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Forest Aquatic Restoration Project
NEPA Compliance and Implementation Checklist
Camp Valley Restoration
Project Number: 01032019 Date: 12/17/2018 Location: TI10S, R32E, sec. 25, 35, and 36: T11S. R32E,

sec.2.3.9.10,and 16

Category: 2 — Large wood and boulder placement, and tree removal for large wood placement; 3 — Legacy structure removal: 4 —
Channel reconstruction/relocation: 5 — Off- and side-channel habitat restoration; 6 — Streambank restoration: 7 — Set-back or removal
of existing berms, dikes, and levees: 8 — Reduction/relocation of recreation impacts; 9 — Livestock fencing, stream crossings, and off
channel livestock watering facilities;; 14 — Riparian vegetative planting, 16 — Beaver habitat

restoration

Project Description: This project will authorize aquatic restoration activities within Camp Creek Reaches 3. 4, and 5: Lick Creek
Reach 1: Cottonwood Creek Reach 1; and confluences of Cougar, Pepper, Whiskey and Trail Creeks

Heritage (to be completed by heritage specialist)

N Initial
N O K M\J Specific PDC for heritage addressed (heritage surveys; avoidance areas).

Botany (to be completed by botany specialist)

N Initial
& ] Specific PDC for botany addressed (sensitive plant surveys).
m ] V' Specific PDC for noxious weeds addressed.

Land Management Consistency (is the proposed project within the management area? Check yes or no. If yes, comments should
indicate whether proposed actions are consistent with the standards for the management area.)

Y N Iiditial Y N Initial

X ] 4A big game winter range ] X 9 research natural areas

O X 6A and 6B wilderness ] X 10 semi-primitive non-motorized recreation areas
O X 7 scenic area ] X 22/22A wild and scenic river

] = 8 special interest areas ] X inventoried roadless areas

Comments: Management Area 4A does not have any standards directly related to aquatic restoration activities.

I have reviewed this project and have determined it is compliant with the Malheur Forest Plan and Aquatic Restoration
environmental assessment project design criteria identified for my resource.

Table 1. Projects design criteria and Malheur Forest Plan compliance checklist
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* Ensure that an experienced fisheries biologist or hydrologist is involved in the design of all projects covered by Aquatic Restoration Biological Opinion 11. The
experience should be commensurate with technical requirements of a project.
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