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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The City ofBandon (City), through a Oregon Division of State Lands (DSL) program, hired
Pacific Habitat Services, In~. (PHS) to conduct a Local Wetlands Inventory (LWI) for 2,794­
acres within the City's Urban Growth Boundary. The study area is in Coos County (Township 28
South, Range 14 West, Sections 19,30 and 31; Range 15 West, Sections 25 and 36; Township
29 South, Range 14 West, Section 6; and Range 15 West, Sections 1 and 12). The study area
includes portions of Simpson Creek, Ferry Creek, Gross Creek, Tupper Creek, Johnson Creek
and the Coquille River. Figure 1 illustrates the location of the study area. Figures are in
Appendix A.

The goal of the study is to address the requirements of Statewide Planning Goal 5 (Natural
Resources, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Open Spaces), and Oregon Administrative Rule
(OAR) Section 660, Division 23. The objective of Goal 5 is to "protect natural resources and
conserve scenic, historic and open space resources for present and future generations."
Specifically, the City hired PHS to determine the location and extent of wetlands; assess the
quality of the wetlands; and determine which of these wetlands are significant according to the
requirements of Goal 5. A Riparian Inventory and Assessment was also funded under the same
grant and is submitted as a separate report.

This report begins by discussing the definitions used in the report and inventory (Section 2),
followed by the methodology used to conduct the field work for the LWI, the wetland assessment
methodology, and the methodology used to produce the maps for the inventory (Section 3).
Cartography for the project is outlined in Section 4; Section 5 outlines staff qualifications of
individuals at PHS who worked on the project; Section 6 discusses the study area characteristics,
such as the climate, topography, soils and vegetation; Section 7 discusses the Local Wetlands
Inventory results, including wetland distribution, acreage, and Cowardin classification, as well as
the results ofthe Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology; Section 8 discusses the
determination of significant wetlands according to Goal 5; Section 9 provides a project summary;
Section 10 includes references.

There are seven appendices to the report. Appendix A contains the Figures. Appendix B contains
the wetland characterization sheets for each wetland, organized by wetland code. The
characterization sheets note wetland location, tax lots, acreage, Cowardin classification, soil
series, wetland vegetation, adjacent upland vegetation, and other notes related to adjacent
wetlands or hydrology. This form was completed for each wetland unit, regardless of whether it
was an on-site or off-site determination.

Appendix C contains the wetland determination data forms. These forms document the sample
points taken for the on-site wetlands. Hydrology, soils, and dominant vegetation are recorded for
each sample point in order to determine whether it is wetland or upland.

City ofBandon - Local Wetlands Inventory
Page -1 -



Appendix n is the Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology data and summary for
each wetland unit. Each wetland's functions and conditions are assessed according to an
established state methodology. The results and rationale are also summarized for each wetland
unit. In addition, a detennination of significance for each wetland unit is included in Appendix E.

Appendix F contains a non-comprehensive listing of plant species encountered or expected
within the project area. The OFWAM Wetland Characterization Field Fonns are in Appendix G.

2.0 DEFINITIONS

These terms helped define the methodology used for the City ofBandon Local Wetlands
Inventory and may be referred to in this report.

1987 Manual

The Corps ofEngineers Wetlands Delineation Manual, Technical Report Y-87-1.
(Environmental Laboratory 1987)

This manual is used by the Corps and DSL to document the location ofwetlands
within the State ofOregon. The 1987 manual provides technical criteria, field
indicators, and recommended procedures to be used in determining whether an area is
a jurisdictional wetland. Undisturbed areas require three criteria for them to be
classified as wetland. These criteria are hydric soils, a dominance ofhydrophytic,
vegetation, and wetland hydrology.

Cowardin Wetland Classification

The classification ofwetlands as defined by plants, soils and the frequency offlooding
is described in "Classification ofwetlands and deepwater habitats ofthe United
States. "(Cowardin, et. al. 1979) See Palustrine System.

GoalS

Goal 5 (OAR 660, Division 23) is intended "to protect natural resources, and conserve
scenic and historic areas and open spaces." (DLCn, 1995)

Growing Season

"The portion ofthe year when soil temperatures at 19. 7 inches below the soil surface
are higher than biological zero (410Fahrenheit, 50 Celsius)." (CaE, 1987)

The growing season for any given site or location is detennined from Natural Resource
Conservation Service (NRCS, fonnerly the U.S. Soil Conservation Service SCS) data
and infonnation. The length ofthe season can be approximated from frost-free days,
based on air temperature.
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Hydric Soils

"Soils which are ponded, flooded, or saturatedfor long enough during the growing
season to develop anaerobic conditions. " (USDA, SCS, 1985)

Periodic saturation of soils causes alternation of reduced and oxidized conditions,
which leads to the fonnation ofredoximorphic features (gleying and mottling).
Mineral hydric soils will be either gleyed or will have bright mottles and/or low matrix
chroma. The redoximorphic feature known as gley is a result of greatly reduced soil
conditions, which result in a characteristic grayish, bluish or greenish soil color. The
tenn mottling is used to describe areas ofcontrasting color within a soil matrix. The
soil matrix is the portion of the soil layer that has the predominant color. Soils that
have brightly colored mottles and a low matrix chroma are indicative of a fluctuating
water table.

Hydric soil indicators include: organic content of greater than 50% by volume, sulfidic
material or "rotten egg" smell, and/or presence ofredoximorphic features and dark soil
matrix, as detennined by the use of a Munsell Soil Color Chart. This chart establishes
the chroma, value and hue ofsoils based on comparison with color chips. Mineral
hydric soils usually have a matrix chroma of2 or less in mottled soils, or a matrix
chroma of 1 or less in unmottled soils.

Hydrogeomorphic (HGM) Wetland Classification

A method ofassessing wetlands using the physical, chemical, and biological functions
ofwetlands. It is based on the relationship ofgeomorphic setting, water source, and
hydrodynamics. (Brinson, 1993)

Hydrophytic Vegetation

"Plant life growing in water or on a substrate that is at least periodically deficient in
oxygen as a result ofexcessive water content. " (National Resource Council, 1995)

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, in the National List ofPlant Species that Occur in
Wetlands, has established five basic groups ofvegetation based on their frequency of
occurrence in wetlands. These categories, referred to as the "wetland indicator status,"
are as follows: obligate wetland plants (OBL), facultative wetland (FACW),
facultative (FAC), facultative upland (FACU), and obligate upland (UPL).

Local Wetlands Inventory (LWI)

An inventory of all wetlands greater than 0.5 acres in size within a local jurisdiction
using the standards and procedures of OAR 141-86-110 through 141-86-240.

City ofBandon - Local Wetlands Inventory
Page - 3-



In 1989, the Oregon State legislature authorized DSL to develop a statewide wetlands
inventory for planning and regulatory purposes. Accordingly, DSL established Local
Wetlands Inventory(LWI) standards and guidelines under ORS 196.674. An approved
LWI replaces the National Wetlands Inventory maps and is incorporated into the
statewide wetlands inventory.

An LWI is conducted using color or color infrared aerial photographs taken within 5
years of the inventory initiation and at a minimum scale of 1 inch = 400 feet
(1" = 400'). Wetlands are located using the on-site option where access to property is
allowed, or off-site where access is denied. Wetlands can be mapped off-site by using
information such as topographic and National Wetlands Inventory maps, aerial
photographs, and soils surveys.

The approximate location ofwetlands is placed on a parcel-based map. The parcel­
based map allows the property owner, the local jurisdiction, and DSL, to know which
tax lots may contain wetlands.

The maps and documents produced for the LWI are intended for planning purposes
only. Mapped wetland boundaries are accurate to within 25 feet; however, there may
be unmapped wetlands that are subject to regulation. In all cases, actual field
conditions determine wetland boundaries.

Palustrine System (P-)

"All nontidal wetlands dominated by trees, shrubs, persistent emergents, emergent
mosses or lichens and all such wetlands that occur in tidal areas where salinity is less
than 0.5%. This includes areas traditionally called swamps, marshes, fens, as well as
shallow, permanent or intermittent water bodies called ponds. " (Cowardin et. al.
1979)

• Emergent Wetland (PEM)

These wetlands have rooted herbaceous vegetation, which stand erect above the water
or ground surface.

• Scrub-shrub Wetland (PSS)

Wetlands dominated by shrubs and tree saplings that are less than 20 feet high.

• Forested Wetland (PFO)

Wetlands dominated by trees that are greater than 20 feet high.

• Open Water, excavated (POWx)

A wetland class consisting ofareas ofwater less than 6.6feet deep that lies within a
basin or channel excavated by man.
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Water Resource

"An intermittent or perennial stream, pond, river, lake and including their adjacent
wetlands. " (DSL, 1998)

Waters of the State

Natural waterways including all tidal and nontidal bays, intermittent streams,
constantlyflowing streams, lakes, wetlands and other bodies ofwater in this state,
navigable and nonnavigable. Natural waterways are defined as: waterways created
naturally by geological and hydrological processes, and waterways that would be
natural but for human-caused disturbances (e.g. channelized or culverted streams,
impounded waters, partially drained wetlands orponds created in wetlands). (ORS
196.800-196.990, 1995)

Wetland

"Those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a
frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do
support, a prevalence ofvegetation typically adaptedfor life in saturated soil
conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas. "
(Federal Register 1982).

Wetland Assessment

Determining the relative quality ofa wetland by assessing its functions and
conditions. The methodology generally used to determine the relative quality of
wetlands for purposes ofan L WI is the Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment
Methodology. (Roth, et. aL 1996)

Wetland Classification

The classification ofwetlands as defined by plants, soils and the frequency offlooding
is described in "Classification ofwetlands and deepwater habitats ofthe United
States. "(Cowardin, et. aL 1979) See Palustrine System.

Wetland Condition

"The integrity ofa wetland's physical and biological structure. This determines the
ability ofthe wetland to perform specific functions, as well as its resilience and
enhancement opportunities." (Roth et aI., 1996)
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Wetland Function

"A characteristic action or behavior associated with a wetland that contributes to a
larger ecological condition such as wildlife habitat, water quality and/or flood
control. " (Roth, et. al. 1996)

Wetland Hydrology

"Permanent orperiodic inundation orprolonged soil saturation sufficient to create
anaerobic conditions in the upper soil profile. " (COE, 1987)

Wetlands Regulation

Wetlands in Oregon are regulated by the Division of State Lands (DSL) under the
Removal-Fill Law (DRS 196.800-196.990) and by the U.S. Anny Corps ofEngineers
(Corps) through Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

3.0 PROJECT METHODOLOGY

3.1 Public Involvement

Prior to beginning the inventory, the City ofBandon mailed letters to landowners who had
areas ofmapped hydric soils, soils with hydric inclusions, National Wetlands Inventory
mapped wetlands, or suspected wetland areas on their property. The letter was a notice
requesting permission for site access.

Landowners were requested to either grant site access, deny site access, or grant access by
appointment. A parcel-based map of the Urban Growth Boundary ofBandon was prepared
showing those parcels where access was approved, denied or an appointment was requested.
These property boundaries were transferred to an aerial photo base map by PHS staff for use
during the inventory.

A public meeting was held on September 25,2001, to introduce the project to the residents of
Bandon. This meeting was held prior to the date required for return of the access request
letters to answer any questions affected landowners may have had for representatives of the
City, PHS, or DSL.

A second public meeting was held on February 5,2003, to present the draft results of the wetland
inventory to the residents ofBandon.

Landowners were requested to mark a box on the access notice, either granting site access,
denying site access, or granting access by appointment. Ifthere was no response, individual
landowners may have been contacted directly either by the City or PHS.
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3.2 Local Wetlands Inventory Methodology

3.2.1 Routine Off-site Determination

Prior to beginning field work, off-site mapping was conducted to determine the approximate location
of wetland boundaries based on available information. This information included the USGS
topographic quadrangles, the Soil Survey for the Coos County, Oregon, the National Wetlands
illventory maps, the South Bandon Refinement Plan, the Storm Drain Master Plan, and September
2000 color aerial photographs at a scale of 1 inch = 400 feet

If access to land was allowed, the wetland boundaries were verified in the field (see Section
3.2.2). If access was not granted or the site was not accessible, the boundaries were based on
the mapping conducted in the office, and on observation ofwetland boundaries from adjacent
roads or properties.

ill addition, off-site potential wetlands less than 0.5 acres in size were marked on the map and
coded with a "PW" for potential wetland. Ponds and streams were also marked on the map as
other potentially jurisdictional waters.

3.2.2 Routine On-site Determination

Where property access permission had been granted and the site was physically accessible (i.e.
not overrun with gorse), on-site observation and inspection of soils, vegetation, and hydrology
were made using the Routine On-site method of the 1987 manual. Soil pits were excavated up
to a depth ofapproximately 18-inches in selected locations. The soil profiles were examined
for hydric soils and wetland hydrology field indicators. A visual percent-cover estimate ofthe
dominant species ofthe plant community for a maximum 30-foot radius was conducted at
each sampling location. Sampling locations were chosen to document a change in the wetland
boundary and a particular plant community visible on an aerial photograph. Data was recorded
in the field and transferred to computer-generated wetland delineation data sheets in the
office.

Field work for the inventory was conducted between October 2001 and October 2002. No
wetland boundaries were staked or flagged in the field.

3.3 Wetland Quality Assessment

3.3.1 The Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology

The quality ofwetlands in the study area was assessed using the Oregon Freshwater Wetland,
Assessment Methodology (OFWAM) (Roth et al. 1996). OFWAM was developed by an
interagency committee to as'sess the relative quality ofwetlands primarily for planning and
educational purposes. Copies of the methodology are available from DSL for a fee. OFWAM
does not assign a numeric ranking to the wetlands, but does determine the relative quality of
six functions and three conditions for each of the wetlands. A description of each ofthe
functions and conditions is included below.
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Wetland Functions

Wildlife habitat: Evaluates the habitat diversity for species usually associated with wetlands,
without emphasizing one particular species. Wetlands assessed by OFWAM can provide
diverse habitat for wildlife, habitat for some wildlife species, or does not provide habitat.

Fish habitat: Evaluates how a wetland contributes to fish habitat in streams, ponds or lakes
associated with a wetland. The questions are suitable for both warmwater and coldwater fish
and no particular species is emphasized. Wetlands assessed by OFWAM can have fish habitat
function intact, impacted or degraded, or lost or not present.

Water Quality: Evaluates the potential of a wetland to reduce the impacts of excess nutrients
in storm water runoff on downstream waters. A wetland's water quality function can be
assessed by OFWAM as intact, impacted or degraded, or lost or not present.

Hydrologic control: Evaluates the effectiveness of a wetland to reduce downstream flood
peaks and store floodwaters. A wetland's hydrologic control functions can be assessed by
OFWAM as intact, impacted or degraded, or lost or not present.

Education: Evaluates the suitability of a wetland to provide educational opportunity and act as
an "outdoor classroom." A wetland assessed by OFWAM can have educational uses, have the
potential to provide, or not be appropriate for educational uses.

Recreation: Evaluates the suitability of a wetland and associated watercourses for non­
powered boating, fishing, and similar recreational activities. Wetlands assessed by OFWAM
can provide, have the potential to provide, or not provide recreational opportunities.

Wetland Conditions

Sensitivity to Future Impacts: Evaluates the wetland's ability to sustain itself and its ability to
recover from future impacts. It is an indication ofrisk to the wetland because of future
changes in the watershed and surrounding land. A wetland can be assessed by OFWAM as
sensitive to future impacts, potentially sensitive to future impacts, or not sensitive to future
impacts. An undisturbed forested wetland is more sensitive to future impact than a wetland
that has already been disturbed, such as agricultural wetland.

Enhancement Potential: Evaluates the suitability of a degraded wetland for enhancement. A .
wetland providing this condition does not provide one or more of the functions assessed by .
OFWAM. A wetland fulfilling this condition, therefore, would be of lower overall quality
than a wetland providing wildlife habitat, fish habitat, etc. Wetlands that provide diverse .
wildlife habitat were not assessed in this section, as per the revised OFWAM. Wetlands are
assessed as either high enhancement potential, moderate enhancement potential, or little
enhancement potential.

Aesthetic quality: Evaluates the visual and aesthetic quality of the wetland. Wetlands can be
considered pleasing, moderately pleasing, or not pleasing.
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3.3.2 Wetlands of Special Interest for Pr~tection

The first filter in OFWAM is to determine whether the wetland is in a management plan, is a
mitigation site protected by a deed restriction, is protected by regulatory rules or statutes, or is
uncommon in Oregon. Ten questions are answered for each wetland and a "yes" answer to any
of the questions puts the wetland into the "special interest for protection" category. If the
wetland falls into this category, it is noted on the wetland characterization sheet.

3.3.3 Field Methodology

During the process ofdetermining the boundaries for the LWI, data were also collected for the
process ofdetermining its relative quality. Data collected for this purpose are explained in the
Wetland Characterization section of OFWAM. Data collected in the field included the
Cowardin classes, the types ofdisturbance (if any) in the wetland area, the hydrology of the
wetland area (e.g. the location ofconstrictions, connections to other wetlands), the presence of
fish, large woody debris, the degree ofvegetative cover, and other information necessary to
complete the assessment of the wetland in the office.

If the wetland determination was off-site, the OFWAM section and wetland characterization
was based on review of the aerial photographs and knowledge ofother similar or adjacent
wetlands.

3.3.4 Office Assessment

Subsequent to the field work, the data collected for each wetland were used to answer
questions for each function and condition. Additional information on the wetlands, the
landscape and the general area were gathered in the office. The answers within each function
and condition section of the methodology were entered into a computer spreadsheet, which
automatically displays the results of the assessment methodology.

Certain criteria were established for the OFWAM assessment prior to beginning. The
following is a list ofcertain standards or assumptions that were used in answering the
assessment questions:

Water Quality: Johnson Creek and the Coquille River are listed as water quality limited on the
Oregon Department ofEnvironmental Quality 303(d) list (ODEQ, 1998). Johnson Creek is:
listed for temperature and the Coquille River is listed for bacteria. This information was used
in the following questions in OFWAM: Wildlife, question 7; Fish Habitat, question 4; Water
Quality, question 6; and Sensitivity to Future Impacts, question 3. It is also used in the
determination of Locally Significant wetlands, as wetlands within ~ mile of a listed stream
and having intact or impacted water quality function would meet the criteria for a Locally
Significant wetland
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Fish Habitat: DSL maps both Ferry Creek and the Coquille River as Essential Salmonid
Habitat (ESH). The Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife (ODFW) was contacted and the
following information was provided by Alan Ritchey, ODFW. See Table in Appendix G.

Cutthroat and Stickleback observed in 1990
Cutthroat, Steelhead, Coho, Scul in, Stickleback

No data, fish barrier culvert at Coquille River. Possibly
Stickleback. Historicall likel a fish-bearin stream

Tu er Creek
Johnson Creek
Coquille River

No data available
Cutthroat, Lam re , and Scul in observed in 1990

Chinook, Chum, Coho, Steelhead, Cutthroat, Lamprey,
Sturgeon, Pacific herring, American shad, Rainbow trout, Surf

smelt, Eulachon, Redtail surfperch, Shiner perch, Striped
seaperch, Pile perch, Silver surfperch, White seaperch,

Speckled sanddab, Pacific sandlance, English sole, Sand sole,
Starry flounder, Buffalo sculpin, Bay pipefish, Saddleback

el, Stri ed bass + others

Federal Endangered Species Act Status of Fish Species Found in the Bandon Area

Steelhead Trout Oncorhynchus mykiss Oregon coast Candidate
March 19th,

1998
Coastal Cutthroat Oncorhynchus clarki

Oregon coast Candidate April 1999
Trout* clarki

Coho Salmon
Oncorhynchus

Oregon coast Threatened
August

kisutch 1998

Chum Salmon Oncorhynchus keta Oregon coast Not warranted March 1998

*under jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

This information was used to answer questions in the Fish Habitat, question 6.

Floodplains: A 100-year floodplain is mapped along the Coquille River, Ferry Creek and
Johnson Creek. Question 1 in Hydrologic Control was answered using this information.

Land Use: The City provided a zoning map of properties within city limits, for the study area.
Questions 6 and 7 in Hydrologic Control and question 5 in Sensitivity to Future Impacts were
answered based on this information.
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Enhancement Potential: The enhancement potential section was not required if the wetland
was assessed with "diverse wildlife habitat", as per OFWAM directive. In addition, question 3
was specifically directed towards wetlands whose primary source ofhydrology was surface
water. If this was not the case, question 3 was not answered.

4.0 CARTOGRAPHY

Color aerial photographs were obtained for use in the field. These photos are September 2000
true color, with a scale of approximately 1 inch = 400 feet. Clear acetate was overlaid and
pennanently registered on the photographs and preliminary wetland boundaries and data point
locations were drawn directly on the acetate in the field. In addition, areas within the project
area where pennission to enter was denied were drawn on the acetate overlays. The wetland
boundaries and approximate affected tax lot boundaries were then transferred into a digital
fonnat and inserted into a computer-based map obtained from the City ofBandon.

Additional layers added to the AutoCAD base map included watershed basin boundaries,
streams from the USGS, additional geographic names, wetland codes, and sample point
locations. A hydrologic basin refers to the drainage area for an individually named stream or
creek. The determination of the basins was partially based on the Stonn Water Master Plan
basins, however some were combined due to their small size and lack ofwetlands. The study
area was divided into five hydrologic basins: Simpson Creek, Ferry Creek, Gross Creek,
Tupper Creek, and Johnson Creek

Each wetland was assigned a code beginning with the three letter watershed designation 'and a
wetland number (e.g. FER-l for Ferry Creek and JOH-l for Johnson Creek). Wetlands that
were hydrologically connected but separated by roads were labeled with a code modifier (e.g.
JOH-3A, 3B). Wetlands that were field verified are hatched differently on the maps.

In addition to the base map, PHS generated a series ofmaps including the project boundary
(Figure 1), soils (Figure 2), and the National Wetlands Inventory map (Figure 3).

5.0 STAFF QUALIFICATIONS

The inventory was conducted by wetland scientists with extensive experience in wetland
inventories and the GoalS process. The following summarizes the project team experience.:

John van Staveren:

Project Role:
Project Responsibility:

PresidentlNatural Resources Division; Senior Scientist;
Professional Wetland Scientist

Project Manager
Contract negotiations, monthly billing
Wetland and riparian inventory field work and assessment
Public presentations
Quality control
Project coordination
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John van Staveren has managed over 600 wetlands-related projects, including 12 large-scale
wetland inventories; conducted over 750 wetland delineations; testified at numerous public
hearings; and provided expert witness testimony. He served as technical advisor to two Citizen
Advisory Committees responsible for establishing criteria for the determination of significant
wetlands for purposes of Goal 5 and the determination of significant natural resources for
purposes of Goal 17.

John van Staveren served on two Oregon Division of State Land's Technical Advisory
Committees (TACs) responsible for developing statewide policy on wetlands. These TACs are
to establish statewide criteria for determining locally significant wetlands for Goal 5 and to
establish a payment option for wetland mitigation. He was a Wetlands Expert team member
providing analysis ofthe OFWAM, and was a reviewer for the latest revision to the
methodology.

Patricia Farrell: Professional Wetland Scientist

Project Role:
Project Responsibility:

Assistant Project Manager
Wetland and riparian inventory field work and assessment
Technical report writing
Quality control and editing

Patricia Farrell is a Professional Wetlands Scientist with a bachelor's degree in biology and a
master's in landscape architecture. Patricia has played a major role in eleven Local Wetlands
Inventories, conducted Goal 5 and Goal 17 natural resource surveys, conducted riparian .
inventories, and applied the Oregon Freshwater Assessment Methodology to hundreds of
wetlands. She has also assisted in the development of local ordinances related to protection of
significant Goal 5 natural resources and in the development of the Urban Riparian Inventory
and Assessment Guide.

Shawn Eisner: Wetland Scientist

Project Role:
~roject Responsibility:

Wefland Scientist
Wetland and riparian inventory field work and assessment
Quality control and editing
Report writing
Data input

Shawn has Bachelor's degrees in Earth and Environmental Sciences. Shawn provides
specialized support pertaining to wetland delineations, determinations, and monitoring; stream
and natural resource assessments and environmental permit processing. He conducts field
work and data collection for Local Wetland Inventories and is involved in report preparation
and wetland/riparian assessments.
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·Fred Small: Wetland Scientist, Botanist

Project Role: Botanist, Wetland Scientist
Project Responsibility: Wetland and riparian inventory field work and assessment

Plant identification and cataloging
Report writing

Fred Small has a bachelor's degree in biology with strong emphasis in botany. Fred has
delineated over 100 wetlands; played a role in several large scale local wetland inventories;
conducted rare, threatened, endangered plant surveys for sites in the Oregon Cascades,
Willamette Valley, and Oregon Coast.

Michele Eccleston: Wetland Scientist

Project Role:
Project Responsibility:

Wetland Scientist
Wetland and riparian inventory field work and assessment
Report writing

Tom Rodgers:

Project Role:
Project Responsibility:

Michele Eccleston has delineated numerous wetlands and prepared wetland mitigation plans.
She has conducted an LWI and riparian inventory in Bandon and helped conducted OFWAM,
data collection and wetland characterization.

AutoCAD and Arc-Info Specialist

Cartographer
Mapping
Graphics

Tom Rodgers is a computer graphics specialist, with experience in the production ofLocal
Wetlands Inventories. He is proficient with AutoCAD Map, Arc-View and Arc-Info
programs. He has prepared the maps for several LWIs and coordinated with Planning
Departments and Council of Governments to ensure that map products and digital information
is compatible with local operating systems.

Jane Le Blanc: Technical Editor

Project Role:
Project Responsibility:

Technical Editor
Graphics
Report editing, formatting and layout
Data input

Jane Le Blanc is a technical editor and provides permitting support for PHS. Her duties
include formatting and editing wetland reports, proposals, and letters as well as data input.
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6.0 STUDY AREA CHARACTERISTICS

6.1 Setting

The study area includes the City ofBandon's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Bandon is
located on the south coast and includes a historic downtown, cranberry bogs, the mouth of the
Coquille River, the Coquille River lighthouse and Bullards Beach State Park. Bandon Marsh
is located along the eastern edge of the river and the rocky outcroppings just off shore are part
of a National Wildlife Refuge. The area is mostly residentiaVrural residential, with small areas
devoted to public facilities (e.g. parks, schools), commercial, industrial and agricultural.

6.2 Topography

The City ofBandon is located in the junction of the Coquille River and the Pacific Ocean. The
northern portion of the study area, including the downtown area, is lower in elevation, ranging
from approximately 5 feet to 60 feet National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD). The
southern portion is higher in elevation and is situated along a marine terrace, with elevations
ranging from 80 feet to 100 feet NGVD. Just inland from Beach Loop Road is a low dunal
ridge that runs north/south.

