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Biennial	  Review	  Request	  for	  Comments	  From	  DEQ	  (revised	  8-‐28-‐12)	  
	  

“The	  State	  Department	  of	  Agriculture	  and	  the	  State	  Board	  of	  Agriculture	  shall	  consult	  with	  
the	  Department	  of	  Environmental	  Quality	  or	  the	  Environmental	  Quality	  Commission	  in	  the	  
adoption	  and	  review	  of	  water	  quality	  management	  plans	  and	  in	  the	  adoption	  of	  rules	  to	  

implement	  the	  plans.”	  ORS	  568.930(2)	  
	  

Survey	  Checklist	  for	  (basin	  description):	  Lost	  River	  
DEQ	  Basin	  Coordinator:	  Mike	  Hiatt	  
Date:	  December	  1,	  2014	  	  
(If	  answered	  “no”,	  please	  provide	  information	  and/or	  example	  language)	  
	  
I. Area	  Plan	  Content	  

A.	   Issue	  identification	  
1. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  include	  all	  water	  quality	  limited	  water	  bodies,	  including	  

303(d)	  listed	  and	  with	  approved	  TMDLs?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  Section	  2.4.2	  lists	  out	  the	  specific	  criteria	  on	  what	  the	  
approved	  TMDL’s	  are	  for	  the	  Lost	  River.	  	  This	  information	  is	  consistent	  with	  
Section	  303	  (d)	  and	  the	  most	  recent	  data	  in	  the	  Water	  Quality	  Assessment	  
Database.	  	  
	  

2. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  adequately	  reflect	  current	  TMDL	  status?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  the	  table	  in	  Section	  2.4.2	  lists	  the	  current	  TMDL’s	  for	  the	  
Lost	  River.	  The	  natural	  source	  criteria	  for	  temperature	  is	  currently	  under	  
litigation	  and	  no	  information	  is	  available	  on	  the	  status	  of	  the	  outcome.	  
Temperature	  will	  continue	  to	  be	  listed	  as	  a	  TMDL	  for	  the	  Lost	  River.	  However,	  no	  
allocations	  will	  be	  addressed	  for	  temperature	  until	  the	  decision	  has	  been	  made.	  	  
	  

3. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  sufficiently	  present	  the	  TMDL	  load	  allocation	  that	  it	  is	  
intended	  to	  address?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  although	  the	  Plan	  lists	  out	  the	  specific	  criteria,	  it	  does	  not	  
present	  current	  load	  allocations.	  The	  information	  for	  the	  load	  allocations	  for	  the	  
TMDL	  criteria	  can	  be	  located	  in	  the	  Klamath	  and	  Lost	  River	  Water	  Quality	  
Management	  Plans	  listed	  in	  the	  summary	  table	  on	  page	  IV	  and	  information	  for	  
loading	  capacity	  can	  be	  located	  in	  Section	  2.7.	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  Pages	  31-‐35	  describe	  the	  TMDLs	  and	  303(d)	  listings.	  Specific	  
load	  allocations	  are	  not	  included	  in	  the	  Plan.	  ODA	  will	  discuss	  including	  specific	  
load	  allocations	  in	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  2016	  Biennial	  Review.	  	  
	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  The	  appendix	  for	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  Focus	  Area	  mentions	  work	  to	  
address	  streamside	  vegetation	  to	  be	  completed	  by	  the	  end	  of	  2016.	  However,	  the	  
matrix	  has	  milestones	  to	  be	  completed	  in	  March,	  June,	  and	  September	  of	  2014	  
that	  have	  not	  been	  populated.	  	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  work	  with	  the	  
LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  new	  
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template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  	  We	  accomplished	  that	  task.	  	  ODA	  
will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  prioritize	  Measurable	  
Objectives	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review.	  	  	  
	  
