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A f t e r  mining, t h e  nex t  i n d u s t r y  t o  make use o f  t h e  S c o t t  R iver  area was 
loqg ing .  The f o r e s t  near t he  r i v e r  had a l ready  been e x t e n s i v e l y  c u t  f o r  
min ing  uses: suppo r t i ng  t imbers, flumes and chutes, and housing. But  on 
most o f  t h e  watershed stood v i r g i n  expanses o f  douglas and wh i te  fir, ponderosa 
p ine,  and cedar. As l o g g i n g  technology advanced and t h e  market f o r  t imber  
grew, more and more roads were pushed i n t o  t he  h i g h  coun t r y  above the  r i v e r .  
The tempo p i cked  up speed a f t e r  World War 11, and cont inues  t o  t h i s  day, w i t h  
a  c u t  o f  15 m i l l i o n  board f e e t  scheduled i n  t h e  s tudy area f o r  each remain ing 
year  o f  t he  1970s. 

Today, t h e  year- round r e s i d e n t  popu la t i on  o f  about 400 i n  t he  S c o t t  R iver  
p lann ing  area rough l y  equals t h a t  o f  t he  I r u a i t s u  a  cen tu ry  and a  h a l f  ago. 
Many o f  today 's  r e s i d e n t s  a r e  r e t i r e d ;  a  few work i n  t h e  l ogg ing  i n d u s t r y  
o r  r a i s e  c a t t l e  and fo rage crops. A few mine, u s u a l l y  more f o r  r e c r e a t i o n  
and f o r  t h e  hope o f  a  good s t r i k e  than f o r  day-to-day income. 

The reg ion  which surrounds t h e  S c o t t  R iver  i s  known f o r  i t s  beauty and the  
r e l a t i v e  i s o l a t i o n  which i t  a f f o r d s .  F ind ing  i t s  source i n  t h e  S c o t t  Mountains 
south o f  t h e  town o f  Cal lahan, t h e  r i v e r  meanders nor thward across the  l o n g  
S c o t t  Va l ley ,  pas t  t h e  town o f  Etna, surrounded by i r r i g a t e d  farmland, range, 
and f o r e s t .  West o f  t h e  smal l  community o f  F o r t  Jones, t h e  r i v e r  t u r n s  
westward, and s h o r t l y  t h e r e a f t e r  leaves t h e  v a l l e y  f o r  t h e  t h i c k l y  vegetated, 
narrow S c o t t  R i ve r  Canyon. I t f lows some 20 m i l e s  through the  canyon, 
bending northward then westward again, pas t  t he  h i s t o r i c  gold d iscovery  s i t e  
o f  S c o t t  Bar, t o  i t s  conf luence w i t h  t h e  Klamath R ive r  (F igure  1 -1) .  

The anadromous f i s h e r y  associated w i t h  t h e  S c o t t  R i v e r  represents a  s i g n i f i c a n t  
in -s t ream r e c r e a t i o n a l  resource value i n  terms o f  s p o r t  f i s h i n g  i n  the S c o t t  
and Klamath r i v e r s ,  a  r e c r e a t i o n a l  and commercial resource value i n  terms o f  
ocean f i s h i n g ,  and a  resource value f o r  the Ind ian  subsis tence f i s h e r y  w i t h i n  
the Hoopa Va l l ey  I n d i a n  Reservat ion. However, t he re  has been a  dec l i ne  i n  t h e  
S c o t t ' s  f i s h e r y  resource i n  recent  years,  however, and a  number o f  causes have 
been p u t  f o r t h  f o r  t h i s  dec l i ne .  The major causes discussed are low f lows i n  
t he  r i v e r  du r i ng  f a l l  spawning runs and d i ve rs ions  f rom the  upper Sco t t  R i ve r  
o r  f rom i t s  t r i b u t a r y  streams. These low flows r e s u l t  from ex tens ive  groundwater 
pumping and acce le ra ted  i r r i g a t i o n  i n  t he  S c o t t  Va l l ey  upstream from the area 
covered by t h i s  management p lan .  During t h e  w i n t e r  months, seasonal r a i n s  
augment these f lows considerably ,  occas iona l l y  r e s u l t i n g ,  as i n  1964, i n  major 
f l oods  which cause damage t o  p u b l i c  and p r i v a t e  p r o p e r t y  and may a l t e r  the bed 
o f  t he  r i v e r .  Because r a i n s  a re  seasonal and summers i n  the reg ion  are warm 
and dry ,  t he  area i s  h i g h l y  s u i t a b l e  as a  r e c r e a t i o n  d e s t i n a t i o n  f o r  h i k i n g ,  
p leasure d r i v i n g ,  r a f t i n g ,  t r o u t  f i s h i n g ,  and swimming. A t h i r d  major cause i s  
from excessive r a t e s  o f  sediment p roduc t i on  r e s u l t i n g  f rom improper road con- 
s t r u c t i o n  and pas t  dredging opera t ions  i n  t he  upper S c o t t  Va l ley .  

I n  the 19608, the S ta te  and fede ra l  governments considered the n o r t h  coasta l  
area the "water bank" o f  C a l i f o r n i a  and were i o o k i n g  a t  the Nor th  Coast 
count ies  f o r  f u t u r e  r e s e r v o i r  s i t e s  t o  meet burgeoning demands f o r  hydro- 
e l e c t r i c  power and water  supp l ies  f o r  a g r i c u l t u r a l  and munic ipal  needs. A 
number o f  s i t e s  were evaluated on the S c o t t  R i ve r  and i t s  t r i b u t a r i e s .  However, 
none o f  these p r o j e c t s  were a c t u a l l y  undertaken. 
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Guidance 

The bas i c  guidance f o r  the  approach and i n t e n t  of t h i s  Waterway Management 
Plan comes f rom t h e  l e g i s l a t i o n  which es tab l i shed  the  Wi ld and Scenic R ivers  
System, o f  which the  Sco t t  R iver  i s  inc luded.  I n  o rder  t o  de f i ne  s p e c i f i c  
o b j e c t i v e s  f o r  the  Scot t ,  i t  i s  h e l p f u l  t o  rev iew t h e  p rov i s ions  o f  t h e  Act  
t o  a s c e r t a i n  t h e  values and approaches envis ioned by the  Leg is la tu re .  

