackwell Road 8236 Hale Way 2860 TerrMont Loop 
Central Point, OR 97502 White City, OR 97503 White City, OR 97503 

Thomas Koch G Briant Houk 
106 Saxbury Drive 847 Gilman Road 330 High Street, #4 
Central Point, OR 97502 Medford, OR 97504 Ashland, OR 97520 

Pauline Laudenslager Brumble Randy Imos 
170 Elm Hurst 2891 Clairmont 615 Washington  
Central Point, OR 97502 Medford, OR 97504 Ashland, OR 97520 

Laws Gina Clyburn Johnston 
11318 Blackwell Road 4136 Tamarack Drive 430 Timber Lake Drive 
Central Point, OR 97502 Medford, OR 97504 Ashland, OR 97520 

Todd Lawson Kathy Tannahill Jeff Jones 
1101 Freeman Road 3241 Burton Drive 615 Deiten Drive 
Central Point, OR 97502 Medford, OR 97504 Ashland, OR 97520 

P Ellis Bill Tanner J Kendle 
3750 Avenue G, #3 33 Myrtle 5310 Hwy 66, #22 
White City, OR 97503 Medford, OR 97504 Ashland, OR 97520 

Dennis Donnelly Tim & Joan Lytle Eric Horte 
2022 Cove Road 
Ashland, OR 97520 

735 Leonard Street 
Ashland, OR 97520 

704 SW AJ@ Street 
Grants Pass, OR 97526 

Dan Gunter Julie Reeder Jeff House 
247 Oak Street 12300 Hwy 66 912 NW Sunset Drive 
Ashland, OR 97520 Ashland, OR 97520 Grants, OR 97526 
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Jack Robinson Billie Higginbotham Angela Humbert 
1717 Tolman Creek Road 444 E Dutton Road 106 NW F Street, #82 
Ashland, OR 97520 Eagle Point, OR 97524 Grants Pass, OR 97526 

Ann Strauss Keller Sam Kennedy 
112 Pine Street 1072 Butte Falls Hwy 3394 Clover Lawn Drive 
Ashland, OR 97520 Eagle Point, OR 97524 Grants Pass, OR 97526 

Bridget Tyler Phil Rasor Gary Nielsen 
952 B Street, #1 771 S Royal Avenue 1473 Granite Hill 
Ashland, OR 97520 Eagle Point, OR 97524 Grants Pass, OR 97526 

Melinda Willaimson Richard Weide Judy Nielsen 
587 N Laurel - A 1862 Worthington Road 171 E Glenwood Street 
Ashland, OR 97520 Eagle Point, OR 97524 Grants Pass, OR 97527 

Kathleen Beck D Dalton Darci Ravencroft 
PO Box 68 2097 Rogue River Hwy #5 3765 Fish Hatchery Road 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 Gold Hill, OR 97525 Grants Pass, OR 97527 

Erica Lundberg Denby George Wolters 
PO Box 1517 PO Box 277 1580 Southgate Way 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 Gold Hill, OR 97525 Grants Pass, OR 97527 

Dennis Reynolds John Florey Tim Butte 
7461 Takelma 4798 Sams Valley Road 105 W Pine Street 
Cave Junction, OR 97523 Gold Hill, OR 97525 Jacksonville, OR 97530 

Randall Allison Joe Ruggio Bryon Marron 
700 NE Parker Drive 8151 Rogue River Hwy PO Box 1875 
Grants Pass, OR 97526 Grants Pass, OR 97526 Jacksonville, OR 97530 

Norm Daft Slater William Thomas 
245 Glenoak Lane 1007 NW Regent 477 Mary Ann Drive 
Grants Pass, OR 97526 Grants Pass, OR 97526 Jacksonville, OR 97530 

Sid Smith Chuck Mathus Bill Fuller 
116 Wilmar Avenue 1245 Pleasant Valley Road 656 Queens Branch Road 
Grants Pass, OR 97526 Merlin, OR 97532 Rogue River, OR 97537 