The	  Klamath	  SWCD	  provides	  services	  to	  two	  Management	  Areas,	  the	  Lost	  River	  
Subbasin	  and	  the	  Klamath	  Headwaters.	  Due	  to	  limited	  resources,	  the	  Klamath	  
SWCD	  is	  not	  currently	  able	  to	  focus	  short-‐term	  resources	  on	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  
Focus	  Area.	  ODA	  will	  continue	  to	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  
determine	  appropriate	  timelines	  and	  measurements	  of	  progress	  for	  the	  Poe	  
Valley	  Focus	  Area	  as	  resources	  become	  available.	  This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  
process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  adaptive	  management.	  	  	  

	  
4. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  adequately	  include	  items	  from	  applicable	  Groundwater	  

Management	  Area	  Action	  Plans?	  
N/A	  
	  

5. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  present	  the	  requirements	  of	  Coastal	  Zone	  Management	  Act	  
applicable	  to	  agriculture?	  	  	  
N/A	  
	  

6. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  include	  sufficient	  items	  from	  the	  State	  of	  Oregon;	  Pesticide	  
Management	  Plan	  for	  Water	  Quality	  Protection?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  Section	  1.5.5	  of	  the	  Plan	  discusses	  the	  statewide	  Pesticide	  
Management	  and	  Stewardship	  Program	  (PSP).	  DEQ	  would	  suggest	  adding	  a	  
section	  in	  Chapter	  2	  that	  expands	  on	  the	  PSP	  and	  maybe	  some	  best	  management	  
practices	  that	  conform	  to	  the	  State	  Pesticide	  Control	  Act	  (ORS	  634)	  administered	  
by	  ODA	  as	  mentioned	  in	  the	  applicability	  section	  of	  the	  Plan.	  	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  There	  is	  currently	  no	  PSP	  or	  plan	  for	  a	  PSP	  pilot	  in	  the	  Lost	  
River	  Management	  Area.	  Pesticides	  are	  not	  listed	  on	  the	  303(d)	  list	  or	  TMDLs	  for	  
the	  Lost	  River	  Management	  Area.	  ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  SWCD	  to	  
discuss	  the	  inclusion	  of	  pesticide	  appropriate	  safety	  practices	  in	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  
2016	  Biennial	  Review.	  	  

	  
7. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  sufficiently	  address	  the	  needs	  in	  drinking	  water	  source	  areas	  

related	  to	  agricultural	  pollution	  sources	  within	  the	  geographic	  area	  of	  the	  plan?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  Section	  1.5.2	  of	  the	  Plan	  includes	  the	  state	  partnership	  
between	  DEQ	  and	  OHA.	  We	  would	  suggest	  adding	  a	  section	  in	  Chapter	  2	  that	  
outlines	  how	  this	  Plan	  aims	  to	  meet	  the	  required	  standards	  in	  the	  area.	  	  
	  
The	  Plan	  does	  not	  address	  drinking	  water	  sources	  in	  the	  Plan	  area.	  	  Many	  of	  the	  
residential	  homes	  outside	  Bonanza,	  Merrill,	  and	  Malin	  proper,	  use	  groundwater	  
as	  a	  drinking	  water	  source.	  In	  the	  last	  Plan	  review,	  ODA	  indicated	  they	  would	  
incorporate	  information	  regarding	  drinking	  water	  source	  areas	  and	  potential	  
contaminants	  from	  agricultural	  sources.	  Although,	  there	  is	  very	  little	  
information	  on	  groundwater	  impact	  in	  the	  management	  area,	  DEQ	  would	  
suggest	  adding	  this	  information.	  	  
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ODA	  Response:	  Agricultural	  water	  quality	  regulations	  currently	  require	  that	  
producers	  prevent	  and	  control	  water	  pollution	  to	  meet	  federal	  Clean	  Water	  Act	  
requirements.	  Protection	  of	  drinking	  water	  sources	  is	  encompassed	  in	  the	  
existing	  regulations.	  	  However,	  ODA	  welcomes	  a	  summary	  of	  information	  from	  
DEQ	  about	  drinking	  water	  source	  areas.	  ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC,	  SWCD,	  and	  
DEQ	  to	  review	  DEQ’s	  drinking	  water	  source	  information	  and	  consider	  adding	  it	  
to	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  2016	  biennial	  review.	  