Several minor topographic features include excavated ponds, cranberry bogs and intennittent
and perennial drainages.

6.3 Hydrology

6.3.1 Hydrologic Features of the Bandon Study Area

The main hydrologic features ofthe Bandon area are the Coquille River, Ferry Creek,
Simpson Creek and Johnson Creek. Smaller drainages include Tupper Creek and Gross Creek.
Simpson, Ferry and Gross Creek drain to the Coquille River. Tupper and Johnson Creeks
drain to the Pacific Ocean.

Simpson Creek is located at the northern end of the UGH. It is a perennial stream that has
been dammed at the Highway 101 crossing and has fonned a large pond on the east side ofthe
highway. This creek flows into the Bandon Marsh wildlife area along the Coquille River. :

Ferry Creek is also a perennial tributary to the river. It is located in a deep broad ravine that­
remains mostly undeveloped, with extensive scrub shrub and forested wetlands associated
with it. At the tenninus near the Coquille River the creek is confined to a concrete channel'
near the City's sewage treatment plant.

Gross Creek is a small drainage in the residential areas to the west of"old town". It originates
in the flat plateau west ofHighway 101 and is channelized through public school properties
before fonning a deep ravine down the slope to the Coquille River. At its tenninus with the
river the creek enters a culvert and is piped to the river. This culvert likely blocks fish passage
to the creek for anadromous fish.
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Tupper Creek is a very small, possibly intermittent drainage that is located on the west side of
the low dune on the upper plateau. It flows through residential areas and then forms a steep
ravine to drain directly to the ocean.

Johnson Creek is a perennial drainage in the southern portion of the study area. Several
drainages and ditches feed this creek. Portions ofthe creek are relatively undisturbed with
forest and shrub canopy, however the lower reaches are in the Face Rock Golf Course and
here the creek has been modified. It drains to the ocean under Beach Loop Road.

Table 1. Extent of Drainages in the Bandon LWI Study Area

Simpson Creek
Ferry Creek
Gross Creek
Tupper Creek
Johnson Creek
Coquille River

1,520 linear feet
4,400 linear feet
4,600 linear feet
1,600 linear feet
11,200 linear feet
8,800 linear feet

In addition to surface water, precipitation plays an important role in the hydrology of the area.
Bandon receives an average of 55 to 75 inches of rainfall per year. This, in combination with
extensive areas ofpoorly drained soils, account for perched water table conditions and
seasonal inundation ofdepressional areas.

6.3.2 Watershed Designation

As mentioned previously, the study area was divided into five watersheds. The watershed
boundaries were based on topography, observations of drainage patterns in the field and the
Storm Water Master Plan. The watersheds and their sizes are listed in Table 2 below:

Table 2: Watersheds and Acreages for the Bandon LWI

397.54
386.96
457.27
206.71

1,081.94
253.08
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6.3.3 Hydrologic Indicators

Direct indicators ofhydrology observed during the inventory included soils saturated at or near
the surface, inundation, wetland drainage patterns and/or a shallow water table. Indirect
indicators included oxidized rhizospheres with living roots, algal mats, and water stained
leaves.

6.4 Soils

Table 3 lists the soils that have been mapped by the Natural Resources Conservation Service
(formerly the Soil Conservation Service) within the study area. Figure 2 is a soils map for the
project area.

Table 3. Soil units and their Hydric Soils Status for the Bandon LWI

~~"'<
3

5A
5B
8B
8C
8E
9
11
28
57

59D
60D
6lD

62

Beaches
Blacklock fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes
Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes
Bullards sandy loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes
Bullards sandy loam, 7 to 12 percent slopes
Bullards sandy loam, 30 to 50 percent slopes
Chetco silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes
Clatsop mucky peat, 0 to 1 percent slope
Heceta fine sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes
Odorthents, level 0 to 1 percent slope
Waldport fine sand, 0 to 30 percent slopes
Waldport-Dune land complex, 12 to 30 percent slopes

Waldport-Heceta fine sands, 0 to 30 percent slopes

Willanch fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

N/A
Poorly drained
Poorly drained
Well drained
Well drained
Well drained

Very poorly drained
Very poorly drained

Poorly drained
Varies

Excessively drained
Excessively drained
Excessively drained

-poorly drained
Poorly drained

No
Yes
Yes
No
No
-No
Yes
Yes
Yes
No
No
No
No

Yes

A variety of soil types were sampled during field visits to the study area; surface features are
described on data sheets in Appendix C. Hydric soil indicators observed during the survey; ,
included low chroma soils, both with and without mottling, and an aquic moisture regime in
some locations. '
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6.5 Vegetation

6.5.1 Overview

The City ofBandon is located within the Sitka Spruce (Picea sitchensis) Forest Zone (as
characterized by Franklin and Dyrness, 1973). This vegetation zone occupies a low-elevation
strip along the immediate coastline, often only a few miles wide, and is subject to a relatively
wet and mild climate. The zone is distinguished largely by the presence of Sitka spruce,
frequent summer fogs, and proximity to the ocean.

Common trees found in this region include Sitka spruce, western hemlock (Tsuga
heterophylla), western red cedar (Thuja plicata), Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), shore
pine (Pinus contorta) and red alder (Alnus rubra). Further discussion of plant communities
within the interior valleys of western Oregon can be found in Natural Vegetation ofOregon
and Washington (Franklin and Dyrness 1973).

Perhaps the most distinctive botanical features ofBandon is the presence of Gorse (Ulex
europaeus), a highly invasive, thorny shrub species that has found a niche in Bandon. It
thrives in mild climates with sandy or gravelly soil and has formed dense thickets in extensive
areas within the UGB.

6.5.2 Vegetation Communities

Plant communities encountered within the Bandon study area include upland coniferous 'forest,
upland mixed coniferous/deciduous forest, disturbed shrublands, developed-urban, wetland, and
riparian. Wetland communities can be further distinguished as palustrine/open water,
palustrine/emergent, palustrine/scrub-shrub, and palustrine/forested, following the Cowardin
classification system developed for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Cowardin, et al. 1979).
Each of the above communities is described in the sections below. In addition, a non­
comprehensive list ofplants for the area is included in Appendix F.

Upland Coniferous Forest

The dominant species in the coniferous overstory are Douglas fir, Sitka spruce, western
hemlock, shore pine and western red cedar. Understory plants vary greatly with the density of
the tree canopy. A closeci canopy forest tends to suppress understory species diversity and :.
density, though species such as false lily-of-the-valley (Maianthemum dilatatum) and swor~

fern (Polystichum munitum) are commonly encountered. Openings in the canopy allow greater
shrub development, with salmonberry (Rubus spectabilis), salal (Gaultheria shallon),
evergreen huckleberry (Vaccinium ovatum), red elderberry (Sambucus racemosa), Scot's
broom (Cytisus scoparius) and gorse often evident.
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Upland Mixed Coniferous-Deciduous Forest

The conifer species mentioned above may be co-dominant with deciduous hardwoods such as
red alder, bigleafmaple (Acer macrophyllum), and willows (Salix spp.). Shrub understories
are often well-:developed due to a more open tree overstory for much of the year. Common
shrubs include salmonberry, red elderberry, myrtle (Myrica californica), evergreen
huckleberry, salal, red flowering currant (Ribes sanguineum) and cascara (Rhamnus
purshiana).

Developed-Urban

Plant communities in large portions ofthe City ofBandon study area have been influenced by
human activities for most ofthis century. The study area includes developed commercial areas
and single-family residential subdivisions, commercial cranberry bogs, as well as widely
dispersed rural residential. Residences, businesses, parking areas, roads, and sidewalks all
represent unvegetated or landscaped areas. Vegetation is often ofhorticultural origin or weedy
in these areas. The fringes of these developed areas may have been subject to disturbance as
well, often allowed to regenerate as red alder, Scot's broom, gorse or blackberry thickets.

Disturbed Shrub Land

This community is dominated by gorse primarily, with Scot's broom and Himalayan
blackberry as secondary species. Large areas within the central UGB are dominated by this
plant community.

Wetlands

Wetland areas are generally transitional between upland or riparian areas and truly aquatic
sites with permanently open water. Open water mayor may not be present. Within Bandon,
due to the impermeability of the soils and the high rainfall, a perched water table can persist
through much of the year

Palustrine forested wetlands (PFO) in the area are dominated primarily by an overstory of
Sitka spruce, western hemlock, western red cedar, and red alder. Palustrine scrub/shrub (PSS)
wetlands typically include sapling red alder, Hookers willows (Salix hookeriana), and
twinberry (Lonicera involucrata). Palustrine emergent wetlands (PEM) are dominated by
herbaceous species such as sedges (Carex spp.) water parsley (Oenanthe sarmentosa), rushes
(Juncus spp.), birds foot trefoil (Lotus corniculatus), skunk cabbage (Lysichitum
americanum), lady fern (Athyriumfilixfemina) creeping buttercup (Ranunculus repens) and'
wetland grasses, such as meadow foxtail (Alopecurus pratensis), common velvetgrass (Holcus
lanatus) and creeping bentgrass (Agrostis stolonifera)..

Riparian

Riparian forests are often similar to the upland mixed coniferous-deciduous forests, though
species preferring wetter sites may be more common. Alder and willow dominate in the wetter
areas, with Sitka spruce and bigleafmaple more common in the drier riparian zones.
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6.5.3 Wetland and Upland Indicator Species

Species lists ofcommonly encountered plants, along with their status as indicators of wetland
conditions, have been prepared for all regions ofthe country by the USFWS (1988). The
status of a particular plant, as discussed in Section 2.0, is the probability of that plant
occurring in a wetland. Many plants, however, are found in transitional areas between
wetlands and uplands. These areas are usually characterized by flat to gradually sloping terrain
where the species composition may not reflect true wetland boundaries. In such areas, a
species with a status ofFACU may extend into the wetland areas, just as FACW species may
also be present in upland areas. Table 4 summarizes the wetland indicator codes.

Table 4. Wetland Indicator Codes and Status

OBL

FACW

FAC

FACU

UPL

NI

Obligate wetland. Estimated to occur almost exclusively in wetlands (>99%)

Facultative wetland. Estimated to occur 67-99% ofthe time in wetlands.

Facultative. Occur equally in wetlands and non-wetlands (34-66%).

Facultative upland. Usually occur in non-wetlands (67-99%).

Obligate upland. Estimated to occur almost exclusively in non-wetlands
(>99%). Ifa species is not assigned to one of the four groups described above it
is assumed to be obligate upland.

Has not yet received a wetland indicator status, but is probably not obligate
upland.

A non-comprehensive listing ofplant species encountered or expected within the project area,
and their wetland indicator status is included in Appendix F.

7.0 LWI DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

7.1 U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, as part of the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)
program, has mapped wetland in the study area (Figure 3). The 7.5 minute NWI maps were
generated primarily on the basis of interpretation of relatively small-scale color infrared aerial
photographs (e.g., scale of 1:58,000) with limited "ground truthing" conducted to confIrm the
interpretations.

As shown on the NWI, wetlands were mapped along the creeks and as isolated patches in the
central terrace.
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7.2 Local Wetlands Inventory Results

7.2.1 Wetland Acreage and Distribution

A total of 49 wetland units were identified during the LWI with a total acreage of 165.55
acres. The Ferry Creek watershed has the highest percentage ofwetlands (14%) and the Gross
Creek watershed has the smallest percentage (3%). Although there are extensive estuarine
wetlands within the Coquille River watershed (e.g. Bandon Marsh), these wetlands are
protected under Goal 16 and are therefore not included in this inventory. Table 5 summarizes
the wetland acreage and distribution in the study area. Figures 4A-4C shows the wetlands for
theLWI.

Table 5: Wetland Areas Within Each of the Watersheds for the Bandon LWI

Simpson Creek 397.54 16.51 4%
Ferry Creek 386.96 48.35 13%
Gross Creek 457.27 16.03 4%

Tupper Creek 206.71 10.51 5%
Johnson Creek 1081.94 74.15 7%
Co uille River 253.08 0 0%

7.2.2 Wetland Classification

Each wetland was classified according to the Cowardin system. Palustrine emergent wetlands
(PEM) and palustrine forested (PFO) wetlands are both 34%, followed by palustrine scrub
shrub (28%), and palustrine open water, excavated (POWx) (4%).

Table 6 is a summary ofwetland classifications for the Bandon LWI study area. Table 7
(pages 21-22) is a classification table listing each wetland. Appendix B includes a wetland
characterization sheet for each inventoried wetland that summarizes the plant communities,
hydrology, location, and any general notes about adjacent upland areas.

Table 6. Wetland Classifications found within the Bandon LWI

';"'j~'i;,,:;;i;;l~;~:,t,:l!;:::·;~~¢.tla'~,ill!€IIt~$ifi~}liiQij',' {?}:f..~\~;'~:[t~:fJ~'~b(,;:~j~~elif~~~ii!~$,l~;~·:i~;;;·b::,);,~;l~t(~ijtfW;:' (' ;';;
Palustrine forested (PFO) 56.47 34%
Palustrine scrub-shrub (PSS) 45.82 28%
Palustrine emergent (PEM) 56.74 34%
Palustrine open water, excavated (POWx), 6.52 4%
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Table 7. Cowardin classification of wetlands identified in the Bandon LWI

-~
.'":~l!~~~@JIT:,!!~ijL~~';K{i§7e",iii(}1 ._,

SIM-1 1.89 0.47 2.36
SIM-2 0.66 2.64 3.31 6.61
SIM-3 0.11 0.06 0.02 0.19
SIM-4 0.11 0.27 0.38
SIM-5 5.22 0.58 5.80
SIM-6 0.53 0.41 0.23 1.17
FER-1 19.12 12.75 9.62 1.00 42.49
FER-2 0.40 0.04 0.44
FER-3 0.24 0.06 0.30 0.60
FER-4 0.04 0.11 0.09 0.24
FER-5 0.87 0.15 1.02
FER-6 0.61 0.33 0.94
FER-7 1.91 1.91
FER-8 0.32 0.39 0.71
GRO-1 1.22 0.14 1.36
GRO-2 0.12 0.10 0.13 0.35
GRO-3 7.67 2.19 1.10 10.96
GRO-4 1.05 1.05
GRO-5 0.46 0.46
GRO-6 0.17 0.33 0.05 0.55
GRO-7 0.78 0.33 1.11
GRO-8 0.17 0.02 0.19
TUP-1 0.23 .0.11 1.95 2.29
TUP-2 0.58 0.03 0.61
TUP-3 0.87 3.49 4.36
TUP-4 2.41 0.27 2.68
TUP-5 0.36 0.36
TUP-6 0.04 0.06 0.11 0.21
JOH-1 0.04 0.19 0.04 0.27 ;

JOH-2 0.34 0.34
JOH-3A 4.49 2.24 8.22 14.95
JOH-3B 0.31 1.24 1.55
JOH-3C 0.43 0.86 3.03 4.32
JOH-3D 1.69 0.84 5.91 8.44
JOH-3E 0.38 4.89 2.25 7.52
JOH-4 9.60 2.75 1.37 13.72
JOH-5 0.95 0.95
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Table 7, continued

5.25

0.17

1.50
0.13
0.93
0.16
0.03
0.39
0.62
0.50

0.87
0.37

0.75
0.54
2.78
0.92
0.47
0.13

0.24

7.50
0.67
3.71
1.08
0.50
0.52
0.62
0.50
0.44
1.74
1.22
3.59

7.3 Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology Results

7.3.1 Wetlands of Special Interest for Protection

Each of the wetlands was assessed according to the ten questions in this section ofOFWAM.
These questions are regarding the presence of federal or state listed threatened, endangered or
sensitive species, existing management plans, conservation plans, protected mitigation areas,
critical habitat, wetland reserve areas and the presence ofuncommon wetland plant
communities in Oregon. These questions were answered "no" for all the wetlands, with the
exception of a Ferry Creek wetland (FER-I) as this area provides habitat for the listed
Threatened coho salmon.

7.3.2 Wetland Quality Assessment

An assessment of the quality for each of~~etlandsidentified through the inventory was
conducted using the Oregon Freshwate1Assessment Methodology (OFWAM) (Roth et aI,
April 1996). OFWAM assesses 6 functions and 3 conditions, as described in Section 3.3.1.

Appendix D contains all of the results for each of the wetlands assessed by the methodology
along with summary sheets of the functions and conditions assessed by the methodology arid
the rationale for the results.

Although OFWAM provides qualitative information on the relative value ofwetlands and
does not have a numerical ranking, numbers were assigned to the assessment criteria to easily
compare the results. Table 8 (page 23) is a key to the numbers assigned to the assessment
criteria for each ofthe functions and conditions. A number 1 was assigned to wetlands
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receiving the highest function or condition result (e.g. intact, diverse), a number 3 was
assigned to the wetlands receiving the lowest result (lost or not present, not appropriate), and a
number 2 was assigned to the results which do not fit the other criteria (potential, impacted or
degraded). Table 9 (pages 24-25) shows the results ofthe quality assessment conducted on all
of the wetlands identified through the inventory. Some functions or conditions were not
applicable to certain wetlands. For instance the methodology states that if a wetland receives
an assessment of "diverse wildlife habitat" then the enhancement potential assessment is not
applicable. In addition, if there was no likelihood offish habitat in the wetlands the fish
habitat assessment was not applicable.

Table 8. Key to the Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology Numerical
Ranking

~ • :~ >.. .... . .": .~ ~ . ;I
:,/:::~):,;;:--::~;":"";'.'~$'_-~' ,0 ;_<_'.:.;_,_

Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat
Wetland provides habitatfor some wildlife species
Wetland does not rovide wildli e habitat

Wetland's fish habitatfunction is intact
Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Wetland's Ish habitat unction is lost or not resent

Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Wetland's water-qualityfunction is impacted or degraded
Wetland's water- uali unction is lost or not resent

Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland's hydrologic controlfunction is impacted or degraded
Wetland's h drolo ic control unction is lost or not resent

Wetland is sensitive to future impacts
Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Wetland is not sensitive to uture im acts

Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland has moderate potentialfor enhancement
Wetland has little enhancement otential

Wetland has educational uses
Wetland has potentialfor educational use
Wetland is not a ro riate or educational use

Wetland provides recreational opportunities
Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities
Wetland is not appropriate for or does not provide recreational
o ortunities

Wetland is considered to be pleasing
Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Wetland is not leasin
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Table 9. Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology Numerical Ranking Results for the Bandon
Local Wetlands Inventory

SIM-l 1 2 2 2 2 n/a 3 3 2 2.36
SIM-2 1 1 2 1 2 n/a 3 1 2 6.61
SIM-3 2 2 1 1 2 1 3 3 1 0.19
SIM-4 2 1 2 2 2 1 3 3 2 0.38
SIM-5 1 2 2 2 2 n/a 3 3 2 5.8
SIM-6 2 n/a 2 1 2 1 3 3 3 1.17
FER-l 1 1 1 1 2 n/a 3 3 1 42.49
FER-2 2 n/a 2 1 2 2 3 2 3 0.44

g FER-3 2 n/a 1 1 2 2 3 3 3 0.60
FER-4 2 2 1 1 2 2 1 2 3 0.24

~
O:l FER-5 2 n/a 2 1 2 2 3 3 2 1.02
l::l

0.94::l FER-6 2 n/a 2 2 2 2 3 3 35-
::l FER-7 2 n/a 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 1.91

'"tl'
l::l t'-< FER-8 2 n/a 2 2 2 2 . 3 3 2 0.71OQ <::)
~ ~

GRO-l n/a 2 2 2 1 2 2 1.36I l::l 2 1-~~ GRO-2 2 n/a 1 1 2 2 3 1 3 0.35
I~

GRO-3 2 2 1 1 2 1 3 2 1 10.96::l
!} GRO-4 2 n/a 1 1 2 1 3 3 2 1.05
~
'<: GRO-5 2 n/a 2 2 2 2 3 2 3 0.46~

::l
GRO-6 2 0.55~ 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 1

~ GRO-7 2 2 2 2 2 1 3 3 3 1.11
GRO-8 2 n/a 1 2 2 2 2 3 2 0.19
TUP-l 1 n/a 2 1 1 n/a 3 2 1 2.29
TUP-2 2 n/a 1 1 2 1 3 3 1 0.61
TUP-3 2 n/a 2 2 2 1 3 3 2 4.36
TUP-4 2 n/a 2 2 2 1 3 3 1 2.68
TUP-5 2 n/a 2 2 2 2 2 3 1 0.36
TUP-6 2 n/a 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 0.21
JOH-l 2 n/a 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 0.27
JOH-2 2 . ..- n/a 2 2 2 2 2 3 1 0.34



Table 9, continued

JOH-3A 1 nla 2 1 2 nla 2 3 2 14.95
JOH-3B 2 nla 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 - 1.55
JOH-3C 2 2 2 2 2 1 3 3 2 4.32
JOH-3D 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 3 1 8.44
JOH-3E 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 3 2 7.52
JOH-4 1 nla 2 1 2 n 3 3 1 13.72
JOH-5 2 nla 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 0.95
JOH-6 2 nla 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 7.50

Q JOH-7 2 nla 2 2 2 2 3 3 1 0.67
~ JOH-8 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 3 3 3.71
~
to JOH-9 2 nla 2 2 2 2 2 3 1 1.08
l:l
;:s JOH-I0 2 nla 1 1 2 1 3 2 3 0.50§-
;:s JOH-ll 2 2 1 1 2 1 3 2 3 0.52

"ti'
l:l t-< JOH-12 2 nla 2 2 2 2 3 3 1 0.62OIl c
(':l C'l

JOH-13I l:l 2 nla 2 2 2 2 3 3 1 0.50-..
t;:~ JOH-14 2 nla 2 2 2 2 J 3 1 0.44I ~

~ JOH-15 1 2 2 2 2 n 3 3 1 1.74;:s

a- JOH-16 1 1 1 2 2 n 2 3 1 1.22
~
'<: JOH-17 2 nla 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3.59(':l
;:s
0-
~



In general, 40 ofthe wetlands (82%) provided wildlife habitat for some species, and 9 (18%)
provided diverse wildlife habitat. The diverse habitat was due to a variety of strata (trees,
shrubs, herbaceous), and was adjacent, or connected to, other wetlands or surface water.

The majority ofthe wetlands (65%) were not assessed for the fish habitat function due to the
lack of perennial surface water or connection to surface water. Of the 17 wetlands which were
assessed for fish habitat, 4 (24%) was determined to have intact fish habitat due to perennial
surface water, large woody debris, shade, or direct connection to Ferry Creek, an essential
salmonid stream. The other 13 wetlands (76%) assessed for this function were determined to
be impacted or degraded.

The water quality function was assessed as impacted or degraded in many wetlands if the
primary source ofhydrology was precipitation or groundwater. The rationale is that wetlands
which are precipitation or groundwater-driven may not playas significant a water quality
function as wetlands derived from surface water. Fifteen (15) wetlands (31 %) were assessed
as having their water quality function intact. None of the wetlands were assessed as having
their water quality function lost or not present. The remaining 34 wetlands (69%) had
impacted or degraded water quality.

Hydrologic control was generally assessed as impacted or degraded (57%), or with hydrologic
control function intact (43%).

Recreational and educational functions were generally considered not appropriate in a ,
majority of the wetlands due to the lack ofpublic access and safety concerns associated with
public access and handicap access. In addition, the aesthetic quality ofmany of the wetlands
was impaired by the presence or noise of major roads and the lack of vegetation diversity.

8.0 SIGNIFICANT WETLANDS DETERMINATION

8.1 Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria

On September 1, 1996, the Land Conservation and Development Commission adopted a
revised Statewide Planning GoalS. GoalS is the planning goal for natural resources, scenic
and historic areas, and open spaces. Its purpose is to "protect natural resources, and conserve
scenic and historic areas and open spaces". The goal requires local jurisdictions to inventory
the natural resources covered under the goal, determine the significance of these resources, ,
and develop plans to achieve the goal. In other words, local jurisdictions must adopt land use
ordinances regulating development in and around significant areas.

Local jurisdictions determining significant wetlands must use the criteria recently adopted by
the Oregon Division of State Lands (ORS 197.279(3)(b)). This criteria identifies Locally
Significant Wetlands. The significance criterion is divided into three sections, as described in
Table 10.
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Table 10. Criteria for Determining GoalS Locally Significant Wetlands

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining storm water
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b)

1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat?
2 Is the wetland's fish habitatfunction intact?
3 Is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact?
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact?
S Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community?
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

Endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered?
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

Mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded?

1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and
Provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
Has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function or
Has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
Has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function.

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and
Does the wetland provide educational uses?

8.2 Applying Significant Wetland Criteria to the LWI Study Area

The locally significant wetlands criteria were applied to the 49 wetlands within the study area.
Thirty (30) wetlands satisfied the criteria for significant wetlands. The results of applying the
criteria are included in Appendix E and are summarized in Table 11.
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Table 11. Locally Significant Wetlands (LSW) in the Bandon LWI

SIM-l FER-l GRO-l TUP-l JOH-3A JOH-I0

SIM-2 FER-2 GRO-2 TUP-2 JOH-3C JOH-ll

SIM-3 FER-3 GRO-3 TUP-6 JOH-3D JOH-15

SIM-4 FER-4 GRO-4 JOH-3E JOH-16

SIM-5 FER-5 GRO-6 JOH-4

SIM-6 GRO-8 JOH-8

Therefore, based on the criteria, 30 of the 49 wetlands (61 %) were determined to be
significant: 6 in the Simpson Creek, 5 in Ferry Creek, 6 in Gross Creek, 3 in Tupper Creek,
and 10 in the Johnson Creek. These wetlands met the criteria for significance because they
met one or more of the mandatory criteria.

8.3 Potential Mitigation Sites

No vacant, former wetlands that are 5 acres or more in size were noted in the study area.

9.0 PROJECT SUMMARY

• The City ofBandon hired Pacific Habitat Services, Inc. (PHS) to conduct a Local
Wetlands Inventory (LWI) for areas within the City's Urban Growth Boundary.

• The project area is approximately 2,794- acres, and includes the Coquille River, Simpson
Creek, Ferry Creek, Gross Creek, Tupper Creek, and Johnson Creek.

• Field work was conducted between September 2001 and September 2002. Each wetland
unit was assigned an unique code based on the watershed. A wetland characterization and
wetland assessment was completed for each wetland unit. The wetland assessment was
based on the Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology.

• In addition to the determination and wetland assessment, Locally Significant Wetlands
were identified based on Oregon Administrative Rules.

• Ferry Creek and the Coquille River are Essential Salmonid Habitat streams, according to
ODFW and DSL.