The Act, passed i n  1972, appears t o  recognize t h a t  many o f  t h e  r i v e r s  i n  
t h e  S t a t e  have been a l t e r e d  from t h e i r  f r e e - f l o w i n g  environment by water  
impoundments, and t h a t  o the r  man-induced changes have adversely  a f f e c t e d  
n a t u r a l  values o f  the streams. The L e g i s l a t u r e  spoke t o  the  des i res  o f  
t h e  S t a t e  i n  t h i s  regard. 

5093.50 L e g i s l a t i v e  Dec lara t ion  

It i s  t h e  p o l i c y  o f  the  S ta te  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  t h a t  c e r t a i n  r i v e r s  
which possess ex t rao rd ina ry  scenic, r e c r e a t i o n a l ,  f i s h e r y  o r  
w i l d l i f e  values, s h a l l  be preserved i n  t h e i r  f r e e - f l o w i n g  s ta te ,  
together  w i t h  t h e i r  immediate environments, f o r  the  b e n e f i t  and 
enjoyment o f  the  people o f  t h e  s t a t e .  The L e g i s l a t u r e  declares 
t h a t  such use o f  these r i v e r s  i s  the  h ighes t  and most b e n e f i c i a l  
use and i s  a reasonable and b e n e f i c i a l  use o f  water w i t h i n  t h e  
meaning o f  Sect ion 3  o f  A r t i c l e  X I V  o f  t h e  S ta te  Cons t i t u t i on .  
I t  i s  t h e  purpose o f  t h i s  chapter  t o  c r e a t e  a  C a l i f o r n i a  Wi ld  
and Scenic Rivers System t o  be adminis tered i n  accordance w i t h  
t h e  p rov i s ions  o f  t h i s  chapter.  

I n  i n t e r p r e t i n g  t h i s  dec la ra t i on ,  i t  may be surmised t h a t  r i v e r s  chosen 
f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  the  system e x h i b i t  ou ts tand ing  values i n  one o r  more o f  
the  s t a t e d  ca tegor ies :  (1 ) scenic, (2) r e c r e a t i o n a l ,  (3)  f i s h e r y ,  and 
( 4 )  w i l d l i f e .  

A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  the  L e g i s l a t u r e  de f ined a  s e t  c r i t e r i a  t o  d i f f e r e n t i a t e  
between types o f  r i v e r s .  Sect ion 5093.53 prov ides t h a t :  

Those r i v e r s  o r  segments of r i v e r s  designated f o r  i n c l u s i o n  i n  
the  system s h a l l  be c l a s s i f i e d  by t h e  sec re ta ry  as one o f  the 
f o l l o w i n g :  

(a) Wi ld  r i v e r s ,  which are  those r i v e r s  o r  segments o f  
r i v e r s  t h a t  a re  f r e e  o f  impoundments and genera l l y  inaccess ib le  
except by t r a i l ,  w i t h  watersheds o r  shore l ines  e s s e n t i a l l y  
p r i m i t i v e  and waters unpol 1 uted. 

(b )  Scenic r i v e r s ,  which a r e  those r i v e r s  o r  segments o f  
r i v e r s  t h a t  a re  f r e e  o f  impoundments, w i t h  shore l ines  o r  water- 
sheds s t i l l  l a r g e l y  p r i m i t i v e  and shore l ines  l a r g e l y  undeveloped, 
bu t  access ib le  i n  places by roads. 



( c j  Recreational r i v e r s ,  which a r e  those  r i v e r s  o r  segments of 
c ive r s  t h a t  a r e  r e a d i i y  access ib l e  by road o r  r a i l r o a d ,  t h a t  may have 
some development along t h e i r  s h o r e l i n e s ,  and t h a t  may have undergone 
some impoundment o r  d ivers ion  i n  t h e  p a s t .  

Planning and management f o r  t h e  r i v e r s  a r e  addressed i n  Sec t ion  5093.58: 

( b )  Prepare a  management plan t o  adminis te r  the  r i v e r s  and t h e i r  
ad jacent  land areas  i n  accordance with such c l a s s i f i c a t i o n ,  

T h u s ,  t h e  var ious  reaches of  a  Wild and Scenic River a re  t o  be c l a s s i f i e d  as  
wi ld ,  s c e n i c ,  o r  r e c r e a t i o n a l ,  depending on t h e  cu r ren t  leve l  of  access and 
t h e  r e l a t i v e  degree of development. The various reaches a r e  then t o  be managed 
i n  such a  way as  t o  maintain the  na tura l  c h a r a c t e r  of  each r i v e r  reach:  a  
Wild reach should remain wi ld ,  a  Scenic reach should remain scen ic ,  and a 
Recreat ional  reach should remain r e c r e a t i o n a l .  

Figure 1 - 2  shows t h e  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  determined appropr ia te  f o r  the  S c o t t  
River .  The S c o t t  River from the  mouth of  Shackleford Creek ( R . M .  23.9) t o  
Gold F l a t  ( i i . b l .  11.4)  i s  designated Recrea t ional ,  from Gold F la t  t o  S c o t t  
Bar (R.M. 3 . 6 )  i s  designated Scenic ,  and from S c o t t  Bar t o  i t s  confluence 
with t h e  Klamath River i s  designated Recrea t ional .  

i n  Sec t ions  5093.55 and 5093.60, t h e  Act provides f o r  compatible resource 
u t i l i z a t i o n ,  as  fol lows:  

. . . ( n o )  water  d ivers ion  f a c i l i t y  ( s h a l l )  be cons t ruc ted  on any such 
r i v e r  unless  and u n t i l  the  Secre tary  determines t h a t  such f a c i l i t y  
i s  needed t o  supply domestic water  t o  the  r e s iden t s  of  t h e  county o r  
count ies  through which the  r i v e r  f lows,  and unless  and un t i l  the  
Sec re t a ry  determines t h a t  f a c i l i t y  w i l l  not  adversely a f f e c t  i t s  
f ree-f lowing condi t ions  o r  na tura l  c h a r a c t e r .  

and 

Each component of  t h e  system s h a l l  be administered s o  as  t o  p ro tec t  
and enhance t h e  values f o r  which i t  was included i n  the  system, 
without  unreasonably l  imi t i  ng l  umberi ng, g raz ing ,  and o the r  resource 
uses ,  where t h e  ex ten t  and na ture  of such uses do not  c o n f l i c t  with 
publ ic  use and enjoyment of t hese  va lues .  