	  
B. Goals	  and	  Objectives:	  

1. Do	  the	  goals	  and	  objectives	  of	  the	  Area	  Plan	  clearly	  state	  that	  the	  purpose	  of	  the	  
Area	  Plan	  is	  to	  prevent	  and	  control	  water	  pollution	  and	  to	  meet	  water	  quality	  
standards?	  	  	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  in	  addition	  to	  listing	  out	  the	  rules	  specific	  to	  the	  various	  
agricultural	  activities,	  the	  Plan	  does	  cover	  the	  goals	  and	  objectives	  to	  reduce	  
negative	  impacts	  to	  water	  quality.	  	  
	  
In	  ODA’s	  response	  in	  2012,	  it	  was	  stated	  that	  ODA	  and	  the	  LAC	  would	  discuss	  
and	  insert	  measurable	  objectives	  and	  timelines	  into	  the	  Plan.	  The	  Plan	  currently	  
has	  a	  placeholder	  for	  this	  information	  but	  no	  dates	  or	  information	  specific	  to	  the	  
Lost	  River	  management	  area	  have	  been	  included.	  	  
	  
In	  addition,	  DEQ	  suggests	  expanding	  the	  focus	  area	  to	  include	  more	  of	  the	  Lost	  
River	  outside	  of	  Poe	  Valley.	  	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  work	  with	  the	  
LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  new	  
template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  	  We	  accomplished	  that	  task.	  	  ODA	  
will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  prioritize	  Measurable	  
Objectives	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review.	  	  	  
	  
The	  Klamath	  SWCD	  provides	  services	  to	  two	  Management	  Areas,	  the	  Lost	  River	  
Subbasin	  and	  the	  Klamath	  Headwaters.	  Due	  to	  limited	  resources,	  the	  Klamath	  
SWCD	  is	  not	  currently	  able	  to	  focus	  short-‐term	  resources	  on	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  
Focus	  Area.	  ODA	  will	  continue	  to	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  
determine	  appropriate	  timelines	  and	  measurements	  of	  progress	  for	  the	  Poe	  
Valley	  Focus	  Area	  as	  resources	  become	  available.	  This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  
process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  adaptive	  management.	  	  	  

	  
2. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  include	  clear	  and	  measurable	  objectives	  that	  are	  designed	  to	  

meet	  water	  quality	  standards	  and	  TMDL	  load	  allocations?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  the	  Plan	  currently	  does	  not	  have	  the	  measurable	  objectives	  
and	  timelines	  to	  meet	  water	  quality	  standards	  and	  TMDL	  load	  allocations.	  
Section	  3.2	  is	  the	  placeholder	  in	  this	  Plan	  for	  these	  items.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  work	  with	  the	  
LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  new	  
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template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  	  We	  accomplished	  that	  task.	  	  ODA	  
will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  prioritize	  Measurable	  
Objectives	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review.	  	  	  
	  
The	  Klamath	  SWCD	  provides	  services	  to	  two	  Management	  Areas,	  the	  Lost	  River	  
Subbasin	  and	  the	  Klamath	  Headwaters.	  Due	  to	  limited	  resources,	  the	  Klamath	  
SWCD	  is	  not	  currently	  able	  to	  focus	  short-‐term	  resources	  on	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  
Focus	  Area.	  ODA	  will	  continue	  to	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  
determine	  appropriate	  timelines	  and	  measurements	  of	  progress	  for	  the	  Poe	  
Valley	  Focus	  Area	  as	  resources	  become	  available.	  	  This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  
process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  adaptive	  management.	  	  	  
	  

C. Strategies	  to	  Meet	  Water	  Quality	  Goals	  and	  Track	  Progress	  
1. Are	  geographic	  and/or	  water	  quality	  issue	  priorities	  listed	  in	  the	  Area	  Plan	  

consistent	  with	  TMDL	  and	  GWMA	  priorities?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  The	  Plan	  has	  targeted	  specific	  water	  quality	  parameters	  of	  
concern	  such	  as	  bacteria,	  nutrients,	  and	  temperature.	  The	  Plan	  has	  listed	  Poe	  
Valley	  as	  a	  specific	  target	  area.	  The	  Plan	  outlines	  that	  several	  river	  segments	  in	  
the	  Lost	  River	  Subbasin	  have	  been	  listed	  as	  water	  quality	  impaired	  and	  
reductions	  in	  nutrients	  will	  help	  with	  DO,	  pH,	  and	  chlorophyll-‐a.	  However,	  it	  is	  
unclear	  what	  activities	  have	  been	  completed,	  other	  than	  internal	  training,	  to	  help	  
mitigate	  impacts	  to	  water	  quality.	  	  
	  