• Johnson Creek and the Coquille River are listed as water quality limited on the Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality 303(d) list (ODEQ, 1998). Johnson Creek is listed
for temperature and the Coquille River is listed for bacteria.

• A total of 49 wetland units were identified in the project area, with a combined acreage of
approximately 165.55 acres.

• . Most ofthe wetlands can be classified as palustrine emergent (34%) or palustrine forested
(34%), followed by palustrine scrub-shrub (28%), open water (4%).
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• One (1) wetland (FER-1) met the criteria for "wetlands of special interest for protection".

• Thirty (30) of the 49 wetlands met the criteria for Locally Significant Wetlands.

• There were no potential mitigation/restoration sites within the Bandon LWI.
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FIGURE
2

Soil series for the Bandon Local Wetlands Inventory (SCS, Soil Survey of Coos County, Oregon,
Sheet numbers 56 and 62, 1982, Issued July 1989).
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Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I SIM-l
Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 2.36

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

Investigator(s): SEIFS HGM Class(es): VSIRFT

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 19

Highway 101 west to Riverside Drive, north of Austin Avenue.

2100 (DA), 100 (DB)

Simpson Creek

Bullards sandy loam, Heceta fine sand, Waldport fine sand

Surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Salix hookerialla Hooker Willow Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Rubus parviflorus Thimble-Berry
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry
Rubus discolor Himalayan Blackberry
Alnus rubra Red Alder

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Perennial creek (Simpson Creek) with adjacent wetlands (total extent unknown due to lack of access).
Wetland areas are 'approximately 80% scrub/shrub and 20% emergent. The northern halfofthis wetland lies
outside of the urban growth boundary. Hydrologically connected to SIM-2 to the east via a culvert under
Highway 101.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Alnus rubra, Cytisus scoparius, Rubus discolor, Rubus ursinus

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =paluslline forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = paluslline scrub-shrub

EFB ~ Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacuslline Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =paluslline emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacuslline Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I SIM-2
Date(s) offield work: 5/9/02 Size (acres): 6.61

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS, PEM, POW

Investigator(s): SEIFS HGM Class(es): RI

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Sections 19 DA

Ferry Road, east of Highway 101.

519, 100, 200, 300, 201, ODA)
Simpson Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Gaultheria sllallon Salal Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage
Salix scouleriana Sconler Willow Carex obnupta Siongh Sedge

Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Pllalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass
Sparganium sp. Burreed
Potamogeton natans Floating-Leaf Pondweed
Nupllar luteum Yellow Cow-Lily

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
PARTIAL ON-SITE. No opportunity for data pits. Edge of open water is edge ofwetland. Simpson Creek is
impounded by an earthen weir/dam with a water control structure, that controls flow out of the wetland.
Hydrologically connected to SIM-l via a culvert under Highway 101. Wetland is a combination ofpalustrine open
water (50%), emergent (40), and scrub shrub (10).

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Rhamnus purshiana, Alnus rubra, Gaultheria shallon, Myrica californica,
Rubus parviflorus, Polystichum munitum, Cytisus scoparius, Rubus ursinus, Festuca arundinacea, Anthoxanthum
odoratum, Equisetum arvense, Sambucus racemosa, Plantago lanceolata, Holeus lanatus

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outnow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub E2EM = estuarine emergent

PEM = palustrine emergent POW =palustrine open water

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine RFT = Riverine Flow Through

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley DB =Depressional Bog

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent

FL =Flats



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I SIM-3
Date(s) of field work: 5/8/02 Size (acres): 0.19

Data Sheet Numbers: 1,2,3,4 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PEM, POW

Investigator(s): SE/FS HGM Class(es): RFT, RI

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Sections 19 and 20 DD

Spring Creek from Ohio St. at 5th St, northwest to Hwy. 101.

400, 519 (DD)

Simpson Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Surface flow, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Salix JlOokeriana Hooker Willow Equisetum arvellse Field Horsetail
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Athyrium filix-Jemina Subarctic Lady Fern
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Veronica americana American Speedwell
Scirpus micTocarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Perennial creek (Spring Creek) with variable adjacent wetlands. Flows through a primarily undeveloped residential
area which remains' forested. Wetlands are mostly forested (60%), but the north end near Hwy 101 includes both
emergent (30%) and open water (10%) wetlands created by a dam across the creek. Hydrologically connected to
SIM-4 downstream via a culvert under Highway 101.

Adjacent upland species: Pseudotsuga menziesii, Alnus rubra, Salix spp., Sambucus racemosa, Rubus spectabilis,
Rubus ursinus, Rubus discolor, Gaultheria shaHon, Rhamnus purshiana, Polystichum munitum, Dicentra formosa,
Pteridium aquilinum, Phalaris arundinacea, Maianthemum dilataturn

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub E2EM = estuarine emergent

PEM = palustrine emergent POW = palustrine open water

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine RFT = Riverine Flow Through

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley DB = Depressional Bog

DCr = Depressional Closed Permanenl DCNP =Depressional Nonpermanent

FL= Flats



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I SIM-4
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.38

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PFO,PSS

Investigator(s): SEIFS HGM Class(es): RFT, RI

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 19 DB, DC

Highway 101 west to Riverside Drive.

602 (BD), 200 (DC)

Simpson Creek

Bullards sandy loam, Waldport fine sand

Surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Rubus parvijlorus Thimble-Berry
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry
Rubus discolor Himalayan Blackberry
Alnus rubra Red Alder

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Small perennial creek (Spring Creek) with variable adjacent wetlands (total extent unknown due to
lack of access). Wetland areas are estimated to be 30% forested and 70% scrub/shrub. Creek flows through a 36
inch culvert under Riverside Drive. The culvert has a ten inch outfall drop and may not be fish passable most of
the year. Hydrologically connected to SIM-3 to the east via a culvert under Highway 101.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Alnus rubra, Cytisus scoparius, Rubus discolor, Rubus ursinus

cowARDIN CODES:

PFO ~ palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI =River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I SIM-5
Date(s) offield work: 5/8/02 Size (acres): 5.80

Data Sheet Numbers: 5,6 Cowardin Class(es): PFO,PEM

. Investigator(s): SEIFS HGM Class(es): DO

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28 S, R. 14 W, Section 19 AD, DC

East of Riverside Drive, west of Michigan Avenue

2100,600,800, 1100,1000,2300,2000,900, 1900, 300, 400 (AD)

700,1000,1200,1400 (DC)

Simpson Creek

Waldport fine sand, Bullards sandy loam

Groundwater, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabba2e
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Athyriumfilix-femina Subarctic Lady Fern
Rubus spectabi/is Salmonberry Cardamine sp. Bittercress
Sambucus racemosa Red Elderberry Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Rhamnus purshiana Cascara Buckthorn Erechtites minima Burnweed
Myrica californica Pacific Wax-Myrtle Maianthemum di/atatum False Lily~Of-The-Valley

Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Carex obnupta Slough Sedge

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Simpson Creek wetlands east ofRiverside Drive. Wetland is located at the base of steep slope to the east and is fed
by perennial springs at the base of slope. According to adjacent owner, Simpson Creek used to flow through this
area, before being diverted across Riverside Drive, to the north. Wetland is primarily forested (90%) with a small
percentage ofemergent (10%) areas.

Adjacent Upland Species: Picea sitchensis, Sambucus racemosa, Rubus spectabilis, Vaccinium parvifolium,
Blechnum spicant, Hedera helix, Polystichum munitum, Maianthemum dilatatum.

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub E2EM = estuarine emergent

PEM = palustrine emergent POW = palustrine open water

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine RFT = Riverine Flow Through

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley DB = Depressional Bog

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent

FL= Flats



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I SIM-6
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.17

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): FSIME HOM Class(es): VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrolo~ic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 30 BD

Southeast of Riverside Drive, north of Caroline Street

300,600,800,700,1400,1900 (BD)

Simpson Creek

Bullards sandy loam and Waldport fine sand

Groundwater, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta SIoU2h Sedge
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabba2e
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Athyriumfilix-femina Subarctic Lady Fern
Rubus spectahilis Salmonberry

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. The wetland is a palustrine forested (45%)/scrub/shrub (35%)/emergent (20%) system located at the
bottom of a steep slope east ofRiverside Drive. Outflows are culverted beneath Riverside Drive to roadside ditch on
west.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Alnus rubra, Pseudotsuga menziesii, Rubus spp., Gaultheria shallon

cowARDIN CODES:

PFO ~ pal ustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI ~ River Impounding

DA· Depressional Alkaline

HS ~ Headwater Slope

E2FO ~ estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH ~ Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO ~ Depressional Outllow

vS ~ Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM ~ palustrine emergent

EFR ~ Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP ~ Depressional Closed Permanent

FL=Flats

E2EM ~ estuarine emergent

POW ~ palustrine open water

RFT ~ Riverine Flow Through

DB ~ Depressional Bog

DCNP ~ Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-l
Date(s) offield work: 10/2/2002, 4/1/02 Size (acres): 42.49

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: 7-24 Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): RFf,VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 30, DC, CA, DA, DB, DD

Ferry Creek south ofHwy. 101

See Back

Ferry Creek

Willanch fine sandy loam

Surface water, groundwater, precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slough Sed2e
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabba2e
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Sambucus racemosa Red Elderberry Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass

Stachys eooleyae Cooley's Hedgenettle
Athyrium jilix..:femina Subarctic Lady Fern
Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Holeus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Maianthemum dilatatum False Lily-Of-The-Valley

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland, Special Interest for Protection
PARTIAL ON-SITE. Large Feny Creek wetland floodplain complex located south and east ofHighway 1Ol.
Steep hillsides, mostly forested with residential development on top of plateaus. Ferry Creek is a perennial stream
and Essential Salmonid Habitat. Drains north to Coquille River. Partially channelized downstream of 3rd Street.
Wetland is mix of forested (45%), scrub shrub (30%), and emergent (25%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shallon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinus, Oxalis
sp., Vicia gigantea

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL = Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DeNP = Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-2
Date(s) offield work: 9/24/02 Size (acres): 0.44

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: 25,26 Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME HGM Class(es): DCP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 30 CA

South of 5th Street, East of Fillmore Avenue, West of Grand

6600, 7000, 6700, 6800, 6900 (CA)

Ferry Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
OelJanthe .'Iarmentosa Water-Parsley

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Depressional palustrine scrub/shrub (90%) wetland dominated by Salix hookeriana with a palustrine emergent
(10%) community'located in an undeveloped area. The wetland is located downslope ofFER-3. Actual ground
surface in the wetland is 90% bare ground. The area is zoned as residential.

Adjacent upland species: Alnus rubra, Pinus contorta, Rubus parviflorus, Sambucus racemosa, Rosa sp.,
Polystichum munitum, Equisetum arvense, Hedera helix

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB =Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: 1 FER-3
Date(s) offield work: 9/24/02 Size (acres): 0.60

Dat:i Sheet Numbers: 27,28 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SE/ME HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R.14W, Section 30 CA

East of Fillmore Avenue, north and south of 6th Street

8700,8800,9600,9100,6600,7000 (CA)

Ferry Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Rubus ursinus California Dewberry
Rhamnus purshiana Cascara Buckthorn Carex obnupta Slou2h Sedge
Vaccinium ovatum EverJ;:'reen Huckleberry Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Athyrium filix-femina Subarctic Lady Fern

Blechnum spicant Deer Fern
Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
The wetland includes palustrine forested (40%), scrub/shrub (10%), and emergent (45%) communities located on
a hillslope in an undeveloped area. This wetland may have historically been connected to the FER-2 system. The
area is zoned as residential; however, there are no existing houses.

Adjacent upland species: Chamaecyparis lawsoniana, Alnus rubra, Vaccinium ovatum, Polystichum munitum,
Athyrium filix-femina, Maianthemum dilatatum

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES;

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-4
Date(s) offield work: 9/24/02 Size (acres): 0.24

Data Sheet Numbers: 29,30,31,32 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME HGM Class(es): RFTNS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 30 CD

East of Fillmore Avenue, between 9th and 11th Streets

3302,3300,2000, 1801, 1700 (CD)

Ferry Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabba2e-
Salix hookeria"a Hooker Willow Phalaris arundi"acea Reed Canary Grass
Lonicera i"volucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Athyrium filix-femina Subarctic Lady Fern

Oenanthesarmentosa Water-Parsley
Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Palustrine forested (15%), scrub/shrub (45%), emergent (40%) communities located in the bottom of a hillslope
in an undeveloped' area. There is a channel that flows through the wetland and is culverted under several roads.
This wetland may have historically been connected to the FER-3 and FER-2 system. The area is zoned as
residential; however, there are no existing houses.

Adjacent upland species: Alnus rubra, Vaccinium ovatum, Sambucus racemosa, Prunus sp., Rubus spectabilis,
Rhamnus purshiana, Rubus discolor, Rubus ursinus, Hedera helix, Polystichum munitum, Maianthemum
dilatatum

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

Rl = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-5
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.02

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): VS/FL

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 30, CD, BA

Old mill site, south of 11th, east of Rosa

5400 (CD), 200 (BA)

Ferry Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 0-3% slopes, Bullards sandy loam, 0-7% slopes

Precipitation, 2roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Juneus aeuminatus Taper-Tip Rush

Oenanthe sarmelltosa Water-Parsley
Rumex crispus Curly Dock
Boleus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Polygollum sp. knotweed
Rallullculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Old Douglas Pacific mill site. Previous determinationDSL Det.#97-0091. Old remnant log decks and
piles of wood debris across most of site with the exception of the southern area outside a berm determined by
Division of State Lands to be jurisdictional. Drains to roadside ditch along Rosa Road that flows north. Extends
into tax lot to south of old mill property. Palustrine scrub shrub (85%) and palustrine emergent (15%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rubus discolor, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = pal ustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS =Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSg =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-6
Date(s) offield work: 4/1/02 Size (acres): 0.94

Data Sheet Numbers: 33,34 Cowardin Class(es): PEM,PSS

Investigator(s): PF, JVS HGM Class(es): VS/RFT

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 288, R. 14W, Section 31, BD

East ofRosa Road and north of Astor Lane

1200,400,300, 1400, 1201 (BD)

Ferry Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 0-3% slopes

Precipitation, 2roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Lotus corniculatus Birds-Foot Trefoil
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Potentilla anserilla Silverweed
Rosa e~lanteria Sweetbrier Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass

Alopecurus pratensis Meadow Foxtail
Ranullculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup

Comments:
PARTIAL ON-SITE access. Palustrine emergent (35%) and scrub shrub wetland (65%). Drains north to small
channel at back ofhouses along Rosa Road. Possibly hydrologically connected to FER-7.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rubus discolor, Erichtites minima, Ilex aquifolium

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO ~ palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI ~ River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-7
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.91

Dat(,l Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 31, BD

East of Rosa Road and south of Astor Lane

2500, 2400, 2200, 2300, 3000 (BD)

Ferry Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 0-3% slopes

Precipitation, ~roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Juneus effusus Soft Rush

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Disturbed site, recently scraped or cleared. Several depressions appear to pond water. Possibly
hydrologically corinected to FER-6.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

Rl =River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I FER-8
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.71

Dat;i Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DO

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 31, BD, BC

West of Rosa Road and north of Auction Barn Road

3000, 2500 (BD), 3700 (BC)

Ferry Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 0-3% slopes

Precipitation, eroundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Lotus comiculatus Birds-Foot Trefoil
Salix /lOokeriana Hooker Willow RallUnculus repens Creepin~ Butter-Cup

Carex obnupta SIoU2h Sed2e

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Two wetland areas separated by road. One is palustrine scrub shrub wetland (0.32 acre) surrounded
by roads and other' is palustrine emergent area (0.39 acre) to west ofRosa Road. Cranberry pond being developed
just north ofsite.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rubus discolor, Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

OCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB =Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-l
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.36

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): FSIME HGM Class(es): VS,DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-· Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 25, AC

South side of Jetty Road, east of Irvington Avenue

2100,2400,6301,6400,5700,6100 (AC)

Gross Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sed2e
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Salix sp. Willow Stachys cooleyae Cooley's Hedgenettle
Sambucus racemosa Red Elderberry Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage

Athyriumfilix-femina Subarctic Lady Fern

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Large palustrine scrub/slmIb (90%) wetland with a small palustrine emergent (10%) component. This
wetland is a low depressional area between the bottom ofa steep slope and Jetty Road. Ponded water was located
at the base of the slope.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Pseudotsuga menziesii, Rubus discolor

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODE8:

Rl =River Impounding

OA- Oepre.ssional Alkaline

H8 = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuanne forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR= Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

OCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-2
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.35

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): FSIME HGM Class(es): RFT,VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R 15W, Section 25, AC

Between Edison and Franklin Ave., N of4th St. and S of Jetty Rd~

2500 (AC)

Gross Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation, Groundwater, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage-
Salix hookeria"a Hooker Willow Athyrium filix-femina SUbarctic Lady Fern
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. The wetland includes palustrine forested (35%), scrub/shrub (30%), and emergent (35%)
communities that begin at the top ofa steep slope. The wetland originates as a slope wetland with a minor
riverine component (channel) in its upper reaches, narrowing to a channel only as it nears Jetty Rd. Flows are
then culverted beneath Jetty Rd. and the old concrete plant site to the Coquille River.

Adjacent upland species: Cupressus macrocarpa, Pinus contorta, Alnus rubra, Hedera helix, Maianthemum
dilataum.

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB =Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-3
Date(s) offield work: 2/13/02; 4/18/02; 9/24/02 Size (acres): 10.96

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: 39-49 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SEIFSIME HGM Class(es): RFT, RI, VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 25 AD, DA, DD and Section 36, AA, AC, AD

Gross Creek - north from 20th Street W to Edison Avenue.

See Back

Gross Creek

Bullards sandy loam, Blacklock fine sandy loam

Surface water, groundwater, precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Pinus contorta Shore Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Epilobium watsonii Watson's Willow-Herb
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Sambucus racemosa Red Elderberry Lotus corniculatus Birds-Foot Trefoil

Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage
Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Cardamille oligosperma Few-Seed Bitter-Cress
Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass
Athyrium filix-femilla Subarctic Lady Fern
Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Wetland includes Gross Creek and headwater area west ofHighway 101. Forested (70%), scrub shrub (20%), and
emergent (10%) wetland. North of 20th Street the headwater area drains into a defined channel south of 13th
Street. Hydrologically connected via a long culvert to GRO-7, east of the highway.

Adjacent upland species: Picea sitchensis, Pinus contorta, Alnus rubra, Salix scouleriana, Salix hookeriana,
Rubus spectabilis, Gaultheria shaHon, Sambucus racemosa, Ribes sanguineum, Rubus parviflorus, Ulex
europaeus, Ilex aquifolium, Rubus discolor, Hedera helix, Maiathemum dilatatum, Polystichum munitum,
Festuca arundinacea Eoilobium an2:Ustifolium Tellima lrrandiflora Vicia l!il!antea Holeus lanatus
COWARDIN CODES: E2FO =estuarine forested E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub E2EM =estuarine emergent

PFO = palustrine forested PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub PEM =palustrine emergent POW =palustrine open water

HGM CODES: EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine RFT = Riverine Flow Through

RI =River Impounding LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley DB = Depressional Bog

DA- Depressional Alkaline DO = Depressional Outflow DCP = Depressional Closed Pennanent DCNP = Depressional Nonpennanent

HS = Headwater Slope VS = Valley Slope FL = Flats





Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-4
Date(s) offield work: 2/14/02 Size (acres): 1.05

Data Sheet Numbers: 50,51 Cowardin Class(es): PFO

Investigator(s): SEIFS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, DD, DC

North of 13th Street, south of High School ball fields.

3300,3600,3500,3400 (DD), 11100,9000,9100,9200 (DC)

Gross Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam

Precipitation, ~roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Pinus contorta Shore Pine Carex obnupta Slongh Sedge
Spiraea douglas;; Douelas' Spiraea Rubus ursinus California Dewberry
Malusfusca Pacific Crabapple
Lonicera involucra!a Bearberry Honeysuckle
Rubu~' spectabilis Salmonberry
Rhamnus purshiana Cascara Buckthorn

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Forested depression east of Franklin Avenue. No apparent hydrologic outlet.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius, Hex aquifolium, Rubus discolor,
Hedera helix, Pteridium aquilinum

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

Rl = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-5
Date(s) offield work: 1116/02; 2/13/02 Size (acres): 0.46

Data Sheet Numbers: 53 Cowardin Class(es): PEM

Investigator(s): SE/FSIPF/JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 25, DC, AC

South of 13th Street, West of Franklin Street.

10501,10600,10601 (DC), 4500, 4400 (AC)

Gross Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam

Precipitation, Groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Spiraea douglasii Douglas'Spiraea Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Salix IlOokeriana Hooker Willow Agrostis stolonifera Spreadin2 Bentgrass

Carex obnupta SloU2h Sed2e
H olcus lallatus Common Velvet Grass

Comments:
Wet depression on a vacant lot in residential area, just south of 13th Street W. A portion of the eastern edge of the
wetland was filled'during the Spring/Summer of 2002. Wetland included 2 to 12 inches ofponded water over
much of the wetland during the February site visit.

Adjacent upland species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Festuca rubra, Hypochaeris radicata

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI =River Impounding

DA- Depr~ssional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpel1Tlanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-6
Date(s) offield work: 9/24/02; 1012102 Size (acres): ' 0.55

Data Sheet Numbers: 35,36,37,38 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME/JVS HGM Class(es): VS,RFT

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 288, R. 14W, Section 30, CB

South and east ofHwy 101 from 10th Street W, north to Hwy 101.

4500,11300,4300 (CB)

Gross Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Surface water, 2roundwater, precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Lysicltiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage-
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Ranultculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup

Sambucus racemosa Red Elderberry Carex obnupta Slou~h Sed~e

Athvriumfilix-Jemina Subarctic Lady Fern
Pltalaris arundinacea Reed CanaryGrass
Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Blechnum spicant Deer Fern

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
Primarily forested (30%) and scrub shrub (60%) wetland, with a small area of emergent (10%) wetland at the
north end. Located south and east ofHighway 101, behind the City Library and fire station. Culvert at north end
has an unknown outlet location.

Adjacent upland species: Alnus rubra, Pinus contorta, Rubus discolor, Rubus spectabilis, Sambucus racemosa,
Hedera helix, Polystichum muniturn, Holcus Ianatus, Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius, Daucus carota

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =·estuarine forested

PSS = pal ustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-7
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.11

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME HGM Class(es): RFT, VS, DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

HYdrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 31, BB

East of Highway 101 north of 17th Street W.

4900,4800,4500,2200,5000,4700,5300 (BB)

Gross Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam

Precipitation, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Pltalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass
Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Channelized portion of Gross Creek east of Highway 101 and adjacent scrub shrub community.
Primarily a thick~t ofwillow and gorse, this wetland is 70% scrub/shrub and 30% emergent.

Adjacent upland species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Phalaris arundinacea

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA· Depressional AllGlline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

p~S = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL=Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I GRO-8
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.19

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SE HGM Class(es): RFT,DOF

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 14W, Section 30, CC

West of Rosa Rd and east of Delaware Ave., south of 11th Street.

11700, 11500 (CC)

Gross Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Pinus colltorta Shore Pine Corex obnupta Slongh Sedge
Alnus rubra Red Alder Rubus discolor Himalayan Blackberry
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Lotus corniculatus Birds-Foot Trefoil
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Ranunculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley

Rumex crispus Curly Dock

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Depressional area bordered by a berm on the north and west sides. A ditch at the north end of the
wetland flows north along the west side ofDelaware Avenue, under 11th Avenue W. and into an eastern tributary
of Gross Creek. Hydrologically connected via culverts to GRO-6, downstream. Predominantly scrub/shrub (90%)
with some emergent (10%) wetland.

Adjacent upland species: Alnus rubra, Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius, Holcus lanatus, Vicia sp., Hypochaeris
radicata.

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub~shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I TUP-l
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 2.29

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS, PEM, POW

Investigator(s): FSIME HGM Class(es): DCP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R 15W, Section 25, BD

South of3rd Street, north of Jetty Road, east of Lincoln Street

2200,2800, 6000,6100,5300,6200, 1800,6500 (BD)

Tupper Creek

Waldport fine sand

Groundwater and precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES JSHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Ledum glandulosum Smooth Labrador-Tea
Lonicera inllolucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Carex obnupta Slough Sedge

Festuca rubra Red Fescue

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. The w~t1and is a closed depression with extensive open water (85%); palustrine scrub/shrub (10%)
and emergent (5%) communities have developed along the edges. The depression may have historically been used
as a log pond.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Ulex europaeus, Ammophila arenaria, Lathryus littoralis, Anaphalis
margaritacea, Tanacetum bipinnatum, Gaultheria shaHon

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I TUP-2
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.61

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

Investigator(s); FS/ME HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 25, BD, CA, AC

South of Jetty Road, at the bottom of the slope of Ocean Drive.

6801 (BD), 600, 900, 500,400 (CA), 5100 (AC)

Tupper Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obltupta Slough Sedge
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley

Stachys coolevae Cooley's Hedgenettle
Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage
Atlayrium filix-femina Subarctic Lady Fern

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Palustrine scrub/shrub (95%) wetland with a minor palustrine emergent (5%) component. This
wetland occupies alow depressional area between the bottom of a steep slope and Jetty Road. Partially delineated
by DSL WD# 02-0467.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Pseudotsuga rnenziesii, Rubus discolor

cowARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFY =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I TUP-3
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 4.36

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

, Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): SIF

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, CC, BB, BA

East of Beach Loop Road, north of Face Rock Road

6900, 6600, 6500, 6200, 6300, 6400 (CC), 200, 400 (BB),

2700 (BA)

Tupper Creek

Blacklock fme sandy loam 3-7% slopes, Bullards sandy loam, 0-7% slopes

Precipitation, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Pinus contorta Shore Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Deschampsia eespitosa Tufted Hairgrass

Holeus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
A1!rostis stoloni/era Spreading Bentgrass
Potentilla anserina Silverweed

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Palustrine emergent (80%) and scrub shrub wetland (20%) in area to north of Face Rock Road.
Tupper Creek drainage is piped under Beach Loop Road and drains to ocean. DSL WD#94-0207, FP 10424.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Pteridium aquilinium, Hypochaeris radicata, Cytisus
scopanus

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

OCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I TUP-4
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 2.68

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax: Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, Be, BB

East of Beach Loop Road, north of Face Rock Road

104 (BC), 5100, 5102, 200 (BB)

Tupper Creek

Waldport-Heceta fine sands, 0-30% slopes

Precipitation, eroundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Pinus cOn/orta Lodge-Pole Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Deschampsia cespitosa Tufted Hairgrass

Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Agrostis st%nifera Spreading Bentgrass
Potentilla anserina Silverweed
Oenantlte sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Maianthemum dUatalum False Lily-Of-The-Valley

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Palustrine emergent (10%) and scrub shrub wetland (90%) in area to north ofFace Rock Road. DSL
WD#OO-0434. Four separate wetland depressions in dunal area were delineated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Myrica californica, Sambucus racemosa, Rubus discolor, Polystichum
munitum, Hypochaeris radicata, Cytisus scoparius.