Therefore,  the  Act provides t h a t  i f  a  loca l  domestic water suppjy i s  needed 
and t h a t  a d ive r s ion  on a  Wild and Scenic River would not a f f e c t  the  f r e e -  
flowing c h a r a c t e r  of  t h e  s tream, f a c i l i t i e s  could be cons t ruc ted .  Secondly, 
resource u t i l i z a t i o n  may not be unreasonably r e s t r i c t e d  where the  u t i l i z a t i o n  
does not  r ep resen t  a  t h r e a t  t o  the  values of t h e  r i v e r .  

Early i n  the  planning process ,  publ ic  inpu t  was s o l i c i t e d  a t  publ ic  meetings 
and through d l s t r i h u t i o n  of ques t ionna i r e s  t o  property owners within t h e  
planning a r e a .  Feedback from these  sources has helped i d e n t i f y  and de f ine  
s p e c i f i c  na tu ra l  resource values of the  r i v e r  and has helped i n  the  formuis- 
t i o n  o f  o b j e c t i v e s  s p e c i f i c  t o  the  S c o t t  River .  
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These plan objectives provide f o r  resource uses in  manners which do not 
degrade other r iver  values. 

i n  1971, SE i285 (Chapter 76 l j  was passed by the Legislature which s e t  up  
the Protected Waterways Program. This ac t  i s  a broad planning program 
requiring provisions fo r  flood control ,  water conservation, recreat ion,  
f i sh  and wi ld l i fe  preservation and enhancement, water qual i ty  protection 
and enhancement, streamflow augmentation, and free-flowing r i ve r  segments 
or  t r i bu t a r i e s  on a number o h r i v e r s >  including the Scott  River. This plan 
a l so  t r e a t s  those aspects of t h a t  planning program which are compatible with 
t h e  Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. 

Designated Planning Area 

Senatsr Behr's Subcotnmittee Report on River Management Plans contains several 
recommendations which are t o  be used as guidelines in  the preparation of 
waterway management plans for  each wild and scenic r i v e r ,  One of these 
recommendations was to help resolve the issue of what area should be encompassed 
within the  planning area fo r  each management plan. She Subcommittee's recom- 
mendation suggested tha t  the planning area boundaries be based on a variety of 
factors  such as unstable s o i l ,  c r i t i c a l  w i ld l i f e  or  f i sher ies  hab i t a t ,  and 
inpacts of current or  allowed land uses, 

To comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act and t o  meet the c r i t e r i a  s e t  
for th  i n  the  Subcommittee's repor t ,  approximately 73 square miles have been 
included within the Scott  River planning area .  This includes only tha t  area 
i n  which inappropriate or  poorly conceived actions could r e su l t  in  a d i r ec t  and 
immediate detrimental impact on the  r i v e r ,  because sediment produced in  t h i s  
area by landsliding and f luvial  erosion could be transported rapidly and d i r ec t l y  
i n to  the r iver  channel. This sediment, par t i cu la r ly  when due t o  landsliding 
d i r ec t l y  in to  the channel, would l ike ly  involve large volumes which could over- 
load the r i v e r ' s  transportation capacity. In general, t o  s a t i s f y  t h i s  need, 
the  area defined would encompass a corridor which extends outward from the r iver  
t o  the f i r s t  adjacent ridgetop or  major break in  slope along the Scott  River. 

The new planning area boundary has been adjusted from the previous ridgetop-to- 
ridgetop concept to include only known areas of past o r  present i n s t a b i l i t y  
and presently s table  areas which a re  considered t o  have a potential  fo r  future  
inr tabi  l i  ty .  Areas of obviously high s t a b i l i t y  were excluded where possible.  
i n  addi t ion,  water qua l i ty ,  f i s h  and wi ld l i fe  resources, recreational values, 
a ~ d  scenic qua l i t i e s  were considered when delineating the planning area 
boundary. 

The rlanning area i s  only fo r  planning purposes in which the various resource ._- are  iden t i f i ed  and recommended actions necessary t o  maintain the 
resodries of the r i ve r  are iden t i f i ed .  Except where exp l i c i t l y  noted other-  
wise, the provisions of t h i s  plan a re  limited t o  t h i s  planning area .  



Inappropriate land uses along major t r i bu t a r i e s  have the potential  f o r  
producing s ign i f ican t  impacts on the main r i ve r  channel, a1 though there would 
l i ke iy  be some delay between the i n i t i a l  action i n  the t r ibu ta ry  basin and the 
eventual impact on the r iver .  However, the impacts would d i r ec t l y  a f f e c t  
the  f ishery resource of the Scott  River drainage; therefore ,  several t r ibu-  
t a r i e s  have been designated as areas of special concern (Figure 1-2) and are 
as Follows: Mill Creek, Tompkins Creek, Kelsey Creek, Sniktaw Creek, and 
Canyon Creek. 

These t r i bu t a r i e s  should receive special consideration by the appropriate 
agencies as there are several recommendations included in t h i s  plan which, i f  
implemented, will help protect  the f ishery resources of these t r i bu t a r i e s  
and ultimately the Scott  River. 

National Forest Lands 

National Forest lands included within the planning area a re  managed by the 
Klamath National Forest. Several federal laws, including b u t  not limited t o  
the Multiple Use-Sustained Yield Act, the Forest and Rangeland Renewable 
Resources Planning Act of 1974 ( R P A ) ,  and the National Forest Management Act 
of 1976 ( N F M A ) ,  assign the responsibi l i ty  fo r  planning and administration of 
the development, protection,  and use of the National Forests t o  the Secretary 
of Agriculture. The Mu1 t i p l e  Use-Sustained Yield Act spec i f ica l ly  recognizes 
" the  jur isdic t ion or  respons ib i l i t i es  of the several Sta tes  with respect t o  
f i sh  and wi ld l i fe  on the National Forests."  The RPA, as amended by NFMA, 
provides for  development, maintenance, and revision of land and resource 
management plans,  coordinated with the land and resource management planning 
processes of s t a t e  and local governments and other federal agencies. Within 
the  context of the above, t h i s  r i ve r  plan recognizes t h a t  the  ultimate 
responsibi l i ty  fo r  the planning and administration of the National Forest 
system i s  assigned t o  the Secretary of Agriculture and by the Secretary t o  
the Forest Service. Recommendations i n  t h i s  plan fo r  Forest Service action 
wil l  const i tu te  the S t a t e ' s  ea r ly  input t o  coordinated planning fo r  the  area.  