The	  Management	  Area	  is	  currently	  not	  a	  GWMA.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  ODA	  worked	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  update	  Chapter	  4	  of	  
the	  Area	  Plan.	  Progress	  is	  recorded	  and	  captured	  in	  Chapter	  4.	  Available	  
progress	  information	  will	  be	  updated	  at	  every	  biennial	  review.	  
	  

2. Are	  geographic	  scales	  and	  implementation	  actions	  identified	  in	  the	  Area	  Plan	  
appropriate	  to	  track	  implementation,	  progress,	  and	  effectiveness?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  Chapter	  3	  of	  the	  Plan	  outlines	  the	  various	  goals	  and	  
measurable	  objectives	  of	  the	  Plan	  but	  has	  not	  been	  completed.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  Section	  3.2.1	  of	  the	  Area	  Plan	  describes	  the	  Focus	  Area	  
identified	  for	  the	  Lost	  River	  Management	  Area.	  	  This	  represents	  the	  geographic	  
scale	  where	  the	  SWCD,	  conservation	  partners,	  and	  landowners	  will	  implement	  
actions	  and	  document	  progress.	  	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  
review	  was	  to	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  
River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  new	  template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  	  We	  
accomplished	  that	  task.	  	  ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  
prioritize	  Measurable	  Objectives	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review.	  	  	  
	  
The	  Klamath	  SWCD	  provides	  services	  to	  two	  Management	  Areas,	  the	  Lost	  River	  
Subbasin	  and	  the	  Klamath	  Headwaters.	  Due	  to	  limited	  resources,	  the	  Klamath	  
SWCD	  is	  not	  currently	  able	  to	  focus	  short-‐term	  resources	  on	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  
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Focus	  Area.	  ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  define	  milestones	  and	  
timelines	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review	  in	  2016.	  	  	  	  
	  
This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  adaptive	  
management.	  	  	  

	  
3. If	  applicable,	  is	  the	  Watershed	  Approach	  Action	  Plan	  addressed?	  

DEQ	  Comments:	  The	  watershed	  approach	  for	  the	  Klamath	  Basin	  is	  currently	  in	  
progress	  and	  will	  not	  be	  included	  in	  this	  review	  cycle.	  	  	  
	  

4. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  provide	  sound	  evidence	  or	  reasons	  why	  implementation	  
actions	  could	  lead	  to	  pollution	  reduction?	  	  If	  some	  of	  the	  implementation	  actions	  
are	  not	  consistent	  with	  TMDL	  and	  other	  WQ	  goals,	  explain	  why	  those	  practices	  
do	  not	  contribute	  toward	  meeting	  those	  WQ	  goals.	  	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  Chapter	  3	  of	  the	  Plan	  appears	  to	  cover	  the	  applicable	  
needs	  consistent	  with	  water	  quality	  improvement.	  The	  Focus	  Area	  of	  Poe	  Valley	  
meets	  the	  first	  of	  two	  measurable	  objectives	  and	  the	  desired	  outputs	  and	  
outcomes	  will	  identify	  areas	  for	  improvement.	  DEQ	  would	  suggest	  expanding	  the	  
Focus	  Area	  outside	  of	  Poe	  Valley	  after	  the	  2015	  suggested	  timeline.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  The	  Klamath	  SWCD	  Focus	  Area	  is	  in	  the	  Sprague	  River	  
Watershed	  of	  the	  Klamath	  Headwaters	  Management	  Area.	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  
ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  
Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  new	  template	  format	  to	  
be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  define	  
milestones	  and	  timelines	  for	  this	  Focus	  Area	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review	  in	  2016.	  
This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  adaptive	  
management.	  	  	  
	  