Taylor 
851 NE 10th Street 

Schmidt 
PO Box 394 

Randall Allison 
349 N Alamede 

Grants Pass, OR 97526 Shady Cove, OR 97539 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Walker Richey Sharon Anderson 
3310 Highland 382 Arnos Street 3733 Grenada 
Grants Pass, OR 97526 Talent, OR 97540 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 
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David Johnson Westine Latrisha Black 
2203 Arnold Avenue 107-1/2 S Second Street 5536 Dewitt Court 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 Talent, OR 97540 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Jeff Johnson Kennedy Keven Brandner 
360 Moss Lane 760 Minnow Lane 3131 Austin 
Grants Pass, OR 97527 Wilderville, OR 97543 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Mitch Mecum Amy Pyle Bucherts 
440 Galice Road PO Box 616 11727 Hwy 66 
Merlin, OR 97532 Wilderville, OR 97543 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Phil & Kathy Greenwood Charlie Rabjohn Scott DeVry 
PO Box 1444 1695 Kincaid Road 2157 Odgen 
Phoenix, OR 97535 Williams, OR 97544 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Henry Art Stu Charles Forester 
PO Box 1107 7083 Henley Road 3733 Grenada 
Phoenix, OR 97535 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Tim Renfro Gangstee Dick Strohkirch 
1305 Pacific Lane 2630 Sari Drive 3373 Cross Road 
Phoenix, OR 97535 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Angela Vallee Carl Harron William Warner 
525 Barnum Drive 712 St. Francis Street 425 Walnut Avenue 
Phoenix, OR 97535 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Eric Davison Shirley Heusley Phil Cook 
105 Hickory Drive 3913 Bartlett Avenue 7102 Ruth Court 
Rogue River, OR 97537 Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97603 

Hull Mindy Schweiger T Robinson 
4230 Winter Avenue 1405 Derby Street PO Box 5 
Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97603 Keno, OR 97627 

Gene Mills Shadley Darvin Hasby 
3005 Shasta Way 2500 Nile Box 157 
Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97603 Midland, OR 97634 

Heather Pope Ross Wolf Leonard Rice 
PO Box 1383 4880 Glenwood Drive 18536 Sargent Road SW 
Klamath Falls, OR 97601 Klamath Falls, OR 97603 Rochester, WA 98579 

Billy Scott 
119 Lincoln Street 
Klamath Falls, OR 97601 

Gary Lamb 
PO Box 671 
Keno, OR 97627 

Medford Irrigation District 
1340 Myers Lane 
Medford, Oregon 97501 
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Rogue River Valley
 
Irrigation District 

3139 Merriman Rd  

Medford, OR 97501 


Oregon Department of 

Forestry
 
1758 NE Airport Road 

Roseburg, OR 97470-1499
 

Howard Prairie Lake Resort
 
PO Box 4709
 
Medford, OR 97501-0192
 

Senator Jason Atkinson 

900 Court St. NE, S-216 

Salem, OR 97301 


Representative Dennis 

Richardson 

900 Court St. NE, H-392 

Salem, OR 97301 


Talent Irrigation District 
P.O. Box 467
 
Talent, OR 97540 


Bureau of Land Management 

3040 Biddle Road  

Medford, OR 97504 


Nancy & Bill Konantz 

1550 Upper Applegate Rd 

Jacksonville, OR 97530 


Senator Alan Bates 

900 Court St. NE, S-312 

Salem, OR 97301 


     Oregon Dept. of Fish and  

Wildlife 

    3406 Cherry Avenue NE 

     Salem, OR 97303
 

Oregon Department of 

Environmental Quality


     811 SW 6th Avenue 

     Portland 97204-1390
 

Representative Sal Esquivel 

900 Court St. NE, H-485 


      Salem, OR 97301
 

Representative Peter 

Buckley


     900 Court St. NE, H-376 

     Salem, OR 97301
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