The S ta te  does not have the  author i ty  t o  plan and manage National Forest 
system lands. Therefore, the recommendations applying t o  National Forest 
system lands a re  advisory b u t ,  in  the  s p i r i t  of cooperation, will be con- 
sidered by the  Klamath National Forest in preparation of the  Forest Land and 
Resource Management Plan and project  planning. 

Objectives 

The objectives presented below follow from the Legislat ive statements in  the 
California Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, from public i n p u t ,  and from those 
special  conditions found on the Scot t  River. 

The Legislat ive mandate on which the  plan i s  based i s :  



% preserve the  S c o t t  R<ver i n  i t s  free-fiuwing s t a t e ,  together 
8 i t h  i t s  immediate environments, :'or the  b e n e f i t  and enjoyment 
of  the  people o f  the  S t a t e .  

Specif ic  objectives consistent  with the Legislat ive mandate and the primary 
objective fol low: 

To maintain the  f ree- f icuing character o f  the  S c o t t  River. 

The Act essen t ia l ly  provides t h i s  protection a t  the present time. (Although 
S ta te  laws do not preempt the Federal Government's a b i l i t y  t o  construct  a  
dam on the Scot t ,  i t  i s  unlikely t ha t  a  federal impoundment would be constructed 
on a S ta te  Wild and Scenic River. Full achievement of t h i s  objective would 
he realized with inclusion of the Scott  River between Shackleford Creek and 
the Klamath River i n to  the Federal Wild and Scenic Rivers System.) 

To protec t  the  u a t s r  q u a t i t 3  and flow of t he  S c o t t  i7iver. 

Low flow periods occurring in  the  summer a re  c r i t i c a l  periods for  maintenance 
of water qua l i ty .  I t  does not appear possible t o  achieve t h i s  goal without 
provision fo r  increased flows within the  Scott  River. 

To preserve the  scenic character of t he  S c o t t  .9iver. 

Portions of the Scott  River Canyon contain high qual i ty  scenic resources. 
Through much of the area ,  the presence of human disturbance i s  minimized. 

Scenic resources a re  sensi t ive  t o  a  var ie ty  of actions and a c t i v i t i e s .  In 
order t o  accomplish t h i s  object ive ,  a l l  a c t i v i t i e s  which occur should be 
consis tent  with t h i s  objective.  

Lmo ;;provide for recreat ional  needs. 

Recreational uses of the r iver  should be oriented towards uses and levels  of 
use consistent  with protection of other values. Provision should be made 
t o  allow the greates t  possible uses consistent  with other plan object ives .  

To pl;otect and enhance f i s h  and i,riLdiifi resources. 

-, iae Scott  River i s  an important area of f i s h  habitat  fo r  anadromous f i s h ,  
inciuding steelhead and king salmon. The upper reaches and t r i bu t a r i e s  
provide spawning hab i ta t ,  while the lower r iver  provides spawning and 
rearing hab i ta t .  These resources make a  recreational and economic contribu- 
+i ~ - 4 n  .- local ly  as well as statewide. 

While not  of overall unique nature,  the wi ld l i fe  resources of the Scott  River 
area a lso provide recreational and economic contributions.  Habitat i s  a1 so 
provided for  some threatened o r  rare  species.  

,r7- r v  ~ r o . u i d e  for the devs7opment and use of naturai  resources a: Zeveis 
a ~ d  i n  a rnanrer cons i s t en t  w i th  wrotect ion of r i v e r  c h a ~ a c t e r i s t i c s .  



Section 5093.60 requires tha t  each component o f  the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
System be administered in  such a manner t ha t  the resources of the r i ve r  are 
protected and enhanced without unreasonably l imjting natural resource uses. 

I t  i s  conversely implied t ha t  where resource u t i l i z a t i on  conf l ic t s  with 
resource values, or  the  public enjoyment o f  them, resource u t i l i z a t i on  may 
be res t r ic ted .  





1. Nature and the  beauty of the area;  

2. Fish, wi ld l i fe ,  and vegetation; 

3. The r igh t  t o  l i v e  i n  peace and qu ie t ;  

4. One's privacy and the r igh ts  of undisturbed pr ivate  property; 

5. Recreation of a l l  types. 

During extensive pr ivate  interviews with res idents ,  and during two public 
meetings held in Scot t  Bar, these f i v e  values were expressed, in one form 
or another, time and time again. The i n i t i a l  reluctance of a few Scot t  
River planning area res idents  t o  support the Waterway Management Plan seems 
based primarily on the f ea r  t ha t  the plan would in  some way a l t e r  or diminish 
the a r e a ' s  qual i ty  of l i f e .  Most res idents ,  however, immediately saw the 
plan as protecting,  ra ther  than threatening,  t h e i r  region and i t s  a t t r i bu t e s .  

Central t o  the planning process was a 2-page questionnaire mailed t o  a l l  
planning area property owners l i s t e d  in the  Siskiyou County Assessor's 
r o l l s .  Of the 131 questionnaires mailed, 81 were returned, giving a 
response percentage of 62%. The 13 questions were spec i f ica l ly  chosen t o  
a i r  the broadest possible cross-section of opinions and a t t i t udes .  

The following summation of the questionnaire has been included because 
the  c i t i z e n s '  goals have played such an important part  i n  t h i s  planning 
process. The questionnaire gave each family in the  Scott  River planning 
area the opportunity t o  formulate and s e t  down i t s  opinions and preferences, 
and these opinions and  preferences have had substant ia l  impact on t h i s  
pi an and i t s  reconunendati ons. 

For 11 of the 13 questions,  percentages have been computed f o r  the responses. 
One question, Number 11, simply asked fo r  names and addresses of people to 
contact ,  and so ,  obviously, yielded no percentages, Likewise another 
question, Number 13, which asked fo r  things people wanted t o  see preserved 
in the Scott  River drainage, did n o t  y ie ld  percentage responses. Responses 
t o  the questionnaire were as follows: 

I .  What uses or  qua l i t i e s  of the  r i ve r  a re  most important t o  you and your 
family? Please number in order of preference. 