5. Does	  the	  Area	  Plan	  include	  timelines,	  schedules,	  and	  measurable	  milestones	  that	  
are	  consistent	  with	  the	  TMDL	  WQMP?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No;	  although	  incomplete,	  the	  Plan	  does	  have	  a	  section	  that	  
includes	  measurable	  objectives	  with	  timelines,	  milestones,	  and	  outcomes.	  	  
	  
ODA	  response:	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  
work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  
a	  new	  template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  	  We	  accomplished	  that	  task.	  	  
ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  prioritize	  Measurable	  
Objectives	  at	  the	  next	  biennial	  review.	  	  	  
	  
ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  write	  appropriate	  measurable	  
objectives	  with	  milestones	  and	  timelines	  and	  include	  them	  in	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  
2016	  biennial	  review.	  This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  
and	  adaptive	  management.	  	  	  
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6. Is	  monitoring	  adequate	  to	  determine	  whether	  progress	  is	  being	  made	  to	  achieve	  
the	  goals	  of	  the	  plan?	  	  	  	  If	  no,	  are	  monitoring	  needs	  identified	  and	  is	  there	  a	  
strategy	  to	  meet	  those	  needs?	  	  	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  Chapter	  4	  of	  the	  Plan	  is	  being	  developed	  to	  track	  the	  
progress	  of	  applicable	  monitoring.	  The	  Plan	  appears	  to	  have	  the	  applicable	  
monitoring	  to	  achieve	  implementation	  of	  the	  Plan.	  In	  addition,	  if	  additional	  data	  
is	  gathered	  and	  populated	  in	  Chapter	  4,	  potential	  water	  quality	  improvements	  
can	  also	  be	  tracked	  and	  recognized.	  	  
	  
In	  the	  current	  state	  of	  the	  Plan	  (Chapter	  4	  incomplete),	  the	  appropriate	  
monitoring	  information	  is	  not	  included.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  
work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  
a	  new	  template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  	  This	  included	  a	  Chapter	  4	  
update	  to	  include	  monitoring	  and	  accomplishments	  information.	  	  
.	  	  

	  
II. Implementation/evaluation	  
	  

A. Are	  voluntary	  efforts	  sufficient	  to	  implement	  the	  Area	  Plan	  or	  are	  additional	  
incentives	  needed	  to	  increase	  the	  rate	  of	  participation?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  Yes,	  voluntary	  efforts	  listed	  on	  the	  Plan	  appear	  to	  be	  sufficient	  to	  
implement	  the	  Area	  Plan.	  Increasing	  the	  level	  of	  awareness	  with	  the	  various	  
landowners	  is	  paramount	  in	  the	  management	  area	  to	  help	  improve	  stream	  bank	  
stabilization	  including	  riparian	  vegetation	  and	  sediment	  control	  to	  enhance	  water	  
quality.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  
work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  
new	  template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  ODA	  will	  discuss	  with	  the	  LAC	  
and	  SWCD	  how	  to	  improve	  outreach	  and	  education	  given	  available	  resources	  and	  
prioritizes	  prior	  to	  the	  2016	  biennial	  review.	  	  

	  
B. Are	  milestones	  and	  timelines	  established	  for	  Area	  Plans	  achieving	  the	  goal	  of	  the	  

Program?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  milestones	  and	  timelines	  have	  been	  included	  in	  the	  Plan.	  
However,	  in	  the	  current	  state	  of	  the	  Plan,	  these	  are	  incomplete	  and	  in	  the	  process	  of	  
being	  completed.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  
work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  
new	  template	  format	  to	  be	  utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  
	  
ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  write	  appropriate	  measurable	  
objectives	  with	  milestones	  and	  timelines	  and	  include	  them	  in	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  2016	  
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biennial	  review.	  This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  
adaptive	  management.	  	  	  
	  

