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Time qf Use / Grazing History

T —
| - %

July _ September OGBS

| Year | 2010 | 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Pasture | |
| Riparian Allotment — - w____Rest ‘ J Light Graze
5 Eastside Choke-a-man | ﬁl 4/20-5/15 4/15-4/24 l12/1-1.7./15 9/11-9/15,
- ; | JE | 10/16-11/1
,4 Westside Choke-a-man -‘; - = 9/2-9/10

6 Lower Goat Creek

Upper Goat Creek ~ 9/3-9/14

) 7/16-7/26

4 Uppéirry:othorrk' | 9/3-9/14

“Lower North Fork

1,4 Upper South Fork  7/12-7/26
| 6/1-9/30
) Lower South Fork | 7/12-7/26 Late
o Use
3 Cottonwcod Upland o Late
Use
S \Alarm—_c_;rinac ,,,ReSt

9/15-10/6

6/28-7/19  Horses

4/15-5/6



South Fork

Cottonwood Creek
on Bureau of Land
Management (BLM)


















Looking downstream
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Fire Comes to the Basin
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Middle Fork of
Cottonwood Creek on
U.S. Forest Service
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1 min 27 water 10x humus

Infiltration Humus holds 7 X weight
<5% unpalatable In water= 70x more water
species holding capacity
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BLM Photos from
Riparian Monitoring Sites
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Cottonwood Creek (O’ Neil)
1979-2011
Riparian Condition Indices (RCI) Percent Optimum

RCI = Average of streambank stability and streambank cover

Station 2011 2004 1997 1988 1979
1 98% £ 65% 0% 54% 36% P
2 5% (& 64% 69% 39% P
3 68% £ 69% 52% 41% 31% P
4 50% £ 35% 54% 0% 52% F
5 1M% @ 44% 57& 42% 29% F
6 N% E 60% 44% 55% 45% F
7 98% £ 86% 59% 52% 39% P
8 98% £ 89% 62% 42% 27% P
9 0% [~ 76% 67% 46% 17% P
10 67% [ 69% 61% 55% 25% P
11 %% £ 61% 62% 35% 28% P
12 9% £ 91% 68% 4% 30% P
SA-1 61% & 40% 0 0 0
SA-2 91% £ 76% 72% 67% 55% F
SB-1 69% £ 57% 70% 38% 30% P
SB-2 81% E 76% 78% 58% 3% ¢
SB-3 0% £ 63%  69% 39% 35% P
Average 82% £ 67% 62% 51% 30% P

Riparian Condition Indices Ratings
0-40% = Poor

41-60% = Fair

61-80% = Good

81-100% = Excellent




Cottonwood Creek (O’Neil)
1979-2011
Riparian Condition Indices (RCI) Percent Optimum

RCI = Average of streambank stability and streambank cover

Station 2011 ; 1979
1 B% £ ‘ 36% P
2 5% & 39% P
3 68% 4 31% P
4 50% £ 2% F
5 1% .2 29% ¢
6 2% E 45% F
7 8% £ 39% P
8 8% £ 27% P
9 W% £ 17% P
10 67% (A 25% ¢
11 %% E 28% P
12 9% E 30% P
SA-1 61% @& 0
SA-2 91% £ 55% F
SB-1 69% & 30% ¢
SB-2 81% E 33% ¢
SB-3 0% £ 35% p
Average 82% £ 30% P

Riparian Condition Indices Ratings
0-40% = Poor

41-60% = Fair

61-80% = Good

81-100% = Excellent
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Beaver Hold It All
Together
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Gibb Triangle

Control
Goals
Communication

Acceptance
and

Unstable



Gibb Triangle

Goals

Acceptance
and Communication

Trust and Acceptance

Unstable Stable + Rewarding



Control

Goals

Communication

Trust and Acceptance

Stable + Rewarding



This I1s where

we need to be
If we are going to A
get the results

we all want.

Stable + Rewarding






This we know.

The earth does not belong to man;
man belongs to the earth.

This we know.

All things are connected like the blood
which unites one family.
Whatever befalls the earth,

befalls the sons of the earth.

Man did not weave the web of life;
he is merely a strand In it.
Whatever he does to the web,

he does to himself.

— Chief Seattle



Thank You and
Have a Good Day!

Questions?
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