F i r s t  Choice 

Family residence 50% 

Fishing 24% 

I r r iga t ion  9% 

Hunting 6% 



S i g h t s e e i n g ,  Camping 

T o u r i s t  v i s i t a t i o n ,  
R a f t i n g  

Second Choice 

F i s h i n g  

S i g h t s e e i n g  

H u n t i n g  

Fami l y  r e s i d e n c e ,  R a f t i n g  6% each 

I r r i g a t i o n ,  T o u r i s t  4% each 
v i s i t a t i o n ,  Camping 

M i n i n g  

T h i r d  Choice 

S i g h t s e e i n g  

F i s h i n g  18% 

Fami ly r e s i d e n c e  13% 

Camping 11% 

T o u r i s t  v i s i t a t i o n  9% 

R a f t i n g ,  Hun t ing ,  7% each 
I r r i g a t i o n  

M i n i n g  4 % 

2. I n  an a rea  as b e a u t i f u l  as t h e  l o w e r  S c o t t  R i v e r ,  t h e r e  i s  a  c o n t i n u i n g  
p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  p o p u l a t i o n  g rowth .  Would y o u  l i k e  t h e  c u r r e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  
a1 ong t h e  r i v e r  t o :  

a .  S t a y  t h e  same 61 % 

b. I n c r e a s e  s l i g h t l y  31 X 

c .  I n c r e a s e  a  l o t  2% 

d. Decrease 5% 

e .  D o n ' t  c a r e  1 % 



3. Do you and your family earn your livelihood d i r ec t l y  from the lands 
surrounding the r i ve r  and the r iver  i t s e l f ?  

Yes: 22% 

a. By ranching 42% 

b.  Lumber industry 32% 

c .  Tourist industry 5% 

d. Mining 21 % 

No: 78% - 
4. One of the  concerns of t h i s  plan i s  the  amount of v i s i t o r s  t o  the  

r iver .  Would you and your family l i k e  t o  see the  t o t a l  of these 
v i s i t o r s  : 

a .  Stay the  same 67% 

b.  Decrease 16% 

c. Increase 15% 

d .  Increase s l i g h t l y  2% 

5. Do you plan t o  d iver t  water from the Scott? 

Yes: 16% - 
No: 84% - 

Do you plan t o  do so within the next 10 years? 

Yes: 37% - 

No: 63% - 

6. Do you feel  t ha t  present salmon and steelhead populations i n  the  r iver  
are :  

a. Too few 77% 

b.  Enough 23% 

c .  Too many 0% 

7. Do you feel  present game and nongame populations near the r iver  are :  



a. Too few 71 % 

b. Enough 27% 

c. Too many 2% 

8. 30 y o u  and y o u r  f a m i l y  want t h e  p r e s e n t  r i v e r  r o a d  f r o m  Meamber School  
t o  Hamburg t o :  

a. S t a y  t h e  same 51 % 

. Be widened 

c. Be paved 

d. "Curves t a k e n  o u t  t o  2% 
make i t  s a f e r "  

9. What, i f  any, c o n d i t i o n s  do y o u  f e e l  a r e  p r e s e n t l y  ha rm ing  t h e  S c o t t  
and i t s  a d j a c e n t  n a t u r a l  r e s o u r c e s ?  

a. S e d i m e n t a t i o n  and p o o r  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  11% 

b.  Riverbank e r o s i o n  9% 

c .  Roadside e r o s i o n  12% 

6. Low w a t e r  f l o w s  21 7; 

e.  V e g e t a t i o n  changes 0% 

f. Human v i s i t a t i o n  16% 

h .  Logg ing  

i . I r r i g a t i o n  

j . Road c o n s t r u c t i o n  5% 

10. Do y o u  p l a n  t o  change t h e  use o f  y o u r  l a n d  d u r i n g  t h e  n e x t  10 y e a r s ?  

Yes: 31% 

No: 69% - 

1 Do you w i s h  t o  meet w i t h  p l a n n i n g  team personne l?  



Yes: 37% 

No: 33% 

No answer: 29% 

'Not unless you want  t o  meet with me": - 1% 

A number of questionnaires returned carried comments re la t ing  t o  the pre- 
liminary plan o r  t o  spec i f ic  questions: 

Question #9 

"I  see no great  problem there .  Just  scrap t h a t  planning team and 
nature will take care of i t . "  

"While most high dams appear t o  be environmentally dest ruct ive ,  
we believe a small water conservation dam on the upper Scot t  
could increase summer-fall flows, enhance fishery." 

Question #lo  

" I  plan t o  reconstruct the  access road t h a t  was washed away during 
the l a s t  flood. My l o t  i s  i n  the Canyon Creek area." 

"Build new residence, plant  orchard, develop Placer mining." 

"Build small cabin or  small t r a i l s . "  

"Agriculture. " 

Comment accompanied by 1 "No" vote: 

"Possibly increase work t o  clean up debris l e f t  on past 
i r responsible  logging - depends on $." 

Question #13 (What things do you most want t o  see  preserved i n  the 
Scot t  River drainage?): 

"Fish,  water flow, game and nature 's  natural condition." 

"Steelhead and salmon f i shery ,  deer population." 

"The freedom of the people l iv ing  or  v i s i t i n g  there ."  

" (1)  People, ( 2 )  Wildlife." 

"The natural beauty of the  River and the  Scott  Valley." 



' 1  S t a t u s  quo. (2) R i g h t s  o f  p r o p e r t y  owners. 
( 3 )  M i n i n g  r i g h t s .  ( 4 )  No dams. ( 5 j  The r i g h t  t o  use r i v e r  

6water f o r  i r r i g a t i o n  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  i i i t h  t h e  p r o p e r  u s e , "  

"The p r o p e r t y  r i g h t s  which t h e  p r o p e r t y  owners a l r e a d y  have. 
R i p a r i a n  r i g h t s  t o  t h e  R i v e r ,  e t c .  I f  your p l a n  becomes t o o  
r e s t r i c t i v e ,  t h e  chances o f  a l l  p r i v a t e  ownersh ips  among t h e  R i v e r  
becoming a  r f c h  man's p a r a d i s e  w i l l  be i n c r e a s e d . "  

0: r i s h ,  w i l d l i f e  and f r e s h  wa te r .  A l s o  v e g e t a t i o n . "  

111 , ?  