C. Is	  reasonable	  progress	  being	  made	  towards	  accomplishing	  milestones	  and	  timelines	  
in	  the	  Area	  Plan?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  as	  mentioned	  in	  the	  last	  review,	  it	  is	  not	  clear	  how	  the	  
timelines	  established	  within	  the	  Plan	  will	  be	  or	  are	  being	  met.	  In	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  
Focus	  Area,	  there	  are	  milestones	  that	  have	  been	  included	  and	  some	  of	  them	  have	  
been	  met	  and	  others	  have	  not	  been	  populated.	  	  
	  
ODA	  response:	  Due	  to	  restricted	  resource	  availability	  to	  the	  Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  
simultaneously	  implement	  and	  manage	  two	  Focus	  Areas,	  fewer	  resources	  are	  
available	  to	  implement	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  Focus	  Area.	  And	  as	  noted	  earlier,	  As	  noted	  
earlier,	  ODA’s	  priority	  for	  this	  biennial	  review	  was	  to	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  
Klamath	  SWCD	  to	  convert	  the	  Lost	  River	  Area	  Plan	  to	  a	  new	  template	  format	  to	  be	  
utilized	  across	  Oregon.	  	  
	  
ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  write	  appropriate	  measurable	  
objectives	  with	  milestones	  and	  timelines	  and	  include	  them	  in	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  2016	  
biennial	  review.	  This	  will	  be	  an	  iterative	  process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  
adaptive	  management.	  	  	  
	  

	  
III. Area	  Rules	  

A. Are	  the	  prohibited	  conditions	  likely	  to	  be	  effective	  in	  making	  reasonable	  progress	  
towards	  meeting	  state	  water	  quality	  goals?	  
DEQ	  Comments:	  No,	  the	  Plan	  has	  listed	  the	  appropriate	  requirements	  and	  prohibited	  
conditions	  that	  will	  be	  effective	  in	  making	  reasonable	  progress.	  The	  Plan	  does	  not	  
include	  how	  these	  prohibited	  conditions	  are	  being	  monitored	  and	  implemented	  to	  
maintain	  improved	  water	  quality	  standards.	  	  
	  
ODA	  Response:	  	  On	  a	  statewide	  basis,	  ODA	  is	  implementing	  45	  Focus	  Areas	  and	  
Strategic	  Implementation	  Areas	  (SIAs).	  Focus	  Areas	  are	  prioritized	  smaller	  geographic	  
areas,	  normally	  6th	  Field	  Hydrologic	  Unit	  Codes	  (HUCs)	  where	  a	  pre-‐assessment	  is	  
performed,	  outreach	  to	  producers	  and	  projected	  are	  implemented,	  and	  a	  post-‐
assessment	  is	  completed	  to	  measure	  change	  and	  progress.	  	  SIAs	  are	  prioritized	  
watersheds	  where	  ODA	  assesses	  landscape	  condition	  compliance	  status	  and	  initiates	  
compliance	  actions	  where	  needed.	  	  ODA	  has	  completed	  two	  pilot	  efforts,	  and	  will	  select	  
the	  next	  round	  of	  approximately	  six	  SIAs	  sometime	  in	  the	  summer	  of	  2015.	  These	  
represent	  Oregon’s	  latest	  efforts	  to	  monitor	  landscape	  and	  water	  quality	  conditions	  and	  
measure	  change.	  As	  noted	  earlier,	  due	  to	  restricted	  resource	  availability	  to	  the	  Klamath	  
SWCD	  to	  simultaneously	  implement	  and	  manage	  two	  Focus	  Areas,	  fewer	  resources	  are	  
available	  to	  implement	  the	  Poe	  Valley	  Focus	  Area.	  Nonetheless,	  ODA	  will	  work	  with	  the	  
LAC	  and	  the	  SWCD	  to	  write	  appropriate	  measurable	  objectives	  with	  milestones	  and	  
timelines	  and	  include	  them	  in	  the	  Plan	  at	  the	  2016	  biennial	  review.	  This	  will	  be	  an	  
iterative	  process	  based	  on	  continual	  review	  and	  adaptive	  management.	  	  	  
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B. Are	  additional	  prohibited	  conditions	  or	  other	  mandatory	  control	  measures	  needed?	  
At	  this	  time,	  there	  are	  no	  additional	  prohibited	  conditions	  that	  need	  to	  be	  incorporated.	  	  


