Year Upper Main Gus Pothole Rock Notes and sources
um RK Trask
WATERSHED um1 um2 UM3 | Downstream |  Gs1 653 flume | f:;i:‘”' Gsq | 68 Downstream P2 [PH3flume|pH3habitat| 4 | PHPONTSUEAM gy el Re 1 habitat RK2 RK3 RK4 | Downstream| Mainstem M::'::k“
(umps) (RKDS) vs)
Ownership. WeyCo | WeyCo WeyCo WeyCo WeyCo WeyCo | WeyCo | WeyCo oDF oDF ODF oDF WeyCo WeyCo WeyCo ODF ODF ooF oDF oDF
modified modified modified
Harvest Treatment™ 2012 [noharvest|  clearcut clearcut - no harvest clearcut | clearcut | clearcut - no harvest | no harvest - noharvest|  no harvest noharvest | noharvest | no harvest - - ~ |~ see harvest description document
and retenti clearcut clearcut
‘Abbreviation Harvest and Clearcut-no buffer (CC_NB); Clearcut-buffer (CC_B);
mrian testment REF cene cene REF cene | cons | cens s REF s REF REF REF REF REF one ouftes (1 85 Reforenns (REh
Flevation of dw"m::; T:";" 657.8 684.7 7279 607.9 6112 710 7886 6283 4695 4927 389 3703 3201 647 6804 5784 548 4264 3344 trsk_utm10_83, 1-m Lidar bare earth DEM
5-m Lidar-derived DEM/Al lation, by Dave H-
WS Area (ha) 242 171 392 2788 25 378 204 210 2014 204 154 26 2246 2.2 24 353 2838 669.9 1459 2,621.0 w'" \dar-derive /flow accumulation, by Dave
501(71.8ha
WS Area harvested (ha) 2012 00 156 218 9.1 00 316 17.9 190 | clearcut, 183 ha 167 00 218 1435 00 00 00 00 00 00
thinned)
% WS harvested 2012 0% 91% 56% 25% 0% 92% 8% 0% 30% 82% 0% 92% aa% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Pre-study harvested area (ha) 2005 68ha £26ha| 4, 2.9ha + quarry 647
powerline
Road tincluded in harvested areas; ave width of
Length of road in WS (m) 1033 260 2820 529 1315 915 978 283 1033 1040 701 701 1337 77 1122 r:: d;’ii‘"" included in harvested areas; ave width of
Distance (m) from habitat site to 06 a0 1501 — 059 _ . o1 ~ s o s _ s o s 008 — Made a netwu;i; dataset, using TraskHabitatPts.shp and|
a
Width of riparian buffer after REF | Leave trees™ | Leave trees™ - REF 00 00 00 - 1.3 REF 120 - REF REF REF REF REF - ~ see harvest description document
harvest (m, one side)
Total Site Factor: Relative amount of incident total
Hemispherical photos above 2008 (%) 14.9 15.7 194 194 17.1 - 16.4 145 16.0 87 175 153 18.0 123 104 109 nfa 15.8 (direct + diffuse) radiation that penetrates below canopy|
stream: Mean Total Site Factor for a specified period of time (used 1 June-30 Sept)
2013 (%) 165 313 234 182 169 — 93.0 311 17.7 109 119 17.1 165 133 123 67 n/a 175 Habitat cr
‘Average slopez[:ll;rom 2008 and| 15e 154 s s 1 _ s ar 102 12r s s s e e 102 s Make a netwurzkhjslsset, Using TraskHabitatPts.shp and
Wetted c"z"'['::]“"d'" inlune 147 116 134 363 6.1 - 12 416 1 093 079 33 136 166 458 Habitat crew
e e hee™ | 2008 (mo2ha)| 475 454 315 379 332 450 484 426 405 474 318 319 35 a8 328 4538 366 38 see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
e e | 2013 (m2ia)| 470 48 68 2638 351 39 6.1 31 308 63 361 22 199 460 369 50,0 403 385 see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
""dw":‘izi:"'”bs“a' area | 2008 m2rha)| 15 22 14 20 91 20 18 59 50 48 37 66 52 24 23 36 4.0 32 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
""dw":‘izi:"'”bs“a' area | 2013 mr2tha)| 1.2 03 02 15 9.0 01 01 03 37 17 33 14 31 19 21 37 43 3.0 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
Alder mean ":v‘;' areaacross | 2008 (mr2tha)| 1.0 17 13 16 82 16 15 51 43 28 24 57 22 19 20 32 34 27 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
Alder mean ":v‘;' areaacross| 2013 mr2tha)| 0.8 03 02 12 80 0.0 0.0 02 31 16 23 12 25 15 18 31 32 23 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
Conifer mean cancPy cover | 2008(%) | 736 7.0 92 7.3 88 750 751 700 677 750 594 536 s9.1 7.6 553 784 644 59.6 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
Conifer erosewe” | 20130%) 69.8 s 4.9 434 601 96 133 11 510 184 620 13 380 704 58.5 759 680 63.7 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