id3 iderness/undeve loped qua? i t i e s  : s c e n e r y ~ "  

Perhaps t h e  most c o n s i i e  s ta tement  o f  t h e  c i t i z e n s '  g o a l s  was g i v e n  d u r i a g  
one p t ~ b i i c  m e e t i n g  by a aman whose fami ly  has l i v e d  on t h e  S c o t t  R i v e r  f o r  
three g e n e r a t i o n s :  

' " I ' l l  t e l l  you," he s a i d ,  "what we 'd  l i k e  i s  t o  see ,n?s p l a c e  s t a y  
as i t  i s ,  w i t h  t h e  R i v e r  g o i n g  by t h e  d o o r  and t h e  sa:mon i n  i t  
and t h e  d e e r  i n  t h e  h i l l s  and t h e  g reen  t r e e s  l e f t  on t h e  h i i ? s i d e s ,  
and t h e  a i r  c l e a n  and everybody k e e p i n g  t o  h i s  o . ~ n  bus iness .  ble 
d o n ' t  mind v i s i t o r s ,  b u t  we 'd  p r e f e r  if t h e  whoie  w o r l d  d i d n ' t  coae 
and v i s i t  us a l l  a t  once. We' re  h e r e  because t h i s  g l a c e  i s  whst  
i t  i s ,  and w e ' d  l i k e  i t  t o  s t a y  t h a t  vtay." 





CEAFTER 111, QESPONSIBLE AGENCIES 

Macv , ~. ;overnmental sg;@ncies have !and use and resource management respons i -  " .  
i ? j l i t i e s  and permit or l i cens ing  a u t h o r i t y  f o r  t h e  public  and  p r i v a t e  lands 
it: the  S c o t t  River planning a r e a .  Siskiyou County i s  respons ib le  f o r  l a n d  
use planning f o r  those lands under p r i v a t e  ownership, and t he  U.S. Fores t  
Ss rv jce  bas land ase planning ana xanagement r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  on the  Klamatb - Nztjoo31 t o r n s t  lands.  Other S t a t e  and federa l  agencies have i i cens ing  o r  ~- ,, , .  - 
rr~;:h author it,^ o v e r  i p e c : f ? c  land arid resagrce  iises t h a t  do o r  could occur -. a icnz  t h e  S c o t t  River.  !hese  include t h e  follcw;ng: 

- U.S. Bureau o f  Land Management 

- 3.5. Jr~ny Carps o f  Enaineers 

- Sc i  1 Conservation Serv ice  

- Envi ronrnentd P ro tec t ion  Agency 

- ~ a l f f o r . ; i a  Depar tmnt  o f  Forestry 

Ca l i fo rn ia  Cepartrnent of Fish and Game 

- C a l i f o r n i a  S t a t e  Water Resources Control Board 

- ~ o r t n  Coast Regianal :dater Qual i ty  Control Board 

"a l i*c r  $, , , , , , n j d .  i +  Deaartment , of Water Resources 

!zal i for-: a ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ n t  of B o a t j n s  and Materways 
, -',, 

- ~ a l i f a r n i a  S t a t e  Lands Commission 

'h<" 
, . , 

! . :  ccap te r  &sc r ibes  t h e  r;anagen?ent a c t l v l  ties and auehori t i e s  o f  tLese 
d ~ e n c j f s  as they present ly d o ,  and nay i n  the  f u t u r e ,  a f f e c t  the  S c o t t  River 
r l a n n i n g  a r e a ,  

, , ' ,r-,i jr;-r taa a c t s ,  t h e  l a t i o p a :  En~.ircnniental Pol icy fict nfl366 !!hLt*, an< t h e  
' - . , . kn.1 r ~ n f i e n t a  j  quality A c t  {iCEQi\], nr iv i ron~ei i ta?  g w ? i  t y  i s  t o  be 

, . 
c y t s c t e d  through cooperation o f  many agencies  i n  revlewlns praposed prnj'ects 
r:?i.:.:p 1112J' a f f e c t  the  &nil i rc lmr ; t .  XEPA r equ i re s  every priiposs? for a na jo r  
-. ; t i o n  wnici: a f f e c t s  +he q u a i i t ~ y  of the human e n v l r m m n t  to caritair; 
3 d e t a i l e d  s t a t e n e n t  of the environmental inipacts o f  t he  p r o p s e d  a c t i o n ,  
ific:t;?ing an ac-a;ntio-, o b i  t e - n ~ t i  \!es t o  +?e 3 r d f c t .  i !~de r  CEO&. 3 c r o j e c t  
5 ( t h a t  r e q j i r e s  d i s c r e t i o n a r y  approval by a C t z e  o r  local  2S-ncyj n u s t  



undergo the environmental review process. This may lead t o  the preparation 
of an Environmentai Impact Report, including discussions o f  growth-inducing 
impacts and mitigation measures f o r  unavoidable adverse impacts. 

Siskiyou County 

Siskiyou County i s  a po l i t i ca l  subdivision of the S ta te  of California and, 
there fore ,  i s  responsible fo r  the planning and regulation of the use of 
p r iva te ly  owned lands in the Scot t  River planning area.  Nearly 40% of the 
planning area i s  under the ju r i sd ic t ion  of Siskiyou County. 

Siskiyou County has a general plan,  with the  nine elements required by S ta te  
i  aw: land use, c i rcu la t ion ,  housing, conservation, seismic s a f e ty ,  noise,  
scenic highways, sa fe ty ,  and open space as we31 as public services and 
f a c i l i t i e s  element. The land use and ci rculat ion elements of the County's 
or iginal  general plan, adopted i n  1968, have recently been revised.  The 
revised versions are expected t o  be adopted i n  mid-1979, The new iand use 
element provides iand use pol ic ies  based on physical l imita t ions  r e l a t i n g  
4. LO geologic hazards, s o i l s ,  s lope,  water qua l i t y ,  flood hazard, surface 
hydrology, groundwater recharge areas ,  deer wintering areas ,  w i ld l i f e  hazard, 
woodland productivity,  and h i s t o r i c  resources. Specific pol ic ies  are out- 
l ined fo r  use in evaluating a development proposal or  land use a c t i v i t y  i n  
r e l a t i on  t o  the constra ints  l i s t e d .  In addi t ion,  an Activity Effects Matrix 
provides fo r  evaluating the cumulative e f f ec t s  of any of 35 d i f f e r en t  
a c t i v i t i e s  in a par t i cu la r  locat ion.  