COWARDIN CODES;

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES;

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I TUP-5
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.36

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM

lnvestigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, BC

South of Face Rock Road, east of Beach Loop Road

219 (BC)

Tupper Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 3~7% slopes

Precipitation, eroundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Pinus colltorta Shore Pine Carex obnupta Sloueh Sedee
Potentilia anserina Silverweed
Epilobium watsonii Watson's Willow-Herb

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Depressional areas in dunes. Appear to be isolated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Erechtites minima

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

R1 = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS =Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS =pal ustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I TUP-6
Date(s) offield work: 3/27/02 Size (acres): 0.21

Data Sheet Numbers: 54,55 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME HGM Class(es): RFTNS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, Be

In Face Rock Park, east of Beach Loop Road

300, 400 (BC)

Tupper Creek

Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Pinus collforta Shore Pine Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Carex obnupta Slough Sed2e
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Fraf.!aria chiloensis Coastal Strawberry
Potentilla anserina Silverweed
Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
A palustrine forested (20%), scrub/shrub (30%), and emergent (50%) wetland in Face Rock Park. The wetland
has a narrow drainage that is culverted under the access road to the park and flows through the wetland and
downslope to the beach.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Ulex europaeus, Gaultheria shaHan, Rubus spectabilis, Dactylis
glomerata, Equisetum arvense, Festuca arundinacea, Hypochaeris radicata

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = pal ustrine forested

HGMCODES:

R1 = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

YS =Vaney Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Yaney

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB =Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-l
Date(s) of field work: 2/13/02,4118/02 Size (acres): 0.27

Data Sheet Numbers: 58,59 Cowardin Class(es): PFO, PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SEIFS HGM Class(es): DCNP,DO

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 25, BA, CD

South of 11th Street West, in City Park.

2600,2500 (BA), 3600 (CD)

Johnson Creek

Blacldock fine sandy loam, Bullards sandy loam

Precipitation, Groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnllpta Slou2b Sedge
PiI,us contorta Shore Pine
Spiraea douglasii Douglas'Spiraea

Comments:
Wooded area southwest ofbaseball field in park. Includes depressional marshy area with up to 18 inches of
ponded water in February. Mixed scrub/shrub (70%), forested (15%), and emergent (15%) wetland communities.
Apparently isolated but may drain to the south.

Adjacent upland species: Picea sitchensis, Pinus contorta, Vaccinium ovatum, Rubus spectabilis, Gaultheria
shallon, Hedera helix, Polystichum muniturn

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanenl

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-2
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.34

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36

West ofHwy. 101, south end of Jackson Avenue

No tax lot information available, within road right-of-way

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, ~roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Care."( ob"upta Slough Sedge
Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Excavated pond and small depressional area in disturbed area ofdunes. Appears to be isolated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius

cowARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

ocr = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-3A
Date(s) offield work: 2/13/02, 3/8/02 Size (acres): 14.95

Datq Sheet Numbers: 56,57,60,61 Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,FS,SE,ME,JVS HGM Class(es): DO,FL

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, BA, CD

North of Edna Road, west ofHwy 101

200,400,2500,601,2600,2700 (BA), 3600, 1900,2000,2100 (CD)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fme sandy loam 0-7% slopes

Precipitation, groundwater.

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Pinus contorta Shore Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Ranunculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup

Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Agrostis st%ni/era Spreading Bentgrass
Sisyrinchium califomicum Golden Blue-Eye-Grass

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
PARTIAL OFF-SITE. Large palustrine emergent (55%), forested (30%), and scrub shrub wetland (15%) in area
to north ofEdna Rd, extending north into dunal areas. Series of sand roads and excavated ditches bisect the area,
but dense gorse limits views of wetland. Determination in 1997 during South Bandon Refinement Plan.
Hydrologically connected by surface water to JOH-3C.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Myrica califomica, Pteridium aquilinium, Cirsium
arvense, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RJ = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL = Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-3B
Date(s) offield work: 1/16/02 Size (acres): 1.55

Data Sheet Numbers: 62,63 Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS

Investigator(s): PF,FS HGM Class(es): DO,DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36

North of Edna Road, west ofHwy 101

800, 700, 500, 501

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 0-3% slopes

Precipitation, 2roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Care..\: obnupta Slough Sedge
Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Ranunculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup
Sisyrinchillm californicllm Golden Blue-Eye-Grass
Agrostis st%nifera Spreading Bentgrass
Rumex salicifolius
Hypericum anaf(alloides
Callitriche sp.
Glyceria occidentalis

Comments:
PARTIAL OFF-SITE. Palustrine emergent (80%) and scrub shrub wetland (20%) in area to north ofEdna Rd.
Emergent portion on west side includes excavated pond and disturbed wetland. Also, small depression in grazed
field to south ofEdna Road. Small drainages may connect this wetland to JOH-3C. Also, small depression in
grazed field to south of Edna Road.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Myrica californica

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS ~ Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB =Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-3C
Date(s) offield work: 1/16/02 Size (acres): 4.32

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,FS HGM Class(es): RFT,VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, DD, DA

Johnson Creek trib., west of 101, north of Seabird Dr.

400, 100,200,300,1000,800,900 (DD), 2200, 3100, 3000,

2800,3200 (DA), 1410

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 0-7% slopes, Bullards sandy loam, 30-50% slopes

Surface water, precipitation, e;roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slou~h Sed~e

Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Festuca rubra Red Fescue
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Pinus contorta Shore Pine Holcus lallatus Common Velvet Grass

Agrostis stolonifera Spreading Bentgrass
Glyceria occidentalis Northwestern Manna Grass
Ranunculus repens Creepin~ Butter-Cup
Sisyrinchium californicum Golden Blue-Eye-Grass

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
PARTIAL OFF-SITE. Includes tributary to Johnson Creek and associated wetlands between Seabird Drive and
Edna Road, west side ofHighway 101. Hydrologically connected to JOR-3D and 3B. Channel has been partially
excavated and channelized. Grazed. Partially delineated DSL WD#02-0126. Wetland is mix of forested (10%),
scrub shrub (20%), and emergent (70%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shaHon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus,
Myrica califomica, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca arundinacea

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

IU = River Impounding

DA· Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

pss = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuanne scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

OCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFr = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-3D
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 8.44

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): RFT,VS

Hydrologic basin:

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

T. 29S, R 15W, Section 1, BC

Johnson Creek, west ofHwy.101

1000,600,200,1300,500, 700,900,800 (BC), 1402, 102, 100,

1417,300,201

Johnson Creek

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

Chetco silty clay loam, Bullards sandy loam, 30-50% slopes

Surface water, precipitation, eroundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Festuca rubra Red Fescue
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Rorippa nasturtium-aquaticull Water-Cress
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Veronica americana American Speedwell
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Mentha x piperita Peppermint
Pinus cOlltorta Shore Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush

VINES I HERBS Oellalltlle sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Mimulus sp. Monkey flower Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
PlIalaris arulldinacea Reed Canary Grass Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Sparganium emersum Narrow-Leaf Burreed Lotus cornieulatus Birds-Foot Trefoil

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Johnson Creek wetlands on west side ofHighway 101. Includes the golf course and a tributary south
of Seabird Drive. Johnson Creek is a perennial stream. Drains west to Pacific Ocean. Hydrologically connected to
JOH-3C and 3E by surface water. Wetland is mix of forested (20%), scrub shrub (10%), and emergent (70%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shaHon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus,
Myrica californica, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca anmdinacea, Iris sp., Vaccinium parvifolium,
V. ovatum, Pteridium aqulinium, Cytisus scoparius, Erechtites minima

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI =River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB =DepreSSional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-3E
Date(s) offield work: 1116/02 Size (acres): 7.52

Data Sheet Numbers: 77,78 . Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,FS HGM Class(es): RFT, VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

HYdrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 14W, Section 6

Johnson Creek, east ofHwy. 101

3000,2505

Johnson Creek

Chetco silty clay loam, Bullards sandy loam, 0-7% slopes

Surface water, precipitation, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Alllus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Picea sitc1lensis Sitka Spruce Festuca rubra Red Fescue
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Rorippa nasturtium-aquaticum Water-Cress
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Veronica americana American Speedwell
Pinus cOlttorta Shore Pine Mentha x piperita Peppermint

Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
PARTIAL ON-SITE. Johnson Creek wetlands on east side ofHighway 101 and extending south into the airport
property.Wetlands extend outside ofUGB. Johnson Creek is a perennial stream. Drains west to Pacific Ocean.
Partially delineated DSL #93-0205. Wetland is mix offorested (5%), scrub shrub (65%), and emergent (30%).
Includes some areas between runways that pond. Upland vegetation recently cleared.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shallon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus, Myrica
californica, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca arundinacea, Iris sp., Vaccinium parvifolium, V.
ovatum, Arctostaphylos patula, Pteridium aqulinium, Cytisus scoparius, Erechtites, Hypericum anagalloides

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

Rl = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS =Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

OCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-4
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 13.72

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): HS,FL

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, DA, AD

North of Edna Road, west ofHwy 101

2308, 600,2400,400,300,200,100 (DA), 3300, 3500, 4100,

4000,3600,3700,3200,3100 (AD)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Salix hookerialla Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Pinus contorta Shore Pine Juncus eJj usus Soft Rush
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Ranunculus repens Creepin2 Butter-Cup

Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
A~rostis stolonifera Spreadin2 Bent2rass

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Large palustrine emergent (10%), forested (70%), and scrub shrub wetland (20%) in area to north of
Edna Rd, adjacent to west side ofHwy 101. Detel1l1ination in 1997 during South Bandon Refinement Plan.
Connected to JOH-5 by small ditch.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Myrica californica, Pteridium aquilinium, Cirsium
arvense, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = pal ustrine forested

HGMCODES:

Rl = River Impounding

DA- Depre"ssional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-5
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.95

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP, VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, DA, DD

South of Edna Road, west ofHwy 101

3100,3200 (DA), 100 (DD)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, eToundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Pinus contorta Shore Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Determination in 1997 during South Bandon Refinement Plan. Appears to be connected to JOH-4 by
small ditch.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS =palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

OCP = Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-6
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 7.50
Dat<;1 Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PS8, PFO

Investigator(s): PF, FS, SE, ME, JVS HGM Class(es): DO,FL

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 288, R. 15W, Section 36, C

East ofBeach Loop Road, north of Seabird Drive

100,200,202,400,500,1500

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, 2roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Pinus contorta Shore Pine Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Deschamps;a cespitosa Tufted Hairgrass
Bolcus lallatus Common Velvet Grass
Axrostis slolonifera Spreading Bentgrass

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Large palustrine emergent (10%), forested (70%), and scrub shmb wetland (20%) in area to east of
Beach Loop Road; extending north and south in dunal areas around Face Rock Road and draining southwest to
ocean. Series of sand roads and excavated ditches bisect the area, but dense gorse limits views ofwetland.
Detennination in 1997 during South Bandon Refinement Plan. Also DSL WD#01-0266.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Rubus discolor, Myrica californica, Pteridium aquilinium, Cirsium
arvense, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RJ =River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-7
Date(s) of field work: 1117/02 Size (acres): 0.67

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: 69,70 Cowardin Class(es): PEM,PSS

Investigator(s): PF,FS HGM Class(es): FL

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36

West of 101, north of Seabird Dr., south of Face Rock

No tax lot information available

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, surface water, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES 1HERBS

Pinus contorta Shore Pine Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Ledum glandulosum Smooth Labrador-Tea Deschampsia cespitosa Tufted Hairgrass

Juncus efj usus Soft Rush
Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Agrostis slolonifera Spreading Bentgrass
Ranunculus repens Creeping Butter-Cup
Sisyrinchium californicum Golden Blue-Eye-Grass

Comments:
PARTIAL OFF-SITE. Disturbed mosaic (70% wetland, 30% upland). Piles of debris with perched water in lower
areas. Hydrologically connected to JOH-8 by seasonal surface water and ditch system. Storm drainage from new
housing subdivision to south. Channel has been partially excavated and channelized. Wetland is mix of scrub
shrub (20%), and emergent (80%).Partially delineated by DSL WD# 02-0523.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shaHon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus,
Myrica californica, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca arundinacea

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Vaney Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-8
Date(s) offield work: 1117/02 Size (acres): 3.71

Data Sheet Numbers: 64,65, 66,67,68 Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS

Investigator(s): PF,FS HGM Class(es): RFT,VS

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 288, R. 15W, Section 36, CC, CD, C

West of 101, north of Seabird Dr., east of Beach Loop Rd.

200,2700,1800,1300,1900,2600,3300 (CC), 900,1000,800,

705 (CD), 201 (C)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, surface water, eToundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Plnus contorta Shore Pine Carex obnupta SloU2h Sedge
Alnus rubra Red Alder Juncus articulatus Jointed Rush
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Juncus effusus Sot'tRush
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass

Agrostis stoionifera Spreading Bentgrass
VINES / HERBS Rorippa sp. Cress sp.

Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush Sisyrinchium californicum Golden Blue-Eye-Grass
Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley Juncus ensifolius Dagger-Leaf Rush
Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass Eleocharis ovata Ovate Spikerush
Lysichiton americanum American Skunk-Cabbage Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
PARTIAL OFF-SITE. Some of site the has been disturbed by logging. Series of excavated drainages. Partially
delineated DSL WD#00-0496, 02-0523, and FP-23172. Drains southwest and piped under Beach Loop Road.
Palustrine emergent (75%) and scrub shrub (25%). Hydrologically connected to JOH-7 via ditches.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shallon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus,
Myrica califomica, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca arundinacea

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI =River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS =Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DeNP =Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-9
Date(s) offield work: OFF~SITE Size (acres): 1.08

Dat~ Sheet Nwnbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): VS,RFT

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 28S, R. 15W, Section 36, BA, BB

North of Seabird Drive, east of Beach Loop Road

1405,3100 (BA), 402, 403, 500, 1100 (BB)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes, Bullards sandy loam, 0-7% slopes

Precipitation, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Carex obnupta SIou2h Sedge
Alnus rubra Red Alder Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail

Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
AJ,!rostis stolonifera Spreadin2 Bent2rass

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Includes palustine emergent wet meadow in east (DSL WD#OO-0477) that drains southwest to ocean
and piped under Beach Loop Road. Palustrine emergent (85%) and scrub shrub (15%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rubus ursinsus, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca arundinacea, Dactylis
glomerata, Taraxacum officinale,

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

Rl = River Impounding

DA~ Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-IO
Date(s) of field work: 3/27/02 Size (acres): 0.50

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: 73, 74, 75, 76 Cowardin Class(es): PSS,PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME HGM Class(es): FL,DO

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 15W, Section 1, B

East of Golf Fairway Court

201 (B), 201

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES 1SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Agrostis tenuis Colonial Bentgrass
Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Phalaris arundinacea Reed Canary Grass
Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
Aster sp. Aster

Comments; Locally Significant Wetland
Wetland is mixed emergent (95%) and scrub/shrub (5%). In addition to direct precipitation, stOTIllwater run-off
from the north app'ears to contribute to shallow, seasonal depressional areas. Water overflows to the south via
poorly defined drainges under a pair ofdriveways. Water apparently flows into a storm drain which diverts water
around or under a number ofresidential structures to the south. The outlet of this structure is unknown.

Adjacent upland species: Ulex europaeus, Agrostis tenuis, Hypochaeris radicata, Aster sp., Anthoxanthum
odoratum, Plantago major, Prunella vulgaris

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO ~ palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Dep~ssionalAlkaline

HS =Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB ~ Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS =estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP ~ Depressional Closed Permanent

FL =Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW =palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-II
Date(s) of field work: 9/24/02 Size (acres): 0.52

Data Sheet Numbers: 71,72 Cowardin Class(es): PSS, PEM

Investigator(s): SEIME HGM Class(es): VS,DO

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 15W, Section 1, B

East of Golf Fairway Court

1100, 700 (B), 201

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam

Precipitation

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Myrica californica Pacific Wax-Myrtle Phalaris arundi"acea Reed Canary Grass
AJ:rostis te"uis Colonial Bentgrass
Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Holcus lallatus Common Velvet Grass

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
The wetland is a palustrine scrub/shrub (75%) and emergent (25%) system with a direct hydrologic connection to
Johnson Creek (JOH-3D). The north end is mixed PSS and PEM that develops a shallow channel and flow under
two residential driveways and onto a golf course before converging with the main stem of Johnson Creek.

Adjacent upland species: Pinus contorta, Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shallon, Vaccinium ovatum

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

R1 = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS =Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH ~ Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-12
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.62

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 15W, Section 1, BC

South of Seabird Drive, west of Beach Loop Road

1200, 1106, 1107, HOS (BC)

Johnson Creek

Waldport fine sand, 0-30% slopes

Precipitation, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Carex obnupta Slou~h Sed~e

Alnus rubra Red Alder Equisetum arvense Field Horsetail
Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass
A!!rostis stolonifera Spreading Bentgrass

Comments:
OFF-SITE. DSL WD#93-0301, 97-0081, FP 6574. Wetland depression that ponds water due to impoundment
caused by driveways. Isolated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rubus ursinsus, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata

cowARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI =River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM =estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-13
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.50

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PSS

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R.15W, Section 1, CB

East of Beach Loop Road, opposite Polaris Lane

100, 2100, 2000 (CB)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Rubus sper;tabilis Salmonberry Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Wetland depression that ponds water. Isolated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Rubus ursinsus, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata

cowARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB = Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM =palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP = Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-14
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 0.44

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 15W, Section 1, CB

East of Beach Loop Road, opposite Mars Lane

4900, 4800, 4801 (CB)

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3~7% slopes

Precipitation, surface water

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Carex obnupta Slough Sedge

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Wetland depressions that pond water on both sides of Beach Loop Road. Isolated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV = Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Permanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpermanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOR-1S
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.74

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, PFO

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): VS,RFT

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. lSW, Section 1

West ofHwy.lOl

500

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes

Surface water, precipitation, f!roundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Festuca rubra Red Fescue
Lonicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Salix hookeriana Hooker Willow Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-Parsley
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Scirpus microcarpus Small-Fruit Bulrush
Pinus contorla Shore Pine Holcus lanatus Common Velvet Grass

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Johnson Creek wetlands on west side ofHighway 101. Wetland begins near Oceansprayplant and
extends west. Hydfologically connected to JOH-3D and JOH-16 by surface water_ Wetland is mix of forested
(10%), scrub shrub (50%), and emergent (40%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shallon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus,
Myrica californica, Ulex europaeus, Hypochaeris radicata, Festuca arundinacea, Iris sp., Vaccinium parvifolium,
V. ovatum, Pteridium aqulinium, Cytisus scoparius, Erechtites minima

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO =palustrine forested

HGMCODES;

RJ = River Impounding

DA- DepressiOnal Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO = Depressional Outflow

VS =Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFY =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed PelTIlanent

FL = Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional NonpelTIlancnt



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-16
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 1.22

Dat~ Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM, PSS, POWx

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): RI, DCP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

HYdrologic basin:

Soil-- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 15W, Section 1

West ofHwy.101, south of Oceanspray property

1000,800,500

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes

Surface water, precipitation, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES I SHRUBS VINES I HERBS

Alnus rubra Red Alder Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Picea sitchensis Sitka Spruce Juncus bolanderi Bolander's Rush
LOllicera involucrata Bearberry Honeysuckle Juncus effusus Soft Rush
Salix hookerialla Hooker Willow Sparganium emersum Narrow-Leaf Burreed
Rubus spectabilis Salmonberry Typha latifolia Common Cattail

Nuphar luteum Yellow Cow-Lily

Comments: Locally Significant Wetland
OFF-SITE. Excavated ponds and small drainage just south of Oceanspray cranberry property. Old mill ponds or
cranberry bogs? Hydrologically connected to JOH-I5 and JOH-17 by surface water. Wetland is mix ofscmb
shrub (30%), emergent (50%), and open water, excavated (20%).

Adjacent Upland Species: Rhamnus purshiana, Gaultheria shallon, Polystichum munitum, Rubus ursinsus,
Myrica califomica, Ulex europaeus, Erechtites minima

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO = palustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI = River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS = Headwater Slope

E2FO = estuarine forested

PSS = palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH = Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO =Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS = estuarine scrub shrub

PEM = palustrine emergent

EFR = Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP = Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT = Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpennanent



Wetland Characterization Sheet

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wetland Code: I JOH-17
Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Size (acres): 3.59

Data Sheet Numbers: N/A Cowardin Class(es): PEM

Investigator(s): PF,JVS HGM Class(es): DO, DCNP

Location -- Legal:

Other:

Tax Lots:

Hydrologic basin:

Soil -- Mapped series:

Hydrologic Source:

T. 29S, R. 14W, Section 6

East ofHwy. 101, west of Airport

2500,3000,2502,2900

Johnson Creek

Blacklock fine sandy loam, 3-7% slopes

Precipitation, groundwater

Dominant Wetland Vegetation

TREES / SHRUBS VINES / HERBS

Carex obnupta Slough Sedge
Juncus effusus Soft Rush

Comments:
OFF-SITE. Series ofexcavated drainages and channels through disturbed field. Hydrologically connected to
JOH-16 by surface water. Mostly unvegetated.

Adjacent Upland Species: Ulex europaeus, Cytisus scoparius

COWARDIN CODES:

PFO ~ pal ustrine forested

HGMCODES:

RI ~ River Impounding

DA- Depressional Alkaline

HS ~ Headwater Slope

E2FO =estuarine forested

PSS ~ palustrine scrub-shrub

EFB =Estuarine Fringe Embayment

LFH =Lacustrine Fringe Headwater

DO ~ Depressional Outflow

VS = Valley Slope

E2SS ~ estuarine scrub shrub

PEM ~ palustrine emergent

EFR =Estuarine Fringe Riverine

LFV =Lacustrine Fringe Valley

DCP =Depressional Closed Pennanent

FL= Flats

E2EM = estuarine emergent

POW = palustrine open water

RFT =Riverine Flow Through

DB = Depressional Bog

DCNP =Depressional Nonpennanent





Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 14 W

SIM-3-1
5/9/02

Section: 19

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

4
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2/2 ucky peat

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

many roots in plot

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay.,~,

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (95% ) Status % Cover

Carex obnupta* OBL 40
Phalaris arundinacea* FACW 30
Athyrium filix-femina* FAC 20
Epilobium watsonii FACW- 1
Scirpus microcarpus OBL 5
Equisetum arvense FAC 2

Shrub Stratum ( 4%) Status % Cover Juncus effusus FACW 2
Rubus spectabilis* FAC+ 100

Woody Vine Stratum (1% ) Status % Cover
Rubus ursinus* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80%

Comments: In wetland below dam.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: SE/FS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 14 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

SIM·3·2
5/9/02

Section: 19

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/3.5 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (50%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (20%) Status % Cover

seudotsuga menziesii* FACU 70 Polystichum munitum* FACU 60
Alnus rubra* FAC 30 Dicentra formosa * FACU 20

Pteridium aquilinum FACU 5
Galium aparine FACU 1
Disporum smithii UPL 2
Stachys cooleyae FACW 2

Shrub Stratum (20%) Status % Cover Phalaris arundinacea FACW 10
Gaultheria shallon* FACU 60
Rhamnus purshiana* FAC- 40 Woody Vine Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover

Rubus ursinus* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 14%

Comments: Within 50' of dam/falls on Spring Creeek, on steep slope almost to Highway 10l.
Culvert approximately 36" in diameter.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

SIM-3-3
5/9/02

Section: 19

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

6 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2/1.5 muck

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
Rubus spectabilis*

onicera involucrata

(0%)

(60%)

Status

Status
FAC+
FAC+

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Lysichiton americanum*
Athyrium filix-femina
Mitella ovalis*
Cardamine angulata

% Cover
90
10 Woody Vine Stratum

(40%)

(0% )

Status
OBL
FAC
OBL

FACW

Status

% Cover
60
10
30

trace

% Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100% I\'Ri1BIrr,
Comments: Below property on 7th Street in steep ravine within Spring Creek at bottom.
extending approx. 15' out from creek, varies 0-15 wide.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

SIM·3-4
5/9/02

Section: 19

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No
Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

BrD:~ .. ~%I-.,t"'~

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

0-2 10 YR 2/2 SL
2-14+ 7.5 YR 2.5/3 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

high organic content

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Polystichum munitum*
(35% ) Status

FACU
% Cover

100

Shrub Stratum
Rubus spectabilis*

(65%) Status % Cover
FAC+ 100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments: Upslope ofSIM-3-3 in steep ravine.
logged in past.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: SE/FS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:

Township:

Yes

No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 14 W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

SIM-6-5
5/8/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

12
4

Inches
Inches
Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Waldport fine sand
Classification: Typic Tropopsamments

Hydric Soil?: No
Drainage Class: excessivel drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2/2 ucky peat

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

wood debris in plot

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (30%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (35% ) Status % Cover

Picea sitchensis* FAC 40 Lysichiton americanum* OBL 55
[nus rubra* FAC 60 Athyrium filix-femina FAC 15

Cardamine sp. FACW 10
Oenanthe sarmentosa OBL 5

Erechtites minima UPL 5
Equisetum arvense FAC trace

Shrub Stratum (35%) Status % Cover Maianthemum dilatatum FAC 10

ubus spectabilis* FAC+ 85
Sambucus racemosa FACU 15 Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments: Kelley property off Riverside Drive.

100%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos

28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

SIM-6-6
5/8/02

Section: 30

o Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: T ic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/1 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

gravel below 14"
high organic content

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

icea sitchensis*
(45%) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 10% )

100 Maianthemum dilatatum
Polystichum munitum*

Status. % Cover
FAC 5

FACU 95

Shrub Stratum
ubus spectabilis*

Sambucus racemosa*

(25% ) Status
FAC+
FACU

% Cover
30
70 Woody Vine Stratum

Hedera helix*
(20% ) Status

UPL
% Cover

100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 40%

Comments: On steep bank ofbluff east of Kelley's house.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-1-7
411102

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes
No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-3
3-16

Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 SL
10 YR3/1 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

No
well drained

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 40% )

Maianthemum dilatatum *
Polystichum munitum*

Status
FAC

FACU

% Cover
60
40

Shrub Stratum ( 50% )
Sambucus racemosa*
Rhamnus purshiana*
Gaultheria shallon*

Status
FACU
FAC­
FACU

% Cover
40
40 Woody Vine Stratum ( 10% )
20 Rubus ursinus*

Status
FACU

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 17%

Comments: Upland slope 4 inches above the wetland is greater than 20%.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 14 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-8
4/1/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturatiou

5
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Willanch fine sandy loam
Classification: Aeric Tropaquepts

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 4/1 SCL 10 YR 3/6 few, coarse, distinct

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCV=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 0% )

Shrub Stratum ( 30% )
Sambucus racemosa*
Rhamnus purshiana*
Rubus spectabilis*

Status

Status
FACU
FAC­
FAC+

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 70% )
Lysichiton americanum
Phalaris arundinacea*
Athyrium filix-femina *

% Cover
20
50 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )
30

Status % Cover
OBL 10

FACW 70
FAC 20

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments: On the north side of creek and wetland.
palustrine forested/scrub-shrub components.