Hardwood mean canopy cover| 5005 () 83 96 62 80 210 85 80 155 141 163 130 175 152 106 84 123 110 % GNN data; see notes at bottom oftable (row 39)
Ha""””‘ﬂ:‘;’; we YooY 2013 (%) 63 11 14 58 211 05 06 08 101 34 123 33 2.0 86 78 129 125 9.4 GNN data; see notes at bottom of table (row 39)
Marine Marine Landslide | Marine Marine | Marine Marine
’ Marine Dominant geology: 50% or greater of the sub-basin is
Dominant general geology* Intrusive | Intrusive | sedimentary | sedimentary | Intrusive Intrusive | Intrusive | Intrusive deposit | sedimentary | Marine Volcanics Intrusive Intrusive | sedimentary | sedimentary | sedimentary | Intrusive | Intrusive
Volcanics comprised of indicated lithology
rocks rocks sediments | _rocks rocks rocks rocks
’ ; Sediment
Dominant General lithology type Plutonic | Plutonic | Sedimentary | Sedimentary | Plutonic Plutonic | Plutonic Plutonic Volcanic 2 landoioney | Voleanic Plutonic Plutonic Plutonic | Plutonic
X . Diabase of | Diabase of Diabase of Diabase of | Diabase of | Diabase of Lee's | Basalt dikes and | Tillamook Landslide Siletz River Diabase of Lee's | Diabase of Diabase of | Diabase of
Dominant formation y : Yamhill Yamhill : : y Trask River : Yamhill | Yamhill | Yamhill : :
Lee's Falls | _Lee's Falls Lee's Falls Lee's Falls | Lee's Falls Falls Volcanies deposits Volcanies Falls Lee's Falls Lee's Fall | Lee's Falls
Small amount
- -al -al
Nore-all | yine Marine Nene-all | None-all Marine | Marine volcanics | Landslide Marine | Marine marine Marine Marine | Marine | Marine
Secondary general geology mapped as Intrusive | Intrusive mapped as | mapped as Marine volcanics volcanics near | Instrusive | Instrusive Secondary: second most common geologic type
sedimentary sedimentary sedimentary deposit voleanics | volcanics sedimentary near volcanics | Volcanics | Volcanics
diabase diabase | diabase gage
gage
*Harvest
(Clearcut : A clearcut is a harvest where few seedlings, saplings or poles remain. Two wildlife leave trees and 2 downed los per acre are required. Oregon Coast Geo-region: no overstory retention required.
Modified Clearcut: Clearcuts are modified to leave residual green trees, snags, or trees destined to become snags specificaly for their biological or values. 25 foot no touch buffer on perennial and seasonal streams.
Retention Cut : Retention cuts are similar to partial cuts (sian. BA left). Focus of future Il be on the new/young trees in the stand, rather than the residual trees. 25 foot no touch buffer on perennial and seasonal streams.
Thin: Basal area retention target for thinning = 125 sa ft_+/-5 sa ft per acre. Nonfish bearing 50 feet no touch each side.
[ [ | | |
Notes on rows 18-27 (basal area and canopy cover): i i i 1
;i T t t t t
Matrics below derived by Dave Hockman- 1
Wart based on satelite Gu/det Processing Comments |
GN and Dave Ball T
GNN pixets were clipped by each indvidual watershed |
Conifer mean basal area mi2ha  |Basal arca of ive conifers >= 2.5 cm dbh {PreTvalies of basal rea {FAY ard canopy eover (CARCO Ve
mulbplied by the Gount value (1-e., number of pixels with a given set of
Hardwood mean basal area m'2ha  |Basal area of ive hardwoods >= 2 5 cm dbh aibues)
e product of Court * BA and Gourt * CANCOV were summed for al
Alder mean basal area m\2ha  |Basal area of Alnus rubra e
; Canopy cover of al conifers calculated using melhods in he Forest Vegelaion Simulaiorfor ||
Conifer mean canopy cover BBt o o bt o £ e it Thesums for aach BA and GANCOV fs were dnided by he sl
Ganopy cover o all harcwoods. calcuated using methods in he Forest Vegelation Simualor P OA 0 ACh 8102100 15 ATk A1 a1 OVSTAL A0S MAkiS DK
Hardwoodmean canopy cover |perce |- inygtory plots; sum of oceuar estimates for Ecology piots each WS area
1 I | | l | | | |
| | | | | | | | |
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