S t a t e  law requires ".,at the County's zoning ordinance be consistent  with i t s  
genera: plan. Siskiyou County i s  in  the process of preparing a zoning 
ordinance fo r  the en t i r e  County. The Scot t  River planning area i s  s t i l l  
zoned as A-l (Unclassified) and probably will  not be zoned fo r  several 
:pars.  I n  unclassified areas ,  a l l  uses not prohibited by law are  allowed, 

Much of  the private land in  the planning area i s  forested and has been given 
the Timberland Preserve Zone designation. Under the Forest Taxation Reform 
Act of 1976, the County has designated Timberland Preserve Zones on forested 
parcels with the equivalent of 40 acres of prime timberland ('laas l ,  2 ,  or  
3 ) .  Uses in  the zone are r e s t r i c t ed  t o  timber production and compatible 
uses, including recreational and educational uses. Conditional use permits 
may be granted fo r  cer ta in  other uses, provided they do not s ign i f ican t ly  
de t r ac t  from the timber production use. These include timberland and wood 
processing, mineral exp'loration and ex t rac t ion ,  energy resource exploration,  
and buildings anc i l l a ry  t o  such uses. 

In  exchanse for  committing the land to  timber production, the land i s  
appraised and taxed a t  timberiand values, and the annual ad valorem tax on 
standing; timber i s  deferred un t i l  the time of harvest. Timberland Preserve 
Zones a re  automatically renewed annually fo r  ro i l ing  10-year terms. 



:n ad6 i t ion  t o  land use control  through zoning,  the  County can des ignate  
, 

c e r t a ~ n  lands as preserves of various kinds t h a t  guarantee a s p e c i f i c  use of  
t h e  land i n  r e tu rn  f o r  t ax  advantages. These include open space easements and 
a n r i c u i t u r a l  r e se rves ,  i f  upon app l i ca t ion  by an i n t e r e s t e d  and w i l l i n g  
landowner the  County Supervisors  f ind  t h a t  t h e  property i s  of value t o  t h e  
p u b l i c  i n  i t s  undeveloped cond i t ion ,  a 25-year o r  longer  term easement can 
be ar ranged.  T h i s  does not e n t a i l  the  purchase of t h e  su r face  easements,  but  
r a t h e r  involves an agreement t h a t  can be terminated i n  t h e  f u t u r e  on i O  y e a r s "  
? r ; t ice .  

Agr ic i i i tura?  lands can rece ive  desigilatioii  a s  Agr icul tura l  Preserves under 
A ~ n e  Williamson Act. Upon app l i ca t ion  by the  landowner and approval by t h e  
i L a r d  - o f  Supervisors ,  a g r i c u l t u r a l  lands can be placed under a long-term 
syresnent  auaranteeing a g r i c u l t u r a l  use and providino land t axa t ion  w i  I l 
rsSlsct t h e  a g r i c u l t u r a l  value r a t h e r  than o t h e r  po ten t i a l  uses .  Once under 
\>Ni l l iamson Act provis ion ,  a parcel  cannot be withdrawn i n  l e s s  than 10 yea r s  
from the  time a dec is ion  t o  withdraw i s  made, and s u b s t a n t i a l  property tax  
inc reases  a r e  payable during t h e  10-year withdrawal per iod .  

1-1 1975 t h e  S t a t e  Legis la ture  passed t h e  Surface  Mining and Reclamation Act. 
7 s  , n i s  Act d i r e c t s  each county t o  i n t e g r a t e  a su r face  mining reciamatfon pol icy  
and  permit system i n t o  the  county general  p lan .  The pol icy  must provide 
i-ieasures t o  be employed by loca l  governments i n  r egu la t ing  w a d i n g ,  back- .. - . 
; I  I i i n g ,  revegeta t ion ,  and s o i l  compaction, as  well as  providing f o r  s o i l  
e r o s i o n  c o n t r o l ,  water  q u a l i t y  and watershed c o n t r o l ,  sdaste d i s p o s a l ,  and 
f:oo? c o n t r o l .  Siskiyou County r e c e n t l y  [June 1979) adopted a mining 
,>,.,.. .- i d  l a ~ , , ~ n  ordinance as  required b:y S t a t e  l a w .  

The S:skiyou County Health Department i s  t h e  enforcement agency f o r  s o l i d  
wssts disposa l  s i t e s .  overseeing a l l  hea l th - r e l a t ed  i s s u e s  f o r  a l l  s o l i d  - .  , jast:? d i rpnsa l  s i t e s  i n  the  County. They a l s o  enforce  t h e  r l s n  and Sane 

sro:iisions t h a t  no garbage disposa'i i s  allowed wi th in  159 f e e t  of a 
:-,.F.=~ , , The Siskiyou County Sewage Disposal Ordinance n~rovides fo:" i o n p i ? -  
Zncr w i t h  Reqionai Water Quali ty  Control Board r e g u l a t i o n s ,  with requirements 
fc? i s c a t i o n  and capaci ty  of sewage d isposa l  systems. 

. . Zouf i ty  Agr! c u i t u r a l  Commission i s  respons ib le  f o r  i s su ing  perpi t s  f o r  t h e  . . 
chase and use of p e s t i c i d e s  an both  p r i v a t e  and public l ands .  i n  revlew?np 
- ,np l j ca t ion ,  tne Coqimi s s ion  cons iders  p o t e n t i a l  envi r3nnen"al e f f e c t s  and,  

s excogt ; o r  app l i ca t ion  on publ ic  l ands ,  may deny t h e  use of a n a r t l c u l a r  
.. - -. :>:sticide, recoalmend an a l t e r n a t i v e ,  o r  p r e s c r i b e  condi t ions  f o r  Lise, lhe - .  
,:o::rrf;i s s i o n  a l s o  enforces the permit and may in spec t  t h e  app!  cation procedure. 
c C - ~ i c i  , _ 3 L m  , i d e s  used i n  the  County ai-e approved by the  Ca l i fo rn ia  'iepa-tment of 
Focd and Agrrcul ture under EQA r e a u l a t i a n i  f o r  proper use.  