60%

Lots of snags.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:
Township:

Yes
No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:
28 S Range: 14 W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

FER-1-9
4/1/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-8
8-16

Mapped Series: Willanch fine sandy loam
Classification: Aeric Tropaquepts

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/2 SL 7.5 YR 4/6 common, medium, distinct
10 YR 3/1 SDL 7.5 YR 4/4 common, medium, distinct

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

Yes
ood drained

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (20%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (60%) Status % Cover

Rhamnus purshiana* FAC- 100 Lysichiton americanum* OBL 20
Carex obnupta* OBL 30
Phalaris arundinacea* FACW 30
Holcus lanatus FAC 10
Oenanthe sarmentosa OBL 10

Shrub Stratum (20% ) Status % Cover
Sambucus racemosa* FACU 100

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 60%

Comments: Very large wetland surrounding Ferry Creek (aboutl5 ft. wide). Edge of wetland at foot
of steep side slope. Shallow, seasonal grdwater table. Small areas ofponding.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI
City of Bandon

PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-1-10
4/1102

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No
Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O

Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

7.5 YR 2.5/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

;:: It "J:"U""
VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
Rubus spectabilis*

onicera involucrata
hamnus purshiana*

Sambucus racemosa

(0% )

(55% )

Status

Status
FAC+
FAC+
FAC­
FACU

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 45% )
Polystichum munitum*
Maianthemum dilatatum*
Oxalis oregana
Stachys cooleyae

% Cover
20
15 Woody Vine Stratum (0%)
55
10

Status
FACU
FAC
UPL

FACW

Status

% Cover
30

55
10
5

% Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments: On southern slope above wetland.

50%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-1-11
4/1/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-3
3-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 SL
lOYR3/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 20% )

inus contorta*

Shrub Stratum ( 65% )
ubus spectabilis*

Rhamnus purshiana*
Gaultheria shallon*

yrica californica*

Status
FAC

Status
FAC+
FAC­
FACU
FACW

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 15% )
100 Polystichum munitum*

% Cover
30
20 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )
30
20

Status % Cover
FACU 100

Status % Cover



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-1-12
4/1/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

12 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-12
12-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/2 SCL
10 YR 3/2 SDSC 10 YR 4/2 few, coarse, distinct

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

sandy silty clay loam

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 20% )

Lysichiton americanum*
Athyrium filix-femina *
Polystichum munitum*

Status
OBL
FAC

FACU

% Cover
40
30
30

Shrub Stratum
Salix hookeriana*
Rubus spectabilis*

( 80% ) Status % Cover
FACW- 20
FAC+ 80 Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80%

Comments: Ferry Creek at end of 6th Street, narrow drainage about 2-3 feet wide at base of steep
hillside. Very narrow wetland fringe.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 14 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-13
3/27/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

12
o

Inches
Inches
Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2/1 peat

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

/nus rubra*

Shrub Stratum
ubus spectabilis*

Gaultheria shallon*

(10% )

(70%)

Status
FAC

Status
FAC+
FACU

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 20% )
100 Lysichiton americanum*

Polystichum munitum
Carex obnupta*

% Cover
80
20 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )

Status % Cover
OBL 55

FACU 15
OBL 30

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80%

Comments: Plot taken about 60 feet upslope of creek.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

p:,~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Ran e: 14 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-14
4/1/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

1
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Ipdjcators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

Mapped Series: Willanch fine sandy loam
Classification: Aeric Tropaquepts

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-4
4-16 10 YR3/2

duff
SC H2S odor

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 0% )

Shrub Stratum ( 30% )
onicera involucrata*

Rubus spectabilis*

Status

Status
FAC+
FAC+

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Carex obnupta*
Phalaris arundinacea*
Equisetum arvense*
Vicia gigantea

% Cover
50
50 Woody Vine Stratum

(70% )

(0% )

Status
OBL

FACW
FAC
NI

Status

% Cover
55
20
20
5

% Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: Where channel joins the main wetland.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Ap licant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 14 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-15
4/1102

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-8
8-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/3 SL
10 YR 3/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (20%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (30%) Status % Cover

Picea sitchensis* FAC 100 Polystichum munitum* FACU 30
Berberis aquifolium * UPL 20
Holcus lanatus* FAC 20
Carex obnupta OBL 10
Maianthemum dilatatum FAC 10

Shrub Stratum (40% ) Status % Cover
Sambucus racemosa * FACU 30

onicera involucrata* FAC+ 30 Woody Vine Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover
Holodiscus discolor* UPL 40 Rubus ursinus* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 38%

Comments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS
County:
Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sam Ie Site

Date:

14W

FER-1-16
411102

Section: 30

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes
No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Ipdicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-3
3-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR312 SL
10 YR212 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL==Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

. t ,,-

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 40% )

Picea sitchensis*

Shrub Stratum ( 40% )
Rhamnus purshiana*
Gaultheria shallon*

Status
FAC

Status
FAC­
FACU

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 20% )
100 Carex obnupta

Polystichum munitum*
Maianthemum dilatatum*

% Cover
70
30 Woody Vine Stratum (0%)

Status % Cover
OBL S

FACU 40
FAC SS

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 40%

Comments: Above wetland approximately 10 feet in elevation.
level of wetland.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci ofBandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:
14W

FER-1 ..17
411/02

Section: 30

o Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes
No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

3
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Mapped Series: Willanch fine sandy loam
Classification: Aeric Tropaquepts

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-6
6-16 10 YR211

duff
SDL

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

Yes

oorl drained

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

i\'>..J)~'~

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(40%) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum

100 Carex obnupta*
Lysichiton americanum
Oenanthe sarmentosa*

(50% ) Status
OBL
OBL
OBL

% Cover
70
10
20

Shrub Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

Woody Vine Stratum ( 10% )
Rubus spectabilis*

Status % Cover
FAC+ 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100% 1••_,&
Comments: South end ofwetland becoming more palustrine scrub-shrub.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: JVS/PF

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-18
10/2/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

===

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Pinus contorta*
(20% ) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum

100 Iris sp. *
Dactylis glomerata*
Polystichum munitum*
Pteridium aquilinum*

(30% ) Status
NI

FACU
FACU
FACU

% Cover
40
20
20
20

Shrub Stratum
Cytisus scoparius*
Vaccinium ovatum*
Rhamnus purshiana*

(20%) Status
UPL
UPL
FAC-

% Cover
40
30
30

Woody Vine Stratum
Hedera helix*
Rubus ursinus*

(30% ) Status
UPL

FACU

% Cover
80
20

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 11%

Comments: Ferry Creek area, off of3rd.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: JVS/PF

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-19
10/2/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
.well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 40% )

Rhamnus purshiana*
lnus rubra*

Shrub Stratum ( 20% )
Sambucus racemosa *

onicera involucrata*
Rhamnus purshiana*

Status
FAC­
FAC

Status
FACU
FAC+
FAC-

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 30% )
70 Carex obnupta*
30 Polystichum munitum*

% Cover
40
20 Woody Vine Stratum ( 10% )
40 Rubus ursinus*

Status % Cover
OBL 90

FACU 10

Status % Cover
FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 43%

Comments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Ap licant:
Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

JVS/PF

County:
Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28S Range:

Sample Site

Date:
14W

FER·1·20
10/2/02

Section: 30

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes
No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20

Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Mapped Series: Willanch fme sandy loam
Classification: Aeric Tropaquepts

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundancrJsizrJcontrast

10 YR 3/2 SL 7.5 YR 4/6 common, medium, distinct

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

Yes
oorl drained

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(30% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (50%) Status % Cover

FAC 100 Carex obnupta* OBL 50
Phalaris arundinacea * FACW 20
Equisetum arvense FAC 10
Ranunculus repens* FACW 20

Shrub Stratum ( 20% )
Sambucus racemosa *

Status
FACU

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80%
Comments: On property with excavated pond at edge ofmowed field.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH:'r[Ji
Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site FER-1-21
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 10/2/02
Investigators: JVS/PF Township: 28S Range: 14W Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No
Is this an Atypical SitUation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators
HYDROLOGY Inundated Ox. rhizospheres Yes

Sat. in Upper 12" H20-stained leaves
Depth of Surf. H2O Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O >14 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation >14 Inches Sediment Deposits Other

II~ . -
Drainage patterns Yes ~,~, ' . ·~.1t1~;g. ;" ,~,_~___~~,~ -.,_ .' ."'-, .. ~ ".... " .. , __,:h,

SOILS Mapped Series: Willanch fine sandy loam Hydric Soil?: Yes
Classification: Aeric Tropaquepts Drainage Class: poorly drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments

0-14 10 YR4/2 SL 7.5 YR4/6 common, medium, distinct

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay.Err_• ..... • - ." " 71

'~<~!-"',:",~, ""' ",}

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (20% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (40% ) Status % Cover

IAlnus rubra * FAC 100 Oenanthe sarmentosa* OBL 20
Carex obnupta* OBL 60
Stachys cooleyae* FACW 20

Shrub Stratum (30%) Status % Cover
Sambucus racemosa * FACU 50
Rubus spectabilis* FAC+ 50 Woody Vine Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover

Rubus ursinus* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 71% .~fi1i_~~1lBl:i:<.~'l. ""~ ,,' ~'Jf~_·P• .. _,,-<;,;;a~i"'-'.<' . _ ..,.. -",,_ '. _. ,-~"'~.. .... . .,t.J;,,,. .,,,;:;:;:.# -.,~

Ilcomments:
,~~D~'1ll1!§l~i~."~".W'tr"i'i7'·"'·'H ti'"''''!,~~ '. j' "", an:n~!, , , 11l1!l!D3i 1 u:m..'¥i!i .,,~, ,,' J , e , ''<,a~"~,m.",~_,---,.,,,,,~.,,;_~ik'O!~"'"':"d-,.,.~A""_:':_"';'\1\k',..,. ~ ..•J ":,,,. . ·":tM><I:"r<~!';"':'"r,:."'"



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services; Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: JVS/PF

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-1-22
10/2/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR212 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 40% )

lnus rubra*

Shrub Stratum ( 50% )
Sambucus racemosa*
Rubus spectabilis*

Status
FAC

Status
FACU
FAC+

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum (10%)
100 Carex obnupta*

Polystichum munitum*

% Cover
25
75 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )

Status % Cover
OBL 80

FACU 20

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 60%

Comments: On upland slope on the west side of Ferry Creek.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

JVS/PF

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-1-23
10/2/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 4/2 SDL 10 YR 4/6 common, coarse, distinct

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Phalaris arundinacea*
Equisetum arvense

( 80% ) Status % Cover
FACW 90

FAC 10

Shrub Stratum
Salix hookeriana*

(20% ) Status
FACW-

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments:

100%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site FER-1-24
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 10/2/02
Investigators: JVS/PF Township: 28S Range: 14W Section: 30

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

Is this an Atypical Situation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators
HYDROLOGY Inundated Ox. rhizospheres

Sat. in Upper 12" H20-stained leaves
Depth of Surf. H2O Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O >15 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation >15 Inches Sediment Deposits Other

Drainage patterns

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam Hydric Soil?: No
Classification: Typic Haplorthods Drainage Class: well drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments

0-15 10 YR3/2 SL

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay
MAfJ! . '. -,~.~~~

,,,,~"~f"'_P

'<"III;~ 1J;t ·rAa, I~'..:t' ",W<... j;""'-I.",, ~" ..~ .-,,_._"~· ..,",.!IJl0 ,."".,_' I",,,,,. "

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (40%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (50%) Status % Cover

IAlnus rubra * FAC 100 Phalaris arundinace* FACW 90
Equisetum arvense FAC' 10

Shrub Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover
Rubus discolor* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 67% ~~1i~_._J~, .. ,).:e;J .. '. :I.~ .;. il:tf-,~~-;.·/" ~~ -~, . ~ , ,~~~"li!, .. ,.,~JIJ.A'~ ~ '&.'l.'<d_'"''''-i.i;",,>(;:,~<b-~~. _ ,,". ,', ~·,;;(.d!~ "'"

Ilcomments: Near auto body shop at edge offield with pond.
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Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH:"~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:
Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28S Range: 14W

FER-2-25
9/24/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(20% ) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum

100 Polystichum munitum*
Equisetum arvense

(5% ) Status % Cover
FACU 97
FAC 3

Shrub Stratum ( 15% )
Rubus parviflorus*
Sambucus racemosa *
Rosa sp.

Status % Cover
FAC- 55
FACU 40
FAC 5

Woody Vine Stratum ( 60% )
Hedera helix*

Status
UPL

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 20%
Comments: South of 5th Street, west of Grand.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-2-26
9/24/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
Water Marks Yes
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-2
2-7

7-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

lOYR3/4 SD
lOYR2/1 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

Duff

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

irA:'r;l , r

W'rh~r ,I

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Carex obnupta*
Oenanthe sarmentosa*

(10% ) Status % Cover
OBL 65
OBL 35

Shrub Stratum
Salix hookeriana*

(90% ) Status
FACW-

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments:

100%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-3-27
9/24/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>12 Inches

o Inches .

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-12

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

7.5YR2.5/1 L

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

H2S odor
Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (40%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (45%) Status % Cover

lnus rubra* FAC 100 Gaultheria shallon FACU 5
Carex obnupta* OBL 45
Lysichiton americanum OBL 15
Athyrium filix-femina * FAC 20
Blechnum spicant FAC+ 12
Equisetum arvense FAC 3

Shrub Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover
Rhamnus purshiana* FAC- 45
Vaccinium ovatum UPL 10 Woody Vine Stratum (5% ) Status % Cover
Salix hookeriana* FACW- 45 Rubus ursinus* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 67%

Comments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-3-28
9/24/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>16 Inches
>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test

Other_==~

l~ .

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundancl'1sizl'1contrast

10YR2/2 CL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

No
well drained

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=SiIt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=SiIty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum ( 20% )

Chamaecyparis lawsoniana *
lnus rubra*

Status
FACU+

FAC

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 65% )
45 Polystichum munitum
55 Athyrium filix-femina

Maianthemum dilatatum*

Status
FACU
FAC
FAC

% Cover
15
5

80

Shrub Stratum
Vaccinium ovatum*

(15% ) Status % Cover
UPL 100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 50%
Comments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

FER-4-29
9/24/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

4
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: T ic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR211 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(10% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (40% ) Status % Cover

FAC 100 Lysichiton americanum * OBL 30
Phalaris arundinacea * FACW 65
Athyrium filix-femina FAC 5

Shrub Stratum ( 35% )
onicera involucrata*

Status % Cover
FAC+ 100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 15% )
Rubus discolor*

Status % Cover
FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80%

Comments: East ofFilmore, south of 7th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos

28S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-4·30
9/24/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>13 Inches

>13 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test

Other===

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-6
6-13

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/2 SDL
10 YR3/3 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

'Bi:~'.~~\~m,LifJl~Jli!\!$I'·

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(25%) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 50% )

100 Carex obnupta*
Maianthemum dilatatum
Polystichum munitum*

Status % Cover
OBL 55
FAC 10

FACU 35

Shrub Stratum (20% ) Status % Cover
Vaccinium ovatum* UPL 25
Sambucus racemosa * FACU 65 Woody Vine Stratum (5% ) Status % Cover
Prunus sp. FACU 5 Rubus ursinus* FACU 100
Rubus spectabilis FAC+ 5

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 33%

Comments: East of Filmore, south of 7th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

FER-4-31
9/24/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?
Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No
No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>16 Inches
>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-2
2-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

lOYR3/2 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

Duff

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(30% ) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum

100 Polystichum munitum*
Athyrium filix-femina

(7%) Status % Cover
FACU 95
FAC 5

Shrub Stratum (3%)
Rhamnus purshiana*

Status % Cover
FAC- 100

Woody Viue Stratum ( 60% )
Rubus discolor
Hedera helix*

Status % Cover
FACU 15
UPL 85

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or: OBL: 25%

Comments: West of Filmore, just south of 5th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

FER-4-32
9/24/02

Section: 30

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

<1
o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20~stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix. Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/1 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

H2S odor
Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (45%)

lnus rubra*
Salix hookeriana*

Shrub Stratum ( 10% )
onicera involucrata*

Salix hookeriana*

Status
FAC

FACW-

Status
FAC+

FACW-

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
40 Oenanthe sarmentosa*
60 Athyrium filix-femina *

Equisetum arvense
Scirpus microcarpus

% Cover
SO
SO Woody Vine Stratum

Rubus discolor*
Hedera helix

(35% )

(10% )

Status
OBL
FAC
FAC
OBL

Status
FACU
UPL

% Cover
40
30
15
15

% Cover
90
10

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 86%

Comments: West ofFilmore, just south of7th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 14 W

FER-6-33
4/1/02

Section: 31

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth o~Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>15 Inches

>15 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-15

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 4/6 SD Fill material

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

cobbles

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
Salix hookeriana*
Rosa eglanteria*
flex aquifolium*

(0% )

(50%)

Status

Status
FACW­
FACW

UPL

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Erechtites minima*
Carex obnupta*

% Cover
45

30 Woody Vine Stratum
25

(50% )

(0% )

Status
UPL
OBL

Status

% Cover
60
40

% Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 60%

Comments: Within old building foundation. Upland continues to adjacent lot and house.
There is a I-foot difference between upland and wetland boundary.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

PF/JVS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

FER-6-34
4/1/02

Section: 31

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

4
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16
16+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/1 SCL
5 Y 5/1 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (70%) Status % Cover

Ranunculus repens* FACW 30
Lonicera involucrata* FAC+ 20
Phalaris arundinacea* FACW 30
Potentilla anserina OBL 10
Alopecurus pratensis FACW 10

Shrub Stratum (30%) Status % Cover
Salix hookeriana* FACW- 80
Rosa eglanteria* FACW 20 Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: Plot taken in lot off 20th Street that is for sale.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28S Range: 14W

GRO-6-35
9/24/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?
Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Snrf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

o Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-6
6-10
10-14

7.5 YR 3/1 SDL
lOYR4/1 SDL
7.5 YR 3/1 SL

10 YR 3/4 few, medium, distinct

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (75%) Statns % Cover

lnus rubra* FAC 100 Lysichiton americanum OBL 15
Athyrium filix-femina FAC 5
Ranunculus repens* FACW 40
Phalaris arundinacea FACW 10
Carex obnupta OBL 16
Oenanthe sarmentosa OBL 5

Shrub Stratum (15% ) Status % Cover Rumexsp. FAC 3
Rubus spectabi/is* FAC+ 100 Veronica americana OBL 3

Agrostis tenuis FAC 3

Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Statns % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

A licant:

Investi ators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

JVS/PF

County:

Townshi

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:
28S Range: 14VV

GRO-6-36
10/2/02

Section: 30

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: T ic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?: .
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 L

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*
(30% ) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum

100 Polystichum munitum*
Holcus lanatus*

(30%) Status % Cover
FACU 80
FAC 20

Shrub Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

VVoody Vine Stratum (40%)
Rubus discolor*

Status
FACU

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACVV, or OBL: 50%

Comments: Next to city hall, east of Highway 101.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH:., ~j
Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

County:

Township:

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:
28S Range: 14W

GRO·6·37
9/24/02

Section: 30

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

3
2

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR4/1 S
10 YR4/2 S
10YR5/1 S

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

30%
35%
35%

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (20% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (55% ) Status % Cover

lnus rubra* FAC 100 Lysichiton americanum OBL 10
Athyrium filix-femina * FAC 71
Blechnum spicant FAC+ 2
Polystichum munitum FACU 15
Tolmiea menziesii FAC 2

Shrub Stratum (25%) Status % Cover
Rubus spectabilis* FAC+ 100

Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%
Comments: Bottom ofthe slope, east of the police station and library, adjacent to the stream.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

A licant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

County:

Townshi

Number:

28S

2395

Coos

Range:

Sample Site

Date:

14W

GRO-6-38.
9/24/02

Section: 30

o Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-7
7-16

10 YR 3/2 SL
7.5 YR4/1 SL 7.5 YR 518 common, medium, distinct

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

lnus rubra*

Shrub Stratum
ubus spectabilis*

Sambucus racemosa

(15% )

(25% )

Status
FAC

Status
FAC+
FACU

% Cover
100

% Cover
85
15

Herbaceous Stratum
Polystichum munitum*

Woody Vine Stratum
Hedera helix*

(20% )

(40% )

Status
FACU

Status
UPL

% Cover
100

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 50% IJilq"lIl~"~~"

Comments: Bottom of the slope, east of the police station and library.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: ME/FS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:

Township:

Yes

No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:
28 S Range: 15 W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

GRO-3-39
4/18/02

Section: 25

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
o Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/1 muck

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (80% ) Status % Cover

Juncus effusus* FACW 40
Epilobium watsonii NI 10
Callitriche sp. OBL 10
Lotus corniculatus* FAC 20
Oenanthe sarmentosa OBL 3
Scirpus microcarpus OBL 1

Shrub Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Stachys cooleyae FACW 3
Vicia gigantea NI 5
Poa trivialis FACW 5
Rumex crispus FAC+ 3

Woody Vine Stratum (20%) Status % Cover
Hedera helix* UPL 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 67%

Comments: Lower end ofGross Creek in area cleared ofbeaver dam debris.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Ap licant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEIFS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

GRO-3-40
4/18/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No
Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>12 Inches
>12 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
'FAC Neutral Test
Other

===

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No

well drained
Depth

(Inches)
0-12

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2.5/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Band, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
ibes sanguineum

Rubus spectabilis*
Gaultheria shallon*
Sambucus racemosa
Salix hookeriana

(0% )

(30%)

Status

Status
UPL

FAC+
FACU
FACU

FACW-

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Stachys cooleyae
Vida gigantea *
Equisetum arvense

% Cover
10
20
50
10 Woody Vine Stratum
10 Hedera helix*

(10% )

(60% )

Status
FACW

NI
FAC

Status
UPL

% Cover
10
85
5

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 33%

Comments: Lower end of Gross Creek.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~j

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: ME/FS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

GRO-3-41
4/18/02

Section: 25

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O

Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Salix scouleriana*
(20%) Status

FAC
% Cover Herbaceous Stratum

100 Athyrium filix-femina*
Polystichum munitum*
Tellima grandiflora*

(40%) Status % Cover
FAC 30

FACU 40
UPL 30

Shrub Stratum ( 35% )
Rubus spectabilis*

ubus parviflorus*
Sambucus racemosa*

Status
FAC+
FAC­
FACU

% Cover
50
30 Woody Vine Stratum ( 5% )
20 Rubus sp. (thornless cultivar)*

Status % Cover
NI 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 43%

Comments: Above the Gross Creek drainageway, south of 4th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site GRO-3-42
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 2/13/02
Investigators: SE/FS Township: 28 S Range: 15W Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

Isthis an Atypical Situation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators
HYDROLOGY Inundated Ox. rhizospheres Yes

Sat. in Upper 12" Yes H20-stained leaves
Depth of Surf. H2O Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O >14 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation 0 Inches Sediment Deposits Other Seeps Yes

Drainage patterns Yes -
SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam Hydric Soil?: No

Classification: Typic Haplorthods Drainage Class: well drained
Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil

(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments
0-11 -10 YR 3/1.5 SDL

11-14+ 10 YR4/1 SD

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (80% ) Status % Cover

Lysichiton americanum OBL 15
Carex obnupta* OBL 30
Cardamine oligosperma* FAC 20
Athyrium filix-femina FAC 3
Rumex crispus FAC+ 2
Phalaris arundinacea* FACW 20

Shrub Stratum (20%) Status 0/0 Cover Epilobium watsonii FACW- 10
Rubus spectabilis* FAC+ 100

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100% ~- •I(omments: In wetland between 4th & 8th Streets, at the north end.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

Number: 2395 Sam Ie Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28S Range: 15W

GRO-3-43
9/24/02

Section: 25

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O

Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

10
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test

Other=======

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/1 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (92% ) Status % Cover

Polygonum sachalinense FACU 10
Juncus effusus* FACW 25
Scirpus microcarpus OBL 10
Lysichiton americanum OBL 8
Convolvulus arvensis UPL 4
Athyriumfilix-femina * FAC 30

Shrub Stratum (8%) Status % Cover Epilobium watsonii FACW- 5
Salix hookeriana* FACW- 100

Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: North of 11th Avenue, adjacent to the school in the bottom of the ditch.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28S Range: 15W

GRO-8-44
9/24/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?
Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No
No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"

WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (45%) Status % Cover

Equisetum arvense FAC 15
Epilobium angustifolium * FACU+ 30
Athyrium filix-femina * FAC 10
Phalaris arundinacea FACW 10
Polystichum munitum FACU 5
Holcus lanatus * FAC 25

Shrub Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Convolvulus arvensis UPL 5

Woody Vine Stratum (55% ) Status % Cover
Rubus discolor* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 33%

Comments: West slope ofdrainage located east of the high school.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

ME/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 15 W

GRO-3-45
4/18/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

friable

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

1:========================!!!!IJ:,,,im.!5!!!1',:1 '

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Festuca arundinacea*
Galium aparine
Marah oreganus*

(10% ) Status % Cover
FAC- 70
FACU 10
UPL 20

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*

(60% ) Status
UPL

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 30% )
Rubus discolor*

Status % Cover
FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 0%

2omments: Next to Community Youth Center located on 11th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

ME/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 15 W

GRO-3-46
4/18/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No
Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

1 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
Water Marks Yes
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other H2S odor Yes

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/1 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Scirpus microcarpus*
Convolvulus arvensis
Athyrium filix-femina *
Juncus effusus*

( 90% ) Status % Cover
OBL 30
UPL 5
FAC 20

FACW 45

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*

(5%) Status
UPL

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum
Rubus discolor*

(5% ) Status
FACU

% Cover
100



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

GRO-3-47
2/14/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?
Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No
No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

4
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2.5/2 eaty muck

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Phalaris arundinacea*
Oenanthe sarmentosa*
Lysichiton americanum

( 100% ) Status % Cover
FACW 50
OBL 40
OBL 10

Shrub Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: In floodplain of east fork of Gross Creek, off church property on 13th and on low bench
about 6' west of channel, flowing water about 2-3' wide by I' deep.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEIFS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:

Township:

Yes

No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 15 W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

GRO-3-48
4/18/02

Section: 25

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other:...:....:========

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-3
3-8

8-14+

Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

IOYR212 OG
10 YR 3/2 SL
10 YR4/1 SL

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

duff layer

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Picea sitchensis*
Alnus rubra *

Shrub Stratum
lex aquifolium *
ubus spectabilis*

Gaultheria shallon *

(25%)

(15% )

Status
FAC
FAC

Status
UPL

FAC+
FACU

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 25% )
70 Polystichum munitum
30 Maianthemum dilatatum *

Galium aparine

% Cover
20
40 Woody Vine Stratum ( 35% )
40 Hedera helix*

Rubus discolor
Rubus ursinus*

Status
FACU
FAC

FACU

Status
UPL

FACU
FACU

% Cover
10
90

trace

% Cover
75
5

20



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

GRO-3-49
3/27/02

Section: 36

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

5
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
ood drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-12

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

2.5 Y 2.5/1 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

H2S odor
Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (5%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (60%) Status % Cover

Pinus contorta* FAC 100 Phalaris arundinacea* FACW 43
Ranunculus repens* FACW 30
Juncus effusus* FACW 20
Veronica americana OBL 5
Athyrium filix-femina FAC 2

Shrub Stratum (35%) Status % Cover
Salix hookeriana* FACW- 90
Sambucus racemosa FACU 10 Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

2omments:

100%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH:"~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: ME/FS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:

Township:

Yes

No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 15 W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

GR0-4·50
4/18/02

Section: 25

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
ood drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

inus contorta*

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*
Cytisus scoparius*

(15% )

(20%)

Status
FAC

Status
UPL
UPL

% Cover
100

% Cover
70
30

Herbaceous Stratum
Pteridium aquilinum *

Woody Vine Stratum
Rubus discolor*

(5%)

(60%)

Status
FACU

Status
FACU

% Cover
100

0/0 Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 20%

2omments: Pinus contorta woods on 13th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos

28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

GR0-4·51
2/14/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

1 to 3 Inches

o Inches

o Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-2
0-5

5-14
10 YR2/1
10 YR3/1

SL
SCL 10 YR4/4 few, fine, distinct

needles/organic litter

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=SiIt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=SiIty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Pinus contorta*

Shrub Stratum
Spiraea douglasii*

alusfusca*
Lonicera involucrata*

(60%)

(30% )

Status
FAC

Status
FACW
FACW
FAC+

% Cover
100

% Cover
30
50
20

Herbaceous Stratum
Carex obnupta*

Woody Vine Stratum
Rubus ursinus*

<1%

(10% )

Status
OBL

Status
FACU

% Cover
100

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 83%

Comments: Forested wetland, undeveloped parcel off 13th, west of Gross Creek.