. un i t ed  ~ s t a t e s  Fores t  Servi ci;/<la:r?ath biatioria? Forest 

- t  - ;ne rarest S e r v i c e ' s  a c t i v ;  t i e s  a r e  organized i n t o  t h r e e  general cate;orles:  . . 
( 1 )  q~an-ging the  National Forest  s y s t e s ,  i7) ! -; a s s i s t i n g  and  advis iag  the  
S t a t e  and p r i v a t e  f o r e s t  ope ra t ions ,  and !3) conducting a broad-based 



program o f  f o r e s t r y  r e s e a r c h .  Land use p l a n n i n g  and management, as w e l l  as 
p e r m i t  and r e g u l a t o r y  f u n c t i o n s  f o r  t h e  Klamath N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t ,  a r e  t h e  
d i r e c t  r e s p o n s i  b i  li ty o f  t h e  F o r e s t  S u p e r v i s o r ,  who a d m i n i s t e r s  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
F o r e s t  t h r o u g h  D i s t r i c t  Rangers and teams o f  management s p e c i a l i s t s .  

The Klamath N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  i s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  50% o f  t h e  S c o t t  
R i v e r  p l a n n i n g  area. These l a n d s  a r e  managed u s i n g  t h e  concep t  o f  m u l t i p l e  
use and s u s t a i n e d  y i e l d ,  i n  o r d e r  t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  g r e a t e s t  b e n e f i t  f o r  t h e  
l a r g e s t  number o f  people  f r o m  t h e  b a s i c  f o r e s t  resources :  t i m b e r ,  w a t e r ,  
fo rage ,  v i  l d i i f e ,  and r e c r e a t i o n  o p p o r t u n i t i e s .  

Under t h e  F o r e s t  and Rangeland Renewable Resources P l a n n i n g  A c t  o f  1974, and 
as m o d i f i e d  by t h e  N a t i o n a l  F o r e s t  and Management A c t  o f  1976, l ong- range  
renewable resource  programs and r e s o u r c e  assessments a r e  s u b m i t t e d  t o  Congress 
we t -y  10 years  f o r  t imber ,  wa te r ,  w i l d e r n e s s ,  o u t d o o r  r e c r e a t i o n ,  f i s h  and 
w i l d l i f e ,  and range land  g r a z i n g  resources .  The assessment must i n c l u d e  
a n a l y s i s  o f  p r e s e n t  and a n t i c i p a t e d  uses, supp ly ,  and demand f o r  t h e  resources .  
A lso ,  t h e  Congress iona l  p o l i c y  d i r e c t i o n  i n c l u d e s  requ i rements  t h a t  r e s t o c k i n g  
o f  t i m b e r  resources be c a r e f u l l y  managed and t h a t  r e g e n e r a t i o n  i s  maximized 
i n  c o n t e x t  w i t h  o t h e r  resources ,  t h a t  t i m b e r  h a r v e s t i n g  o p e r a t i o n s  p r o v i d e  
f o r  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  o f  a l l  f o r e s t  l a n d  resources ,  and f o r  t h e  c o n t i n u e d  p u b l i c  
use o f  f o r e s t  l ands  t h a t  i n c l u d e s  t h o s e  o t h e r  t h a n  s t r i c t l y  t i m b e r  h a r v e s t i n g ,  

The F o r e s t  Land and Resources Management P l a n  p r o v i d e s  p o l i c y  d i r e c t i o n  f o r  
management o f  t h e  f o r e s t  resources .  I n d i v i d u a l  p r o j e c t  p l a n s  a r e  based on an 
e x t e n s i v e  s e r i e s  o f  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  Manuals, and an Env i ronmenta l  Assessment 
( E A j  i s  developed by an i n t e r d i s c i p l i n a r y  team. The EA, wh ich  i s  p a r t  o f  
t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e "  response t o  NEPA, recornends a  course o f  a c t i o n  f o r  t h e  
p r o j e c t ,  i n c l u d i n g  management r e q u i r e m e n t s  and m i t i g a t i v e  measures where 
needed. An iA i s  r e q u i r e d  on any " s i g n i f i c a n t "  p r o j e c t ,  i n c l u d i n g  g r a v e l  
e x t r a c t i o n ,  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  l o g g i n g  roads ,  a  change i n  management zones f o r  
o f f - r o a d  v e h i c l e  use, and many o t h e r  f o r e s t  a c t i v i t i e s .  

Sne Land and Resource Management P l a n  w i l l  be p repared  f o r  t h e  Klamath F o r e s t  
w i t h i n  t h e  n e x t  4 y e a r s ,  and w i l l  i n c l u d e  e lements  f o r  each o f  t h e  f o r e s t  
r e s o u r c e s .  I n  t h e  i n t e r i m ,  Ranger D i s t r i c t  M u l t i p l e  Use P lans  p r o v i d e  genera l  
gu idance.  Along t h e  S c o t t  R i v e r ,  t h e  S c o t t  R i v e r  Ranger D i s t r i c t  M u l t i p l e  
Use P l a n  c a l l s  f o r  env i ronmenta l  and v i s u a l  p r o t e c t i o n .  T h i s  p l a n ,  p repared  
i n  1972, w i l l  be superseded b y  t h e  F o r e s t  Land and Resource Management P lan,  
i n  which t h e  separa te  r e s o u r c e  e lements  w i l l  be based on updated r e s o u r c e  
i n v e n t o r i e s  and assessments. 

The F o r e s t ' s  V i s u a l  Resource Management d a t a  w i l l  be i n c o r p o r a t e d  i n  t h e  
F o r e s t  P lan.  C u r r e n t l y ,  t h e  v i s u a l  i n v e n t o r y  and recommended v i s u a l  q u a i i  ty  
o b j e c t i v e s  a r e  b e i n g  f i n a l i z e d .  The f i n a l  adopted v i s u a l  q u a l i t y  o b j e c t i v e s  
will be developed as a  p a r t  o f  t h e  F o r e s t  Land and Resource management p l a n n i n g  
process.  

As pac t  of t h e  i n t e r a g e n c y  w a t e r  q u a l i t y  management program r e q u i r e d  under  
S 3 c t i o n  208 o f  t h e  Federa l  Water P o l l u t i o n  C o n t r o l  A c t  (PL 92-500), t h e  
P a c i f i c  Southwest Region o f  t h e  F o r e s t  S e r v i c e  has cooperated w i t h  t h e  
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