There is shallow ponding (1 to 3") over much of the lot.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH:..rm
Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:
Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

PFIFS

County:
Township:

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:
28 S Range: 15 W

GRO-5-52
1116/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes
No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>15 Inches

>15 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test

Other===

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundancelsizl'lcontrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-5
5-10

10-15+

10 YR 2/1 peat
IOYR2/2 SDL
IOYR4/3 SDL 10 YR 4/6 common, coarse, distinct

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (60%) Status % Cover

Holcus lanatus FAC 10
Juncus effusus* FACW 30
Agrostis stolonifera* FAC 30
Hypochaeris radicata * FACU 20
Festuca rubra FAC+ 5

Shrub Stratum (5% ) Status % Cover
Ulex europaeus* UPL 50
Salix hookeriana* FACW- 50 Woody Vine Stratum (5%) Status % Cover

Rubus discolor* FACU 100

Comments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~i

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: SE/FS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

GRO·5·53
2/13/02

Section: 25

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

2
2
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-4
4-7

7-15+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/1 SL
2.5'Y 2/2 SL
10 YR 2/1 silty muck

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (50% ) Status % Cover

Agrostis stolonifera* FAC 50
Carex obnupta* OBL 20
Holcus lanatus* FAC 20
Leontodon autumnalis FAC 5
Hypochaeris radicata FACU 5

Shrub Stratum (50%) Status % Cover
Spiraea douglasii* FACW 98
Ulex europaeus UPL 2 Woody Vine Stratum <1 Status % Cover

Rubus discolor* FACU 100

Comments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

TUP..6..54
3/27/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

<1
o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-6
6-14+

10YR4/3 SDL
10YR4/2 SDL 10 YR 4/5 common, medium, distinct

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (20%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (50%) Status % Cover

inus contorta* FAC 100 Hypochaeris radicata FACU 5
Equisetum arvense FAC 5
Carex obnupta* OBL 35
Juncus effusus* FACW 25
Fragaria chiloensis UPL 10
Potentilla anserina OBL 10

Shrub Stratum (30% ) Status % Cover Oenanthe sarmentosa OBL 10
Lonicera involucrata* FAC+ 65
Gaultheria shallon FACU 10 Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover
Rubus spectabilis* FAC+ 25

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: Wetland in low area ofFace Rock Park that drains downslope to ocean.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

ME/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

TUP-6-55
4/18/02

Section: 36

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No
Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-3
3-14+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

lOYR2/1 SD
10YR4/4 SD

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

duff

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Pinus contorta *

(70% ) Status
FAC

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
100 Dactylis glomerata *

Equisetum arvense

Festuca arundinacea*

Hypochaeris radicata *

(20%) Status % ·Cover
FACU 30
FAC 10
FAC- 30
FACU 30

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus

Gaultheria shallon

Rubus spectabilis*

(10%) Status % Cover
UPL 10

FACU 10 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )
FAC+ 80

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 40%

Comments: In Face Rock Park, just upslope ofTUP-4-54.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

JOH-3A-56
2/13/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No
No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

:,'-~",(,

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Ha lorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)
0-12+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2/1 muck

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

H2S odor
Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

inus contorta*
(50%) Status

FAC
% Cover

100
Herbaceous Stratum

Carex obnupta*
Gaultheria shallon*
Erechtites minima

(30%) Status
OBL

FACU
UPL

% Cover
65
30
5

Shrub Stratum
yrica californica*

(20% ) Status
FACW

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 75%

Comments: On west side ofpark, south of 11th Street.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

JOH-3A-57
2/13/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No

well drained
Depth

(Inches)
0-3

3-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/2 SL
10 YR2/2 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

with loose duff

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

inus contorta*

Shrub Stratum
Vaccinium ovatum *
Gaultheria shallon *
Ulex europaeus

(45%)

(35%)

Status
FAC

Status
UPL

FACU
UPL

% Cover
100

% Cover
30
60
10

Herbaceous Stratum
Erechtites minima
Polystichum munitum *
Holcus lanatus

Woody Vine Stratum
Hedera helix*

(5%)

(15% )

Status
UPL

FACU
FAC

Status
UPL

% Cover
10
80
10

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 20%

Comments: Fringe of forested swale next to park entrance.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

SE/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

JOH·1·58
2/13/02

Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

2 to 12
o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

,iii' ~.

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-12
12-15+

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 2/2 ucky peat
N2.5/1 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

H2S odor
Comments

high organic content

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
Salix hookeriana*
Spiraea douglasii*

(0% )

(70%)

Status

Status
FACW­
FACW

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Carex obnupta*

% Cover
40
60 Woody Vine Stratum

(30% )

(0% )

Status
OBL

Status

% Cover
100

% Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: Wooded area at southwest end ofbaseball field includes marsh/swamp area.

Marsh with 10" ofponded water.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site JOH·1·59
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 4/18/02
Investigators: ME/FS Township: 28 S Range: 15W Section: 25

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

Is this an Atypical Situation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators
HYDROLOGY Inundated Ox. rhizospheres

Sat. in Upper 12" H2O-stained leaves
Depth of Surf. H2O Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O >14 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation >14 Inches Sediment Deposits Other-' " >f,"- ".

Drainage patterns (f-'C'l
'. "t't,"

,
'" .Jt .~i., ";';-.,d • ~ .' l! ,

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam Hydric Soil?: No
Classification: Typic Haplorthods Drainage Class: well drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments

0-5 10 YR2/2 duff layer/roots
5-14 10 YR.3/3 SL

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

1·'~1.'f' ',,~
'kit}' -,~.•.

, - -"'" -
"PJ~--~' m,: ~;,;,; '<I'll! -

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (65% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (5%) Status % Cover

Picea sitchensis* FAC 90 Polystichum munitum* FACU 100
Pinus contorta FAC 10

Shrub Stratum (29%) Status % Cover
Vaccinium ovalifolium * UPL 80
!Rubus spectabilis FAC+ 10 Woody Vine Stratum (1% ) Status % Cover
Gaultheria shallon FACU 10 Hedera helix* UPL 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 25% .1~1_"~J4' ~-_Il ~~,.,."~~~ ..",~",,",,.~iiiilii .~-,~i~, .. ~ ~~',~ .~ Y/df~ '~~ g~

II Comments: Picea woods near ball field in City Park, west of JOH-1-58
iIr_*"m'~frft;~Rq,·ij ','" ",·"'D'fi('f.:~",",'" """ ~1,,"',':DJ¥, ,~It,. ',"'''''''''''' '" ,,,,,,,,,,!B,,,,,,,,A.,,, '. ,,,.IL,,,,,,,,,,,,.,,,,,,,,



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci ofBandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

JOH-3A-60
3128/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

2.5Y 3/1 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Carex obnupta*
Juncus effusus*
Eleocharis sp.

( 95% ) Status % Cover
OBL 70

FACW 25
OBL 5

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*

Comments:

(5% ) Status
UPL

% Cover
100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: ME/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
28 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

JOH-3A-61
4/18/02

Section: 36

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other
Iil;..t
~B,.,~"

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-2
2-3

3-16

10 YR2/1
10 YR3/2
10 YR3/3

SL
SL

duff layer

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Pinus contorta*
(25%) Status

FAC
% Cover HerbaceousStratum

100 Pteridium aquilinum*
Hypochaeris radicata*
Agrostis tenuis*

(5%) Status % Cover
FACU 50
FACU 30
FAC 20

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*

lnus rubra
Vaccinium ovatum*

(70%) Status
UPL
FAC
UPL

% Cover
70
10 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )
20

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 33%

Comments: North end of very large wetland



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site JOH-3B-62
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 1/16/02

Investigators: PFIFS Township: 28 S Range: 15W Section: 36

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

Is this an Atypical Situation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators

HYDROLOGY Inundated Yes Ox. rhizospheres
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes H20-stained leaves

Depth of Surf. H2O 1-2 Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O >15 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation oto 4 Inches Sediment Deposits Other

Drainage patterns mfi~~m~~4J,ffi;f~t~~!'.' ..•••~ •. ••'.c•.h··.• ,,, .~.• <,:();f1T!~JjW~" •.' o.,~,.,

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam Hydric Soil?: Yes
Classification: Typic Duraquods Drainage Class: poorly drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments

0-8 10 YR 2/1 mucky peat
8-11 10 YR 3/1 mucky peat
11-15 10 YR 5/1 mucky 10 YR 5/6 few, fine, faint

peat I
*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

:~l1lrijitlf((Ifi_~e.t.

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (100% ) Status % Cover

Agrostis st%nifera* FAC 20
Callitriche sp. * OBL 20
Sisyrinchium ca/ifornicum* FACW+ 20
G/yceria occidenta/is OBL 5
Ranuncu/us repens FACW 10
Rumex salicifolius FACW 5

Shrub Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover U/ex europaeus UPL 5
Hypochaeris radicata FACU 10
Hypericum anagalloides OBL 5

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100% ~,~i:t~ii3r:~~li~~~~~lf~lll,~~r~~~

II~omments: In depressional area on terrace in horse pasture. Water at surface saturates

the upper soil surface only. 1l.et.~r"miii:~tiQIi:;·f·;';;£}~'H;;:~!i'~e~I~Aa··i



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site JOH-3B-63
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 1116/02
Investigators: PF/FS Township: 28 S Range: 15W Section: 36

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No
Is this an Atypical Situation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators
HYDROLOGY Inundated Ox. rhizospheres

Sat. in Upper 12" H2O-stained leaves
Depth of Surf. H2O >16 Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O >16 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation Inches Sediment Deposits

~Drainage patterns

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam Hydric Soil?: Yes
Classification: Typic Duraquods Drainage Class: poorly drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments

0-12 10 YR2/2 SL
12-16 10 YR3/4 SCL

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

~ml~~i~rjM

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (95%) Status % Cover

Holcus lanatus* FAC 40
Agrostis tenuis* FAC 20
Hypochaeris radicata * FACU 20
Parentucellia viscosa FAC- IO
Agrostis stolonifera FAC 10

Shrub Stratum (5%) Status % Cover
Ulex europaeus* UPL 100

Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 50% ...'... ·j,:: ......d.
Ilcomments:

I ....



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PFIFS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

JOH-8-64
1/16/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20

epth to Saturatiou

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

lOYR211 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Agrostis tenuis*
Holcus lanatus*
Carex obnupta

(40%) Status % Cover
FAC 50
FAC 40
OBL 10

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*

( 50% ) Status % Cover
UPL 100

Woody Vine Stratum ( 10% )
Rubus discolor*

Status
FACU

% Cover
100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 50%

Comments: Upper end of channel branch.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: City of Bandon LWI Number: 2395 Sample Site JOH·8·65
Applicant: City of Bandon County: Coos Date: 1/16/02
Investigators: PFIFS Township: 28 S Range: 15W Section: 36

00 Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site? Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

Is this an Atypical Situation? No

Primary Indicators Secondary Indicators
HYDROLOGY Inundated Ox. rhizospheres

Sat. in Upper 12" Yes H2O-stained leaves
Depth of Surf. H2O Inches WaterMarks Local Soil Survey
Depth to Free H2O 0 Inches Drift Lines FAC Neutral Test
Depth to Saturation 0 Inches Sediment Deposits Other

IDrainage patterns Yes h, ~ • ...;,J~JL ,',~ . , ,.,~~~., .,

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam Hydric Soil?: Yes
Classification: Typic Duraquods Drainage Class: poorly drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations Other Hydric Soil
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast Field Indicators Comments

0-4 10 YR 3/2 SO
4-6 10 YR3/1 muck
6-10 10 YR5/1 SO

10-14+ 10 YR 4/1 CL
·SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay1J.i-_~, .. , .... .m~.,,~. .,"."~",,.' .. ~

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (95%) Status % Cover

Juncus effusus* FACW 20
Juncus articulatus* OBL 30
Nasturtium officinale* OBL 20
Sisyrinchium californicum FACW+ 3
Erechtites minima UPL 2
Equisetum arvense FAC 10

Shrub Stratum (5%) Status % Cover Juncus ensifolius FACW 5
Ulex europaeus* UPL 50 Holcus lanatus FAC 10
Salix geyeriana * FACW+ 50 Woody Vine Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80% IS' '~1I';;;:· '.' TC
~. ~..-"", ~ :c.'!:' i!i!t,~~, . ~, I -<.,.'f~

'::::omments: In excavated drainageway approximately 4 feet deep, by 4 feet wide, bottom has 3:1
I!sidewalls. 2" of shallow surface water present nearby. IliiJl[fli1tm1~~~~lurd!l$r",,1@1 ~,;~·Im!l"'>;"_':,\~,,'i,:,.i:,,-;-/~~~~~~h:#.ff~~·,,,<, '.:, .r):~ ";,;~,;".';",:"\:,,,'Jjt,



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

PF/FS

County:

Township:

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

28 S Range: 15 W

JOH-8-66
1/16/02

Section: 36

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

2
o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-6
6-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/3 SL
10 YR2/1 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=SiIt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=SiIty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

i~tl.<

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*
Pinus contorta*

(0% )

(30%)

Status

Status
UPL
FAC

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum ( 70% )
Carex obnupta*
Eleocharis ovata*
Agrostis tenuis*
Juncus effusus*

% Cover
50
50 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% )

Status % Cover
OBL 20
OBL 20
FAC 40

FACW 20

Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 83%

Comments: Small excavated pond area.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PFIFS

Do Normal Circumstances ~xist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

JOH·8·67
1116/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance'size'contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-4
4-11
11-14

10 YR2/1
1OYR2/2
10 YR 5/1

SDL
SDL 10 YR 5/6 few, distinct, coarse

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Agrostis tenuis*
Hypochaeris radicata*
Pteridium aquilinum
Holcus lanatus

(10% ) Status % Cover
FAC 60

FACU 20
FACU 10
FAC 10

Shrub Stratum
Pinus contorta
Ulex europaeus*

(90%) Status
FAC
UPL

% Cover
5

95 Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 33%

Comments: Area has been disturbed in past, probably by logging.
displacement in places.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Ap licant: City ofBandon

Investigators: PFIFS

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

JOH·8·68
1/16/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

<1
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

===

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-12
12-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 4/2 SD 7.5 YR 3/4 few, coarse, distinct
IOYR3/2 SD

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

H2S odor
Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
lnus rubra*

(0%)

(5%)

Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Scirpus microcarpus*
Juncus effusus
Oenanthe sarmentosa*
Nasturtium officinale

Status % Cover
FAC 100

( 95% ) Status % Cover
OBL 50

FACW 10
OBL 30
OBL 10

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/FS

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 28 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

JOH·7·69
1116/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

1
6
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

0-5
5-7

7-15

10 YR 2/1 ucky peat
10YR212 SL
10 YR 5/1 SL 10 YR 5/6 few, distinct, coarse

"'SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (60% ) Status % Cover

Deschampsia cespitosa* FACW 40
Carex obnupta* OBL 20
Holcus lanatus FAC 10
Agrostis stolonifera* FAC 20
Hypochaeris radicata FACU 5
Sisyrinchium californicum FACW+ 5

Shrub Stratum (40% ) Status % Cover
Ulex europaeus* UPL 80

edum glandulosum* FACW+ 20 Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant s ecies FAC, FACW, or OBL: 80% Iillr~~~'1is__
Comments: In previously disturbed areas, area may have been graded within past 10 years.

Some surface ponding approximately 1-2" deep in adjacent areas. l(tllm!ll'Rv)i;~~Jl.I1~;tlm:41



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon
Investigators: PFIFS

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:
Township:

Yes
No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:
28 S Range: 15 W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

JOH-7-70
1/16/02

Section: 36

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other===

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-6
6-13
13-16
13-16

Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

lOYR212 SL
10 YR311 SDL
10 YR514 SCL
lOYR412 SCL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

No
well drained

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

"~tllii'i.".,".'<;r-. !Ii_. o'i"

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (85% ) Status % Cover

Holcus lanatus* FAC 50
Raphanus sativus* NI 20
Pteridium aquilinum FACU 5
Epilobium angustifolium* FACU+ 20
Cirsium arvense FACU+ 5

Shrub Stratum (10% ) Status % Cover
Ulex europaeus* UPL 100

Woody Vine Stratum (5% ) Status % Cover
Rubus ursinus* FACU 100

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 25%

2omments:



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI

City of Bandon

MEISE

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
29S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

JOH-11-71
9/24/02

Section: 1

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes

No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20

Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

Inches
>14 Inches
>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

SOILS

Depth
(Inches)

0-5
5-12
12-14

Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

lOYR3/3 L
N2.5 SDL

10 YR3/3 L
N2.5 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators

60%
40%

Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

11(8'

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Pinus contorta*
hamnus purshiana

(45%) Status
FAC
FAC-

% Cover Herbaceous Stratum
90
10

(0% ) Status % Cover

Shrub Stratum
yrica californica*

Gaultheria shallon*
Vaccinium ovatum*

( 55% ) Status % Cover
FACW 35
FACU 30
UPL 35

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 50%

Comments: In wetland in the Golf Links community.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 29S Range: 15W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?
No

JOH-11-72
9/24/02

Section: 1

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR 3/1 L 10 YR 5/8 common, medium, distinct
10 YR 4/1 L 10 YR 5/8 common, medium, distinct
10 YR 3/2 L 10 YR 5/8 common, medium, distinct

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

30%
35%
35%

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

Ii "

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (90%) Status % Cover

Phalaris arundinacea* FACW 38
Agrostis tenuis FAC 15
Juncus effusus* FACW 20
Hypochaeris radicata FACU 12
Holcus lanatus FAC 10
Anthoxanthum odoratum FACU 5

Shrub Stratum (10% ) Status 0/0 Cover
yrica californica* FACW 90

Ulex europaeus UPL 10

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: In wetland in the Golf Links community.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

County:

Township:

Number: 2395

Coos
29 S Range:

Sample Site

Date:

15W

JOH-10-73
3/27/02

Section: 1

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes
No

Is the area a potential Problem Area? No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indjcators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-6
6-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10YRZIZ SL
7.5 YR3/4 SDL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD==Sand, SDL==Sandy Loam, L==Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL==Clay Loam, C=Clay

I'
',~

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum

Shrub Stratum
Ulex europaeus*

(0%)

(75%)

Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum
Agrostis tenuis*
Carex obnupta

Status % Cover
UPL 100

(25% ) Status % Cover
FAC 95
OBL 5

Woody Vine Stratum ( 0% ) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 50%

Comments: Golf Links community surrounded by residential.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH~~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?
Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 29 S Range: 15 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

JOH-10-74
3/27/02

Section: 1

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

<1
o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
ood drained

Depth Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
(Inches) Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

0-14 2.5 YR2.5/1 SL

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Agrostis tenuis*
Carex obnupta
Juncus effusus

( 95% ) Status % Cover
FAC 80
OBL 10

FACW 10

Shrub Stratum
Salix hookeriana*

inus contorta

(5% ) Status
FACW­

FAC

% Cover
90
10 Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

Comments: Wetland area within GolfLinks community surrounded by residential and gorse.
Standing water connects to a small channel.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:
Township: 29S Range: 15W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

JOH-10-75
9/24/02

Section: 1

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>14 Inches

>14 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"

WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oorl drained

Depth
(Inches)
. 0-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/2 L

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (75%) Status % Cover

Agrostis tenuis FAC 15
Hypochaeris radicata FACU 10
Astersp. FAC 5
Anthoxanthum odoratum* FACU 35
Plantago major FACU+ 5
Holcus lanatus* FAC 20

Shrub Stratum (25%) Status % Cover Prunella vulgaris FACU+ 10
Ulex europaeus* UPL 100

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 33%
':omments: Golf Links community.



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method

PH__~

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: MEISE

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

County:

Township:

Yes

No

Number: 2395 Sample Site

Coos Date:

29S Range: 15W

Is the area a potential Problem Area?

JOH-10-76
9/24/02

Section: 1

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H20
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Blacklock fine sandy loam
Classification: Typic Duraquods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

Yes
oor! drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR2/2 L
10 YR4/1 L

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

75%
25%

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=SiIt, SL=SiIt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum

Phalaris arundinacea*
Holcus lanatus*
Astersp.

(100%) Status % Cover
FACW 65

FAC 25
FAC 10

Shrub Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL:

Comments: Golf Links community.

100%



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project:

Applicant:

Investigators:

Ci of Bandon LWI
City of Bandon

PF/FS

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 29 S Range: 14 W

JOH·3E·77
1116/02

Section: 6

Do Normal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H2O
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

Inches

>16 Inches

>16 Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated
Sat. in Upper 12"
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres
H2O-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-4
4-11
11-16

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR4/3 SD
lOYR4/2 SD

5 Y 5/2 SD

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay
'$'~

"J"
VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0% ) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (60%) Status % Cover

Hypochaeris radicata * FACU 30
Festuca arundinacea* FAC- 20
Festuca rubra* FAC+ 40
Iris sp. UPL 10

Shrub Stratum ( 40% )
Ulex europaeus*

yrica californica*
onicera involucrata*

Status
UPL

FACW
FAC+

% Cover
50
30
20

Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover



Wetland Determination Data Form
Routine Onsite Method Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project: Ci of Bandon LWI

Applicant: City of Bandon

Investigators: PF/FS

Do Nonnal Circumstances exist on this site?

Is this an Atypical Situation?

Number: 2395 Sample Site

County: Coos Date:

Township: 29 S Range: 14 W

Yes Is the area a potential Problem Area?

No

JOH-3E-78
1/16/02

Section: 6

No

HYDROLOGY

Depth of Surf. H20
Depth to Free H2O
Depth to Saturation

4

o
o

Inches

Inches

Inches

Primary Indicators
Inundated· Yes
Sat. in Upper 12" Yes
WaterMarks
Drift Lines
Sediment Deposits

Drainage patterns Yes

Secondary Indicators
Ox. rhizospheres Yes
H20-stained leaves
Local Soil Survey
FAC Neutral Test
Other

SOILS Mapped Series: Bullards sandy loam
Classification: Typic Haplorthods

Hydric Soil?:
Drainage Class:

No
well drained

Depth
(Inches)

0-5
5-8

8-14

Matrix Soil Redox Concentrations
Color Texture* Color abundance/size/contrast

10 YR3/2 SD
10 YR 3/2 muck
10YR3/2 SD

Other Hydric Soil
Field Indicators Comments

Top 5" has additional
thin layer <1/2" of_
muck

*SD=Sand, SDL=Sandy Loam, L=Loam, SDCL=Sandy Clay Loam, S=Silt, SL=Silt Loam, SCL=Silty Clay Loam, CL=Clay Loam, C=Clay

VEGETATION
Tree Stratum (0%) Status % Cover Herbaceous Stratum (40%) Status % Cover

Juncus effusus* FACW 40
Rorippa palustris* OBL 30
Veronica americana OBL 10
Oenanthe sarmentosa OBL 10
Erechtites minima UPL 5
Mentha x piperita FACW+ 5

Shrub Stratum (60%) Status % Cover
Salix hookeriana* FACW- 90
Salix geyeriana FACW+ 10 Woody Vine Stratum (0%) Status % Cover

*Percent of dominant species FAC, FACW, or OBL: 100%

':omments: In upper portion ofdrainage along airport runway.

relocating stream.





Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacitic Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I SIM-l
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS,PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 2.36
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I SEIFS

Wetland Location: Highway 101 west to Riverside Drive, north ofAustin Avenue.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat .. Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

, \

,..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-l
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 2.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Less than 0.5 acres ofopen water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quabty Limited streams

Rationale: Stream banks are extensively modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
10-25% of stream has instream structures Salmon and/or trout present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or deeraded
Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appro [lriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide I:ec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasine
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present 11



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I SIM-2
Pro.iect Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM, POW

Date(s) of field work: 5/9/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 6.61
Onsite Assessment?: PARTIAL Investi~ator(s): I SEIFS

Wetland Location: Ferry Road, east ofHighway 101.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 B
Q-7 A Q-7 C
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is intact
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo~c Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 B

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland provides recreational opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Pro.iect: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-2
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 6.61

Date: 5/9/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM, POW
Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Ratioqale: Herbaceous vegetation & ponding Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Greater than 1 acre of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is intact

25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams
Rationale: Stream is in a natural channel Adjacent land use is -primarily agriculture

>25% of stream has instream structures Stream does not contain fish
Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de2raded

Primary water source is surface flow Wetland is more than 5 acres in size
Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams
Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation & ponding
Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope ofwetland

Flow out of wetland is restricted Open space upslope of wetland
Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development

No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation & ponding
Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appro Jriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland provides recreational opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: Boat launching within 1/2 mile No fishing is allowed
Unmaintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Pro.iect Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I SIM-3
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO, PEM, POW

Date(s) offield work: 5/8/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.19

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investi~ator(s): I SE/FS
Wetland Location: Spring Creek from Ohio St. at 5th St, northwest to Hwy. 101.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
H.abitat H.abitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Bydrolo~icControl Wetland's hydroloRic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-3
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.19

Date: 5/8/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PEM, POW
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded

25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams
Rationale: Only portions of stream are modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

10-25% of stream has instream structures Salmon and/or trout present in stream
Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands
Rationale: WetIand floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed

High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams
Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation
Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland

Minor restrictions slow down the water Development upslope ofwetland
Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed
Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development

No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation
Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential

Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres
Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts
Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists
Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible

Other habitats can be observed not accessed
Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities,

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife
Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed

No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I SIM-4
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.38

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investi2ator(s): I SE/FS
Wetland Location: Highway 101 west to Riverside Drive.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 C
Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A

. Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 A

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildJife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is intact
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

, l

Pro,iect: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-4
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.38

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is primarily open space
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is intact

50% or more of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Stream is in a natural channel Adjacent land is primarily open space
10-25% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-Quality function is impacted or de2raded

Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is primarily open space
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded

Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is primarily open space

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has hi2h enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro IJriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasin2

Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% ofwetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I SIM-5
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO,PEM

Date(s) of field work: 5/8/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 5.80

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s): I SE/FS
Wetland Location: East ofRiverside Drive, west ofMichigan Avenue

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 C
Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 A

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

, ,



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

, .

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-5
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 5.80

Date: 5/8/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO PEM
Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is primarily open space

I

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Less than 25% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rational.e: Stream banks are extensively modified Adjacent land is primarily open space
<10% of stream has instream structures Salmon and/or trout present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or deeraded
Primary water source is groundwater Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is primarily open space
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Minor restrictions slow down the water Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is primarily open space

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appro I'riate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I SIM-6
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.17

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I FS/ME
Wetland Location: Southeast ofRiverside Drive, north of Caroline Street

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I Q-I B Q-I A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 C Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A.

Q-l A Q-l C Q-I C Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide ree. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

., .



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland:" SIM-6
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.17

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Resul~: \:-::,""'""," " Wetland provides habitat for some wildJife species
:;::·;;;·>::·:~::~;~;;r;:··· More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams.:: ":::.;::;.:"::;:::;:;:::.. ......:'-.......

Ratio~;i~: , Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0,5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Resu'lt: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:
"

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impae:ted or degraded

Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland does not flood or pond Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: ::\::;. "," Wetland's hydrol02ic control function is intact ,::."

'(,':
Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Ration3Je: Wetland does not flood or pond Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential

Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0,5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
",." Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result:)
"

::::{},'Wett:md saKis' not app'ropHiite foreducationa["'use
,,"

"\i '

No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natw-al odors present at wetland II

Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-l
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: 10/2/2002,4/1/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 42.49
Onsite Assessment?: PARTIAL Investigator(s): I PF,NS

Wetland Location: Ferry Creek south ofHwy. 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-I A Q-I A Q-I A Q-I B
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is intact
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I Q-l C Q-l C Q-l A
Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

ResuJts:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-l
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 42.49

Date: 1012/2002,411/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adj acent land is mostly developed.
Between 0,5 - 1 acre of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is intact
50% or more of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Only portions of stream are modified Adjacent land is mostly developed
>25% of stream has instream structures Salmon and/or trout present in. stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is surface flow Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrol02ic control function is intact
Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasin2
More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-2
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 9/24/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.44
Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s): I SE/ME

Wetland Location: South of 5th Street, East ofFillmore Avenue, West of Grand

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l n Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B B Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Pro.iect: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-2
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.44

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed
t

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in £rowing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation . Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro priate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland Unmaintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland has the potential to Jrovide recreational activities
Unmaintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-3

Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 9/24/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.60
Onsite Assessment?: YES Investi~ator(s): I SEIME

Wetland Location: East ofFillmore Avenue, north and south of 6th Street

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality ControL to [mpact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

ResuJts:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

HydroJo~ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-I C Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

, ,



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-3
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.60

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Ration,ale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydroJ02ic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope ofwetland
Water has unrestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro i>riate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife
Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed

No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by development
Rationale: >50% ofwetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland

Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacitlc Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-4
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) offield work: 9/24/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.24
Qnsite Assessment?: YES Investi2ator(s): I SE/ME

Wetland Location: East of Fillmore Avenue, between 9th and 11th Streets

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l .B Q-I B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrolo2ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B A Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has educational uses
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-4
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.24

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed.

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Only portions of stream are modified Adjacent land is mostly developed
<10% ofstream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydroloeic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Flow out of wetland is restricted Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has educational uses
Wetland is open to the public Unmaintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland has the potential to lrovide recreational activities
Unmaintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Unmaintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasine
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present 1/



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-S

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM,PSS

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.02

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: Old mill site, south of 11th, east of Rosa

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-I A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Educa.tion Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I C Q-l C Q-I B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

..

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-S
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.02

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope ofwetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetlaud is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is pennanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro Jriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacinc Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-6
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PEM,PSS

Date(s) of field work: 4/1102 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.94

Onsite Assessment?: Partial Investi~ator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: East of Rosa Road and north ofAstor Lane

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-S A Q-S Q-S A Q-S A Q-S A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat . Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-SB B Q-S C Q-S B Q-S A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

, '



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-6
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.94

Date: 4/1/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

~

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

t

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quahty Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland fimctions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro priate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to pubhc Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present It



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April J996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Pro.iect Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-7
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.91

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investi~ator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: East ofRosa Road and south of Astor Lane

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I C Q-l Q-I B Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 . Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B C

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species -

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to·future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B C Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide fee. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

< '



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

, .

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-7
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.91

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed,

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is less than 10%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is less than 10%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro Jriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat ervices, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I FER-8

Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PSS,PEM

Date(s) offield work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.71

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,JVS
Wetland Location: West ofRosa Road and north of Auction Bam Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Hahitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l Q-l B Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B C

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enbancement Education Recreation Aestbetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B C Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-8
Location: Coos County ApproL Area (acres): 0.71

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is less than 10%

Resuit: 'Fish habitat was not assessed for tbis wetland

.Rationale:

Result:
.:.....

Wetland's water-qualityfunCtio'n;;isimpacted or degraded

Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Jl.esult: ;,<;,;"W'ethirid's,hydrolo~iccontroljs:i.p'p:fctedor de~raded ,,'·,}Hi:·,,'

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: ;;,;';; "', Wetland is potentially sensitive 'to Juture impacts :,:,'::."

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

R.1tionale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is less tban 10%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides babitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: ;' Wetland is considered to 'ht<moderately pleasing'

Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland sUITounded by landscaped areas

Rati,onale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
"Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetiand: I GRO-l
Pro.iect Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS,PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.36

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I FS/ME
Wetland Location: South side of Jetty Road, east of Irvington Avenue

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l Q-l B Q-I A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 C
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 A

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l A Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has educational uses
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-l
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is primarily open space
I

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish babitat was not assessed for tbis wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is primarily open space
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrolo~iccontrol function is intact

Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Flow out of wetland is restricted Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentiaUy sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is primarily open space

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has educational uses
Wetland is open to the public Unmaintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland has the potential to )rovide recreational activities

Unmaintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Maintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I GRO-2
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.35
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investi~ator(s): I FS/ME

Wetland Location: Between Edison and Franklin Ave., N of 4th St. and S of Jetty Rd.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B A Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland provides recreational opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

, .



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-2
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.35

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-Quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrol02ic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Flow out ofwetland is restricted Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro Ilriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland provides recreational opportunities

Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Maintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I GRO-3
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 2/13/02; 4/18/02; 9/24/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 10.96
Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s}: I SEIFSIME

Wetland Location: Gross Creek - north from 20th Street W to Edison Avenue.
Function and Condition Assessment Answers:

Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
WiJdlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enbancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet
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Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-3
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 10.96

Date: 2/13/02; 4/18/02; 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed.
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or de~raded

25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Only portions ofstream are modified Adjacent land is mostly developed
10-25% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is surface flow Wetland is more than 5 acres in size

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrolo~iccontrol function is intact

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has hi~h enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is greater than 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is pennanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro Jriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland bas tbe potential to Jrovide recreational activities

Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetiand: I GRO-4
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO

Date(s) of field work: 2/14/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 1.05

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s): I SEIFS
Wetland Location: North of 13th Street, south of High School ball fields.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l B Q-I Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aestbetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Pro,iect: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-4
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.05

Date: 2/14/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

One Cowardin class with> 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed,

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has higb enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro )riate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is·not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Pro,ject Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I. GRO-S
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PEM

Date(s) of field work: 1/16/02; 2/13102 Approx.Area(acres): I 0.46

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investieator(s): I SEIFSIPFINS
Wetland Location: South of 13th Street, West ofFranklin Street.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l C Q-I Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B C

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo~c Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l A Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B C Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-S
Location: Coos COllilty Approx. Area (acres): 0.46

Date: 1/16/02; 2/13/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is less than 10%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for tbis wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrolo~iccontrol is impacted or de~raded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentiaUy sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is less than 10%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
No access or observation ofother habitats

Result: Wetland bas the potential to >rovide recreational activities

Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hllilting is allowed

Result: Wetland is n"ot aesthetically pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetiand: I GRO-6

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 9/24/02; 10/2/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.55

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s): I SE/ME/NS
Wetland Location: South and east ofHwy 101 from 10th Street W, north to Hwy 101.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-I A Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

HydroJo~icControl Wetland's hydrologic control function .is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-6
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.55

Date: 9/24/02~ 10/2/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded

50% or more of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Stream is in a natural channel Adjacent land is mostly developed
<10% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use

Wetland access by landowner permission Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland has the potential to r>rovide recreational activities

Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Continuous traffic and natural noises occur II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I GRO-7
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.11
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I SEIME

Wetland Location: East ofHighway 101 north of 17th Street W.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I B Q-I A Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland bas high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-7
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.11

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: . Stream banks are extensively modified 'Adjacent land is mostly developed
<10% of stream has instream structures Wannwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality fu.nction is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adiacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Development downslope ofwetland
Water has umestricted flow out ofwetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur .,



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I GRO-8
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.19

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I SE
Wetland Location: West of Rosa Rd and east ofDelaware Ave., south of 11 tb Street.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-I Q-I B Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-G A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-I B Q-I C Q-I B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

I •



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

, .

Pro.ject: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-8
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.19

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% ofwetIand can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, Apri I 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacitic Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetiand: I TUP-l
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM, POW

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx.. Area (acres): I 2.29
Qnsite Assessment?: NO Investi~ator(s): I FS/ME

Wetland Location: South of3rd Street, north of Jetty Road, east ofLincoln Street

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l C Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 B Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 A
Q-4 A Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 C
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 B
Q-7 C Q-7 A
Q-8 A

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo~ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-l C Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-l
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 2.29

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM, POW

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

More than one Cowardin class Adjacent Water Quality limited stream
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation & ponding Adjacent land is primarily open space,

Greater than 1 acre of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is groundwater Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is primarily open space
Low vegetation cover Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream

Result: Wetland's hydrol02ic control function is intact
Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Flow out ofwetland is restricted Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is primarily open space

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream Herbaceous vegetation & poneling

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appro priate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland Unmaintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland has the potential to )rovide recreational activities

Unmaintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat
Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed

No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed
Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas
Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland

No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I TUP-2

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS,PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.61

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I FSIME
Wetland Location: South of Jetty Road, at the bottom of the slope of Ocean' Drive.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-2
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.61

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres ofopen water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Flow out of wetland is restricted Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentiaUy sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% ofwetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I TUP-3

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 4.36

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: East ofBeach Loop Road, north of Face Rock Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-I B
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-3
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 4.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed.
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de2raded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't detern:tine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has hi2h enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or deQTaded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro~riatefor educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide ree. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Coward in classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I TUP-4
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 2.68
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS

Wetland Location: East ofBeach Loop Road, north ofFace Rock Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l C Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 A
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 B Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for tbis wetland
Water QuaJity Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Pro.iect: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-4
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 2.68

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is groundwater Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't detennine ifwetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Agriculture downslope ofwetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentiaUy sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland ftmctions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is groundwater Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to-be pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacilic Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I TUP-S

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.36

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigatores): I PF,JVS
Wetland Location: South of Face Rock Road, east ofBeach Loop Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l C Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-5
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
I

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for tbis wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de2!Taded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adj acent land is mostly developed
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed
Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development

No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potentialfor educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Unmaintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrolmded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I TUP-6

Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 3/27/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.21
Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s): I SE/ME

Wetland Location: In Face Rock Park, east ofBeach Loop Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 C
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 C Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 A

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B A Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland has educational uses
Recreation Wetland provides recreational opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

..

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-6
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.21

Date: 3/27/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is primarily open space
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is primarily open space
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or deeraded

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Flow out of wetland is restricted Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream not modified Adjacent land is primarily open space

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has hi2h enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has educational uses

Wetland is open to the public Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland provides recreational opportunities

Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Maintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacit'ic Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-l

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PFO, PSS, PEM

Date(s) offield work: 2/13/02, 4/18/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.27

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investi~ator(s): I SEIFS
Wetland Location: South of 11th Street West, in City Park.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 B Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 C
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 C
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 B
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 A

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo~ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B B Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has educational uses
Recreation Wetland provides recreational opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

. .

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-l
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.27

Date: 2/13/02 4/18/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS PEM
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation & ponding Adjacent land is primarily open space

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is primarily open space
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or de2raded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is primarily open space

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is mostly open space
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has educational uses
Wetland is open to the public Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Public access to other habitats exist

Result: Wetland provides recreational opportunities
Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Maintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% ofwetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-2
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.34
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS

Wetland Location: West ofHwy. 101, south end of Jackson Avenue

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l C Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 B Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo2ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide fee. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

, '

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-2
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.34

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Less than 0.5 acres ofopen water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-Quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner pennission No access point to wetland exists

RationaJe: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas
Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland

No visual detractors are present Continuous traffic and natural noises occur



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacilic Habitat Services Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-3A
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: 2/13/02, 3/8/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 14.95

Onsite Assessment?: Partial off-site Investieator(s): I PF, FS, SE, ME, NS
Wetland Location: North ofEdna Road, west ofHwy 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality . Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 B Q-5 A- Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 B Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydroloeic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-l B Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3A
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 14.95

Date: 2/13/02, 3/8/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture.
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de~raded
Primary water source is precipitation Wetland is more than 5 acres in size

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydroloeic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Agriculture downslope ofwetland
Water has umestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: I or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No bunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacitic Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-3B
Pro.iect Location: Coos County IWetiand Type(s): I PEM,PSS

Date(s) of field work: 1116/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 1.55

Onsite Assessment?: Partial Investigator(s): I PF,FS
Wetland Location: North of Edna Road, west ofHwy 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic . Sensitivity
·Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact

Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A
Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 B Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 B Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 B
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

, '



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

..

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3B
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.55

Date: 1/16/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de~raded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrololdc control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Agriculture downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes vis.ible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% ofwetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-3C

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: 1/16/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 4.32

Onsite Assessment?: Partial Investieator(s): I PF,FS
Wetland Location: Johnson Creek trib., west of 101, north of Seabird Dr.

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I B Q-I A Q-I B Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 B
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

..

Pro.iect: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3C
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 4.32

Date: 1/16/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM PSS,PFO
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture,

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or deeraded
25-50% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Only portions of stream are modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
<10% ofstream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality fllnction is impacted or deeTaded
Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydroloeic control is impacted or deeraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro priate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetiand: I JOH-3D
Project Location: Coos County IWetiand Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 8.44

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,JVS
Wetland Location: Johnson Creek, west ofHwy. 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
WildlHe Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to fmpact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l A Q-l A Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 n Q-2 B Q-2 n
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 n Q-3 A Q-3 A
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 C
Q-7 C Q-7 B
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo2ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l C Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 B
Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOB-3D
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 8.44

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowarclin class Adjacent Water Quality limited stream

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
Between 0.5 - 1 acre of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Less than 25% of stream is shaded Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream

Rationale: Only portions of stream are modified Adjacent land is mostly developed
10-25% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water·quality function is impacted or deeraded
Primary water source is surface flow Wetland is more than 5 acres in size

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is greater than 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Maintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: Less than 25% ofwetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present "



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-3E
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: 1/16/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 7.52
Onsite Assessment?: Partial Investi~ator(s): I PF,FS

Wetland Location: Johnson Creek, east ofHwy. 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 C Q-7 B
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrolo2ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aestbetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3E
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 7.52

Date: 1/16/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class Adjacent Water Quality limited stream
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres ofopen water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or def;!raded

50% or more of stream is shaded Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream
Rationale: Stream is in a natural channel Adjacent land is mostly developed

>25% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream
Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Primary water source is surface flow Wetland is more than 5 acres in size
Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed

High wetland vegetation cover Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream
Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function .is intact

Wetland is within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation
Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development

Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has hif;!h enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is greater than 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is surface flow Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Flow into wetland is not restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-4

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 13.72

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: North ofEdna Road, west ofHwy 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q ·A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 A Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 B Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement .Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-l C Q-l C Q-l A
Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

. ,



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-4
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 13.72

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Primary water source is precipitation Wetland is more than 5 acres in size

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Moderate vegetatio~ cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrol02ic control function is intact

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't detennine if wetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream not modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Continuous traffic and natural noises occur II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacinc Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-5
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PSS

Date{s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.95
Qnsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,JVS

Wetland Location: South of Edna Road, west ofHwy 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I C Q-l Q-I B Q-I B Q-I B
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 B Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo~ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-I C Q-l C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

, i



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-5
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.95

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adj acent land use is primarily agriculture,

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adj acent land use is primarily agriculture
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland bas moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

RationaJe: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is pennanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro i>riate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: I or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Continuous traffic and natural noises occur "



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edilion, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat ervices, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-6
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 7.50
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investi2ator(s): I PF,FS,SE,ME,rvS

Wetland Location: East of Beach Loop Road, north of Seabird Drive

Function and Condition Assessment Answets:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-I B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 B Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l C Q-I B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-6
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 7.50

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed,

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Primary water source is precipitation Wetland is more than 5 acres in size
Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Adjacent land is mostly developed

Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't detennine if wetland floods or ponds Agriculture downslope of wetland
Water bas unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has high enhanc~mentpotential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is greater than 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife
Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed

No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be moderately pleasing

Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present /I



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-7

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM,PSS

Date(s) of field work: 1117/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.67

Onsite Assessment?: PARTIAL Investigator(s): I PF,FS
Wetland Location: West of 101, north of Seabird Dr., south of Face Rock

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 B Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo2ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-l C Q-I C Q-I B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 B
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-7
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.67

Date: 1/17/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS

Result: Wetland provides babitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Agriculture downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and nahlral noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

PaciJic Habitat Services l~c.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-8
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM,PSS

Date(s) offield work: 1117/02 ~pprox.Area(acres): I 3.71
Onsite Msessment?: PARTIAL Investigator(s): I PF,FS

Wetland Location: West of 101, north of Seabird Dr., east of Beach Loop Rd.
Function and Condition Assessment Answers:

Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I C Q-I B Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 A Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 B
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I B Q-I C Q-I C
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 B Q-3 B
Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-8
Location: Coos COW1ty Approx. Area (acres): 3.71

Date: 1/17/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation & ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or de2raded
Less than 25% of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Stream banks are extensively modified Adjacent land is mostly developed
<10% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de2raded
Primary water source is precipitation Wetland is more than 5 acres in size

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydroloeic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Lin1ited streams Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Result: Wetland has hi2h enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is greater than 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
Unmaintained trails, viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat ervices, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-9

Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PEM,PSS

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.08

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investi~ator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: North of Seabird Drive, east ofBeach Loop Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolo~ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l C Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-9
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.08

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrol02ic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Reslllt: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is pemlanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner permission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: I or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-tO
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 3/27/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.50

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investie:ator(s): I SEIME
Wetland Location: East of GolfFairway Court

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B B Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B .Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

, .



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-IO
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.50

Date: 3/27/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Flow out of wetland is restricted Development upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro r>riate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland Unmaintained pubLic access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland has the potential to rovide recreational activities
Unmaintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aestheticaJly pleasing
Two Cowardin classes visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-ll
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS, PEM

Date(s) of field work: 9/24/02 Approx. Area (acres): I 0.52

Onsite Assessment?: YES Investigator(s): I SE/ME
Wetland Location: East of GolfFairway Court

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 C Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydroloeic Control Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l A Q-l A
Q-2 C Q-2 A Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B B Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has high enhancement potential

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland has the potential to provide recreational activities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing

, .



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-ll
Location: Coos COlUlty Approx. Area (acres): 0.52

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

More than one Cowardin class Adjacent Water Quality limited stream
Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or de2raded
Less than 25% of stream is shaded Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream

Rationale: . Stream banks are extensively modified Adjacent land is mostly developed
<10% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
High wetland vegetation cover Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control function is intact
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Flow out ofwetland is restricted Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
Adjacent Water Quality Limited stream Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has high enhancement potential
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland Maintained public access within 250 feet

Rationale: No visible hazards to public Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland has the potential to >Tovide recreational activities

Maintained public access within 250 feet Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife
Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed

No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasin2

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by development
Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland

Visual detractors present, can't be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present
"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-12

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.62

onsite Assessment?: NO Investi2ator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: South of Seabird Drive, west of Beach Loop Road

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l B Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or deg;raded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enbancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B

Q-5B B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-12
Location: Coos COlmty Approx. Area (acres): 0.62

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS
Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

One Cowardin class with> 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams
Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land is mostly developed

Less than 0.5 acres ofopen water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de2raded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is pennanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro Jriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by landscaped areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacitlc Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-13
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PSS

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.50
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,JVS

Wetland Location: East ofBeach Loop Road, opposite Polaris Lane
Function and Condition Assessment Answers:

Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l C Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-l A
Q-2 A" Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 B Q-5 Q-5 B Q-5 A Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Wilter Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l C Q-l C Q-l C'
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 B
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-5B A Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

..



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-13
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.50

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land use is primatily agriculture
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Moderate vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is greater than 40%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use

No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-14
Project Location: Coos County IWetland Type(s): I PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 0.44

Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS
Wetland Location: East of Beach Loop Road, opposite Mars Lane

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I C Q-I Q-I B Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 C Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 B Q-S Q-5 B Q-S C Q-S A
Q-6 B Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I A Q-I C Q-I C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 B
Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 A

Q-SB B Q-S C Q-S B Q-S A
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing

, ,



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOB-14
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.44

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species
One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or de2raded
Primary water source is precipitation Isolated from other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or de2raded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water is taken out or isolated wetland Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is less than 0.5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%
Water flow is pennanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro IJriate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: I or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other babitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

.Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No bunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas

Rationale: >50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
Visual detractors present, can be removed Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-IS
Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, PFO

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.74
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,JVS

Wetland Location: West ofHwy. 101

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l A Q-l B Q-l B Q-l B
Q-2 A Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 A Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5. A Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 A
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B A

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrolotdc Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-I C Q-l C Q-l A
Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 C
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q'-6 Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 A

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide fec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-15
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.74

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat
More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Dominated by woody vegetation Adjacent land use is primarily awiculture
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is greater than 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is impacted or degraded
50% or more of stream is shaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Rationale: Only portions of stream are modified Adjacent'land use is primarily agriculture
<10% of stream has instream structures Warmwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Can't determine if wetland floods or ponds Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrol02ic control is impacted or de2Taded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Dominated by woody vegetation

Rationale: Can't determine ifwetland floods or ponds Open space downslope of development
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Agriculture upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts
Stream not modified Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Dominated by woody vegetation

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland site is not appro f}Tiate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities
No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrounded by natural areas
Rationale: Less than 25% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland

No visual detractors are present Some traffic and natural noises are present II



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, April 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat ervices, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-16

Project Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM, PSS, POWx

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 1.22
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I 'PF,NS

Wetland Location: West ofHwy. 101, south of Oceanspray property

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-l B Q-l A Q-I B Q-I A
Q-2 B Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 B Q-3 A Q-3 A Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 B Q-4 B
Q-5 A Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 C Q-6 C Q-6 B
Q-7 A Q-7 B
Q-8 B

Q-9A
Q-9B B

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Fish Habitat Wetland's fish habitat function is intact
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is intact

Hydrolo2'ic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l Q-I B Q-l C Q-l A
Q-2 Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 B
Q-3 Q-3 A Q-3 C Q-3 A
Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 A Q-4 A

Q-5B Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 A
Q-6 Q-6 A Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enhancement Potential Due to diverse wildlife habitat, this wetland cannot be enhanced

Education Wetland has potential for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is considered to be pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-16
Location: Coos COlUlty Approx. Area (acres): 1.22

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types{s): PEM, PSS, POWx

Result: Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

More than one Cowardin class No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation & ponding Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is between 10% and 40%

Result: Wetland's fish habitat function is intact
25-50% of stream is sbaded No adjacent Water Quality Limited streanlS

Rationale: Stream is in a natural cbannel Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
>25% of stream has instream structures Wannwater fish present in stream

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is intact
Primary water source is surface flow Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture
High wetland vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Open space downslope of development
Minor restrictions slow down the water Agriculture upslope ofwetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream modified or isolated wetland Adjacent land use is primarily agriculture

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation & ponding

Result: Due to diverse wildlife habitat, tbis wetland cannot be enhanced

Rationale:

Result: Wetland has potential for educational use
Wetland access by landowner pennission No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is limited mobility accessible
Other habitats can be observed not accessed

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides diverse wildlife habitat

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No bunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is considered to be pleasing

More than two Cowardin classes are visible Wetland surrolUlded by natural areas

Rationale: 25 - 50% of wetland can be seen Natural odors present at wetland
No visual detractors are present Continuous traffic and natural noises occur

"



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
(Revised Edition, ApriJ 1996)

Wetland Assessment Summary Sheet

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory IWetland: I JOH-17

Pro.iect Location: Coos County Wetland Type(s): I PEM

Date(s) of field work: OFF-SITE Approx. Area (acres): I 3.59
Onsite Assessment?: NO Investigator(s): I PF,NS

Wetland Location: East ofHwy. 101, west ofAirport

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Wildlife Fish Water Hydrologic Sensitivity
Habitat Habitat Quality Control to Impact
Q A Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-I C Q-l Q-l B Q-l B Q-I B
Q-2 C Q-2 Q-2 A Q-2 A Q-2 B
Q-3 C Q-3 Q-3 C Q-3 B Q-3 C
Q-4 C Q-4 Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 A
Q-5 A Q-5 Q-5 A Q-5 C Q-5 A
Q-6 A Q-6 Q-6 C Q-6 A Q-6 C
Q-7 A Q-7 A
Q-8 C

Q-9A
Q-9B C

Results:
Wildlife Habitat Wetland provides habitat for some wildLife species

Fish Habitat Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland
Water Quality Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded

Hydrologic Control Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded
Sensitivity to Impact Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Function and Condition Assessment Answers:
Enhancement Education Recreation Aesthetic ~

Potential Quality
Q A Q A Q A Q A

Q-l A Q-I C Q-I C Q-l C
Q-2 C Q-2 B Q-2 C Q-2 A
Q-3 Q-3 B Q-3 C Q-3 C
Q-4 B Q-4 C Q-4 B Q-4 C

Q-5B C Q-5 C Q-5 B Q-5 B
Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B Q-6 B

Results:
Enbancement Potential Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement

Education Wetland site is not appropriate for educational use
Recreation Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

Aesthetic Quality Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing



Oregon Freshwater Wetland Assessment Methodology
Functions and Conditions Summary Sheet

Project: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOB-I7
Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 3.59

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Result: Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife species .
One Class with less than 5 species No adjacent Water Quality limited streams

Rationale: Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding Adjacent land is mostly developed
Less than 0.5 acres of open water Wetland buffer is less than 10%

Result: Fish habitat was not assessed for this wetland

Rationale:

Result: Wetland's water-quality function is impacted or degraded
Primary water source is precipitation Surface water connection to other wetlands

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Adjacent land is mostly developed
Low vegetation cover No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams

Result: Wetland's hydrologic control is impacted or degraded

Wetland is not within 100 year floodplain Herbaceous vegetation, no ponding

Rationale: Wetland floods/ponds in growing season Development downslope of wetland
Water has unrestricted flow out of wetland Development upslope of wetland

Result: Wetland is potentially sensitive to future impacts

Stream not modified Adjacent land is mostly developed

Rationale: Water not taken out Adjacent zoning is primarily development
No adjacent Water Quality Limited streams Herbaceous vegetation, no poneling

Result: Wetland has moderate potential for enhancement
Wetland functions are impacted or degraded Wetland is between 0.5 and 5 acres

Rationale: Primary water source is precipitation Wetland buffer is less than 10%
Water flow is permanently restricted Potentially sensitive to future impacts

Result: Wetland site is not appro i>riate for educational use
No access allowed to wetland No access point to wetland exists

Rationale: 1 or 2 visible safety hazards Wetland is not limited mobility accessible
No access or observation of other habitats

Result: Wetland is not appropriate or does not provide rec. opportunities

No access point to wetland exists Wetland provides habitat for some wildlife

Rationale: No boat launching can be developed No fishing is allowed
No trails or viewing areas exist No hunting is allowed

Result: Wetland is not aesthetically pleasing
One Cowardin class is visible Wetland surrounded by development

Rationale: >50% ofwetland can be seen Unpleasant odors are present sometimes
Visual detractors present, can't be removed Continuous traffic and natural noises occur ..





Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-1
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 2.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally SiglliflCant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a strean1 segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's{lSh habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Sigllificallt Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is tbe answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

bas a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-2
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 6.61

Date: 5/9/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM, POW

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? Yes
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) allil
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Sh~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Sigltificant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-3
Pro.iect Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.19

Date: 5/8/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PEM, POW

Exclusiolls : This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to nahlfal waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Sigllijicallt Wetlmld Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) an.Q.
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFWas habitat for indigenous anadromous saImonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

OptiOllal Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization.and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Pro.iect Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-4
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.38

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significallt Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? Yes
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list).and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Sh~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-5
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 5.80

Date: 5/8/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling storing or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatoiy Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact. or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significallt Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes tt is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: SIM-6
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.17

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

ExcLusioJls : This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-l
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 42.49

Date: 1012/2002 4/1/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion ofthe wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? Yes
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salrnonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? Yes I

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes I
Optional Locally Significam Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-2
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.44

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than I acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 m.ile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) ao.d..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sfish habitat.function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community ID1d

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill:

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality fUlIction ill:

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-3
Project Location: Coos Cotmty Approx. Area (acres): 0.60

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) illld..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant conununity and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-4
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.24

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than I acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si~njficant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does tbe wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sfish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? Yes

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally SignijicQllt Wetland Criteria: local governments may

Iidentify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

bas a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses ? No
Optional Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-5
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.02

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is tlus wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining storrnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling cooling industrial water or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.

1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list).an.cL
is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does th.e wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salrnonids and.
is the wetland's /ish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may

Iidentify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community ill1d

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and lIsed by a school or organization .and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-6
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.94

Date: 4/1/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No I

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) fill.d...-
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids IDld
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Sit?:nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat fimction ill

bas a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-7
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.91

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No I

Mandatory Locally Sigllificant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat fu.nction intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) amL
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids illld
is the wetland'sfish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control fu.nction . I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization ami
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: FER-8
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.71

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habi{at function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Sigllificant Wetlmld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-l
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or constI1:1ction . No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Sigllificallt Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optiollal Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community ill1d

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat flmction QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded waleI' qualityfunclion QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and lIsed by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-2
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.35

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetlalld Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significam Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water qualityfunction ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si~ificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland

,
, '



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-3
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 10.96

Date: 2/13/02; 4/18/02; 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locaUy
si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitatfunction intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list).and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? Yes

Mandatory Locally Sh:~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as sie;nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

Ibas a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a scbool or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-4
Pro.iect Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.05

Date: 2/14/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is tlns wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining storrnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of tlle state No
d. is less than·1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or-construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 ls the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wet/Qlld Criteria: This wetland is locally
si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.

1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and.
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No ,
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Sigllificallt Wet/and Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality.fUnction QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional LocalJy Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-S
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.46

Date: 1116/02· 2/13/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than I acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
c. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's{lsh habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Sh~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional LocaUy Sh~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Pro,iect Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-6
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.55

Date: 9/24/02; 10/2/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wet/and Criteria: This wetland is 10caIJy
si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list).and..-
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wet/and Criteria: local governments may

Iidentify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is tbe answer to tbe criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional LocalJy Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-7
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.11

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is thjs wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a illtch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and.-.
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for inillgenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si211ificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community iilld

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitatfor some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional LocalJy Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: GRO-8
Pro.ject Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.19

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusiolls : This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any oIthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlbng, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Malldatory Locally Significallt Wetland Criteria: Thjs wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) m
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state Listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous .anadromous saJmonids illld
is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community illld

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization illld

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional LocalJy Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-l
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 2.29

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS, PEM, POW

Exclusiolls: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than I acre -and created unintentional1y from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Malldatory Locally Significallt Wetland Criteria: This wetland is 10caHy
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) .ami
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sjlsh habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory LocaHy Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes I
Optional Locally Sigllificallt Wetlalld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and.

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wctland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Ipventory I Wetland: TUP-2
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.61

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling storing, or maintaining storrnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Sigt,ijicallt Wetlalld Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and....
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sfish habitatfunction intact, or il'npacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community illld

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-3
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 4.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS PEM

Exclusiolls: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species Listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salrnonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat [unction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No I
Optiollal Locally Significallt Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .an.d

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-4
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 2.68

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's jish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) .and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I , No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids.and
is the wetland'sjish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No I
Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water qualityfunction ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Sh~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-5
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.36

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if tbe
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.

1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant corrummity? No
7 Is the wetland inllabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetlalld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below

1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and
provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: TUP-6
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.21

Date: 3/27/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any' of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Malldatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) illld...
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water qualityfunctioll ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-l
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.27

Date: 2/13/02, 4/18/02 Wetland Types(s): PFO, PSS, PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
.answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No

·d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill:

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill:

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunctioll . I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-2
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.34

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing or maintaining storrnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to nahlral waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

MandatOlY Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si~ni.ficant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.

1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitatfimction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Sigllificallt Wetlalld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and.

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3A
Pro.iect Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 14.95

Date: 2/13/02, 3/8/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list).ami
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetlaml Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below

1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community~
provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality fUllction QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied ? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3B
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.55

Date: 1/16/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Malldatory Locally Sigllificant Wetlalld Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality li.rn.ited water body (303(d) list) and..
is the wetland's water qualityfunction intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .an.d
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Sig"ifica"t Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3C
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 4.32

Date: 1/16/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 I(b) No I
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitatJunction intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water qualityJunction intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlJunction intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and.-
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitatJunction ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water qualityJunction ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlJunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si2nificant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3D
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 8.44

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM,PSS PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list).ami
is the wetland's water quality fUllction intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-3E
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 7.52

Date: 1/16/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM PSS, PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificial1y created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than I acre and created unintentional1y from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 I (b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locany
si~nificantif "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) .amL
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federal1y as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sfish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant commtmity mill

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact. or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-4
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 13.72

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any oftbe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) .and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitatfimction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criter:ia : local governments may

Iidentify a wetland as si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-S
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.95

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS

Exclusiolls: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created 'entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

I I Ifann watering sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard No
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No I

Malldatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si~oificant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) m
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI:

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

bas a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-6
Pro,ject Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 7.50

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS PFO

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
Ianswer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining storrnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling cooling industrial water or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) illld..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salrnonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and lIsed by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JDH-7
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.67

Date: 1/17/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose ofcontrolling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally. from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No I

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sienificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does tbe wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

bas a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfimction . I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-8
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 3.71

Date: 1/17/02 Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Sigllificant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) .all.Q.
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland'sfish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optiollal Locally Significallt Wetlalld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and lIsed by a school or organization .and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-9
Project Location: Coos COlmty Approx. Area (acres): 1.08

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS

ExcLusiolls : This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Sigllificam Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sij!nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) alliL
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water cOllilection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetlalld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat fUllction QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization flllii
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-IO
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.50

Date: 3/27/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant ifthe
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining storrnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golfhazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
sh:!nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) alliL
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenolls anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland C,.iteria : local governments may
~dentify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

Ihas a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-ll
Pro.iect Location: Coos County Approx.Area(acres): 0.52

Date: 9/24/02 Wetland Types(s): PSS,PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No .
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? Yes
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) QlliL
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wet~and as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community ID1d

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function ill

has a intacI, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization m1d

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-12
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.62

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

fann watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No I

Mandatory Locally Significant WetlalUl Criteria: This wetland is 10caIJy
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality fimction intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and..
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality fimction ill:

Ihas a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfimction . I I No
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and llsed by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-13
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.50

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PSS

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering sediment settling cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control jimction intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromolls salrnonids .and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si2nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community .and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfunction. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and llsed by a school or organization and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Signit1cant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-14
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 0.44

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the Ianswer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".
1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling storing, or maintaining stonnwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions of ORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any oftbe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) .aruL
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland'sfish habitatfunction intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degradedfish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function QI

Ihas a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and lIsed by a school or organization .!IDd

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Si~nificantWetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-IS
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.74

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM, PSS, PFO

Exclusiolls : This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

I Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation -or construction No
e. created for the purpose ofwastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of the criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) illld...
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I
Yes

I I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant jf "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
I Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species ill:

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function .QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function or
has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic controlfU1lction . I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization .and.
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
DRS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I Wetland: JOH-16
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 1.22

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM PSS, POWx

Exclusiolls: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any ofthe criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production,

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 l(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
significant if "Yes" is the answer to any of tbe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? Yes
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? Yes
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? Yes
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic control function intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact. or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered, or state listed as sensitive threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's fish habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? Yes

Optiollal Locally Significallt Wetlalld Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as significant if "Yes" is tbe answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded fish habitat function QI

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water qualityfunction or
has a iI/tact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I

2 Is the wetland publicly owned and used by a school or organization and
does the wetland provide educational uses? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Locally Significant Wetland



Locally Significant Wetlands Criteria
ORS 197.279 (3)(b)

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory I \Vetland: JOB-I7
Project Location: Coos County Approx. Area (acres): 3.59

Date: OFF-SITE Wetland Types(s): PEM

Exclusions: This wetland cannot be designated as significant if the
answer to any of the criteria below is "Yes".

1 Is this wetland artificially created entirely from upland and:
a. created for the purpose of controlling, storing, or maintaining stormwater No
b. is used for active surface mining or as a log pond No
c. is a ditch without a free and open connection to natural waters of the state No
d. is less than 1 acre and created unintentionally from irrigation or construction No
e. created for the purpose of wastewater treatment, cranberry production

farm watering, sediment settling, cooling industrial water, or a golf hazard I I No I
2 Is the wetland or portion of the wetland contaminated by hazardous

substances, materials or wastes as per the conditions ofORS 141-86-350 1(b) No
Exclusion criteria satisfied? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: This wetland is locally
si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to any ofthe criteria below.
1 Does the wetland provide diverse wildlife habitat? No
2 Is the wetland's fish habitat function intact? No
3 Is the wetland's water quality function intact? No
4 Is the wetland's hydrologic controlfunction intact? No
5 Is the wetland less than 1/4 mile from a water body listed by DEQ as a

water quality limited water body (303(d) list) and
is the wetland's water quality function intact, or impacted or degraded?

I I
No

I6 Does the wetland contain a rare plant community? No
7 Is the wetland inhabited by any species listed federally as threatened or

endangered or state listed as sensitive, threatened or endangered? I I No I
8 Does the wetland have a direct surface water connection to a stream segment

mapped by ODFW as habitat for indigenous anadromous salmonids and
is the wetland's(lsh habitat function intact, or impacted or degraded? No

Mandatory Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Optional Locally Significant Wetland Criteria: local governments may
identify a wetland as si~nificant if "Yes" is the answer to the criteria below
1 Does the wetland represent a locally unique native plant community and

provides diverse wildlife habitat or habitat for some species or
has a intact, or impacted or degradedfLSh habitat function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded water quality function ill

has a intact, or impacted or degraded hydrologic control function. I I No I
2 Is the wetland publicly owned and llsed by a school or organization and

does the wetland provide educational uses? No
Optional Locally Significant Wetland criteria satisfied? No

Does not satisfy the criteria, Not a Locally Significant Wetland





Plant species found or expected within
the City of Bandon LWI study area

TREES
Acer macrophyllum

Alnus rubra
Arbutus menziesii
Chamaecyparis lawsoniana
Picea sitchensis
Pinus contorta
Pseudotsuga menziesii
Salix scouleriana
Thuja plicata
Umbellularia californica

big leaf maple
red alder
madrone
Port Orford cedar
Sitka spruce
Shore pine
Douglas fir
Scouler's willow
western red cedar
California bay laurel

FACU
FAC
UPL

FACU+
FAC
FAC
UPL
FAC
FAC
FAC-

Acer circinatum
Amelanchier alnifolia

Arctostaphylos columbiana

Bacharis pilularis
Berberis aquifolium

Berberis nervosa
Comus stolonifera
Cotoneaster lacteus

Crataegus monogyna
Cytisus scoparius
Garrya elliptica
Gaultheria shallon
Hedera helix
Holodiscus discolor
flex aquifolium

Ledum glandulosum
Lonicera involucrata

Malusfusca
Myrica californica
Oemleria cerasiformis
Prunus sp.
Rhamnus purshiana

vine maple
Saskatoon serviceberry

Hairy manzanita
Chaparrel broom
tall Oregon grape

Oregon grape
red osier dogwood
Cotoneaster

ornamental hawthorn
Scot's broom
Wavy leaf silk tassle
salal
English ivy
Ocean-spray
English holly
Smooth Labrador-tea
bearberry honeysuckle .

Pacific crabapple
Pacific wax-myrtle
Indian plum
Cherry sp.
Cascara buckthorn

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.
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FAC-
FACU

UPL

UPL
UPL

UPL
FACW
NOL

FACU+
UPL
UPL

FACU+
UPL
UPL
UPL

FACW+
FAC+

FACW
FACW
FACU

NOL
FAC-



Rhododendron macrophyllum

Ribes sangliineum

Rosa eglanteria

Rubus discolor
, Rubus laciniatus

, Rubus parviflorus
Rubus spectabilis

: Rubus ursinus

Rubus sp.

Salix geyeriana

Salix hookeriana

Salix scouleriana
Salix sitchensis

Sambucus racemosa

Spiraea douglasii

Symphoricarpos albus

Ulex europaeus

Vaccinium ovatum
Vaccinium parvifolium

Achillea millefolium

Adiantum pedatum

Anaphalis margaritacea

Angelica hendersonii
Astersp.

Athyrium filix-femina

Bellis perennis

Blechnum spicant

Cakile maritima
Callitriche sp.
Calystegia soldanella

Cardamine angulata

Cardamine oligosperma

Cardionema ramosissima

Chrysanthemum leucanthemum

Cirsium arvense
Cirsium vulgare

Pacific rhododendron
Red flowering currant
Sweet briar
Himalayan blackberry
evergreen blackberry
western thimbleberry
salmonberry
California blackberry
Blackberry-thornless cultivar
Geyer's willow
Hooker willow
Scouler's willow
Sitka willow
red elderberry
Douglas' spiraea
snowberry
gorse
Evergreen huckleberry
Red huckleberry

Yarrow
Maidenhair fern
Pearly everlasting
Henderson's angelica
Aster
ladyfern
English daisy
Deer fern
European sea-rocket
Water starwort
Beach morning glory
Angled bittercress
Few-seed bittercress
Sand mat
Oxeye daisy
Canada thistle
Bull thistle

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.
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UPL
UPL

FACW
FACU

FACU+
FAC-
FAC

FACU
NOL

FACW+
FACW-

FAC
FACW
FACU
FACW
FACU
UPL
UPL
UPL

FACU
UPL
UPL
UPL

FAC-FACW
FAC
UPL

FAC+

FACU
OBL
UPL

FACW
FAC
UPL
UPL

FACU+
FACU



",

Claytonia sibirica Siberian spring beauty FAC
Convolvulus arvensis Field bindweed UPL
Daucus carota Queen Anne's lace UPL
Disporum smithii Fairy-bells UPL
Epilobium angustifolium Fireweed FACU+
Epilobium watsonii Watson's willow-herb FACW-
Equisetum arvense Common horsetail FACW
Erechtites minima Australian fireweed UPL
Fragaria chiloensis Coast strawberry UPL
Galium aparine Catchweed bedstraw FACU
Geum macrophyllum Large-leaved avens FACW-
Glehnia littoralis Glehnia UPL
Hypericum anagalloides Bog St. John's wort OBL
Hypericum perforatum Common St. John's wort UPL
Hypochaeris radicata Hairy cats-ear UPL
Iris sp. Iris sp. NOL
Lapsana communis Nipplewort UPL
Lathyrus japonicus Beach peavine FACU-
Leontodon autumnalis August flower FAC
Lotus corniculatus Birds-foot trefoil FAC

,

Lupinus littoralis Beach lupine UPL
Lysichiton americanum Skunk cabbage OBL
Maianthemum dilatatum False lily of the valley FAC
Marah oreganus Wild cucumber UPL
Mentha x piperita Peppennint FACW+
Mimulus guttatus Monkey flower OBL
Mitella ovalis Small bishops-cap OBL
Nasturtium officinale Watercress OBL
Nuphar luteum Yellow pond lily OBL
Oenanthe sarmentosa Water-parsley OBL
Oxalis oregana Wood sorrel UPL
Parentucellia viscosa Yellow parentucellia FAC-
Plantago lanceolata English plantain FAC
Plantago major Common plantain FACU
Plantago maritima Seaside plantain FACW+
Polygonum sachalinense Giant knotweed FACU
Polygonum sp. Knotweed FACW-OBL
Polypodium glycorrhiza Licorice fern UPL

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.
Bandon LWI Plant List / PHS # 2395
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Polystichum munitum Sword fern FACU
Potamogeton natans Floating pondweed OBL
Potentilla anserina Silver-weed OBL
Prunella vulgaris Heal-all FACU+
Pteridium aquilinum Bracken fern FACU

, Ranunculus repens Creeping buttercup FACW
Raphanus sativus Wild radish NI

: Rumex crispus Curly dock FAC+
Rumex obtusifolius Bitterdock FAC
Rumex salicifolius Willow dock FACW
Salicomia virginica Virginia glasswort OBL
Senecio jacobaea Tansy ragwort FACU
Sisyrinchium califomicum Golden blue-eyed grass FACW+
Solanum dulcamara Climbing nightshade FAC+
Stachys cooleyae Cooley's hedgenettle FACW
Stellaria media Chickweed FACU
Tanacetum douglasii Dune tansy UPL
Taraxacum officinale Common dandelion FACU
Tellima grandiflora Fringecup UPL
Tolmiea menziesii Piggy-back plant FAC
Trifolium repens White clover FAC
Trifolium wormskoldii Cow's clover FACW+
Veronica americana American speedwell OBL
Vicia gigantea Giant vetch UPL

Agrostis stolonifera Creeping bentgrass FAC
Agrostis tenuis Colonial bentgrass s FAC
Alopecurus pratensis Meadow foxtail FACW
Ammophila arenaria European beach grass FACU
Anthoxanthum odoratum Sweet vernal-grass FACU
Carex deweyana Short-scale sedge FACU
Carex obnupta Slough sedge OBL
Dactylis glomerata Orchard grass FACU
Deschampsia cespitosa Tufted hairgrass FACW
Eleocharis ovata Ovate spikerush OBL
Festuca arundinacea Tall fescue FACU+
Festuca rubra Red fescue FACU+
Holcus lanatus Velvet grass FAC

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.
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Juncus acuminatus

Juncus articulatus

Juncus bolanderi

Juncus effusus

Juncus leseurii

Juncus tenuis

Phalaris arundinacea
Poa trivialis
Poaspp.

Scirpus microcarpus

Scirpus tabernaemontanii
Sparganium emersum

Typha latifolia

Taper-tip rush

Jointed rush
Bolander's rush

Soft rush

Salt rush

slender rush

reed canary grass
Rough bluegrass
Bluegrass spp.
Small seed bulrush

Softstem bulrush
Narrow-leafburreed

Cattail

OBL

OBL

OBL

FACW

FACW

FACW
FACW

FACW
NOL
OBL

OBL

OBL

OBL

*=USFWS Region 9 Wetland Indicator Status; indicates species' moisture preferences.
OBL Obligate wetland. Estimated to occur almost exclusively in wetlands (>99%)
FACW Facultative wetland. Estimated to occur 67-99% of the time in wetlands.
FAC Facultative. Occur equally in wetlands and non-wetlands (34-66%).
FACU Facultative upland. Usually occur in non-wetlands (67-99%).
UPL Obligate upland. Estimated to occur almost exclusively in non-wetlands (>99%
NI Has not yet received a wetland indicator status, but is probably not obligate upland.

Pacific Habitat Services, Inc.
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·Wetland Characterization -- FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field ForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -_. Field Form~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization Field Fortil~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -~. FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- Field For ~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization .Field ForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

.......
. ~

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field Forfl)~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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,Wetland Characterization --' Field ForfY1~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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3 Q-46 H Q-57 B
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Wetland Characterization -- FieldFor~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -_. FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon LocarWetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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1 II Q-28 (,

2 A
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Wetland Characterization· -- FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field Form~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization Field For(Y\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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2 Q-35 Q-45 A Q-56 I)
3 Q-46 A Q-57 A
4 C- Q-58 A
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Wetland Characterization -_. Field ForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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2 Q-35 \.s. Q-45 A Q-56 A
3 Q-46 A Q-57 U ..
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wate:rshed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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1 Q-28 G Q-34 Q-44 'B Q-55 A.
2 Q-35 Q-45 13 Q-56..At
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4 t"__ Q-58 L-
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Wetland Characterization -~. Field ForN1l~

ProjectName: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wat'ershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field Fortv\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- Field Form~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field Form~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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·Wetland Characterization --' FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field ForjV\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wat'ershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -_. FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field ForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Wate:rshed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field ForW\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon LocalWetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field For(Y\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- FieldForM~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization __ 0 FieldForm~

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -_. FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14)
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See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization __ 0 FieldForm~

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization .Field For(Y\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field ForrY\~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field Form(~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' FieldForm~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field For1Yl~

. Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- Field Form_

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization --' Field FormltB

Project Name: .Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table

Q-15
1 A
2 A
3 A
4 A
5 C.

Q-16 4
Q-17 13
Q-18 H
Q-19 8
Q-20

1 A
2 A-
3 A
4 G
5 A

Q-27 \~ Q-33 Q-43
Q-28 r, Q-34 Q-44

Q-35 Q-45
Q-46

A·

.~ ..

~
~

,{

Q-51 N/A
Q-52 A
Q-53 B
Q-54 g
Q-55 A
Q-56 A
Q-57 A
Q-58 C



Wetland Characterization .Field Form~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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·Wetland Characterization -_. Field Form.~

Project Name: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- Field Forrn~

Project Narne: Bandon Local Wetland Inventory

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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Wetland Characterization -- FieldForm~

Bandon Local Wetland InventoryProject Name: .--- ..L-_

Watershed Setting: (Questions 1-14) See Attached Table
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-~TETLAND CHARACTERIZATION- WATERSHED SETTING
\lUESTIONS 1-14
OFWAM

IName of Drainage Basin: SOUTH COAST

Square Stream Flow Active Dominant Srr/E Plant
Natural Landscape

Watershed Miles
Average

Modified by Diking Land Use
StreamslWater Non-Point

Fisheries Srr/E Fish Wildlife or Wildlife
Corridor Features/

Name Slope Dams Upstream (Upstream)
Quality Limited Sources Species Species

Species
/Fish & Both Ends
Wildlife Corridor

0.1 Q.2 Q.3 Q.4 Q.S Q.6 Q.7 Q.8 Q.9 Q.I0 Q.11 Q.12 Q.13 Q.14
.

Simpson Cr. .62 0-7% B No
Agriculture/Rural

B A A,B No A,C C A Aresidential

Steelhead Trout /
Oncorhynchus
mykiss
Coastal Cutthroat
Trout/
Oncorhynchus

.. Forestry/ clarki clarki
Ferry Cr. .60 0-7% C No

Agriculture
B A A,B,C,D,E

Coho Salmon /
A,C C A B

Oncorhynchus
kisutch
Churn Salmon /
Oncorhynchus
keta

Gross Cr. .71 0-7% C No Urban/Urbanizing B A B' No A,C C C C

Tupper Cr. .32 0-7% C No Urbanizing B A F No A,C C C B

Johnson Cr. 1.69 0-7% C No Urbanizing A B A,B No A,C C B A

- - Steelhead Trout /-
Oncorhynchus
mykiss
Coastal Cutthroat
Trout/

Urbanizing,
Oncorhynch,us
clarki clarki

Coquille R. 0.39 0-7% B Yes Agriculture, A C A,B,C,D, E,
Coho Salmon /

A,C C B B
Forested

Oncorhynchus
kisutch
Churn Salmon /
Oncorhynchus
keta

I
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