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Figure 13: Representative photo of Little McCoy Creek — September 2021
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18 APPENDIX N: WILDERNESS CHARACTERISTICS FROM THE 1991 VOLUME I OF THE
WILDERNESS STUDY REPORT FOR OREGON

Wilderness characteristics of High Steens WSA summarized below are from Volume I of the Wilderness Study Report for
Oregon (1991).

Naturalness: High Steens WSA appears to be in outstanding natural condition. This WSA contains a variety of
physical features that are the result of volcanism, faulting, and erosional processes. There are 3 ways totaling 5.3
miles, 8 fences totaling 6.9 miles, 2 fire rehabilitation seedings totaling 177 acres, and several locations of historic
mining activity.

Solitude: High Steens WSA offers outstanding opportunities for solitude. These opportunities are enhanced by the
varied and rugged topography. The extreme difference in elevations is the major screening factor. The drainages
provide excellent opportunities for isolation. The eastern portions are completely screened from the northern
segments. Vegetative screening also provides some opportunities for solitude. Aspens, willows, and other riparian
species in the drainages provide screening.

Primitive and Unconfined Recreation: Opportunities for primitive and unconfined recreation in High Steens WSA
are outstanding. The primitive recreation activities include day hiking, backpacking, camping, horseback riding,
hunting, fishing, sightseeing, and photography. Game species include mule deer, pronghorn antelope, bighorn sheep,
elk, and upland game birds. Fishing opportunities are outstanding, especially in McCoy Creek and its tributaries.
Sightseeing and photographic opportunities abound. The rugged and sheer rock escarpments create fascinating views.
Pike Creek Canyon is located near the southern end of this WSA. Pike Creek trail network begins at the entrance to
the canyon. A public access road from the East Steens Road to the canyon is the only public access to the High Steens
WSA on the east face of Steens Mountain.

Special Features: Geology, vegetation, wildlife, and scenic qualities substantially enhance the area’s wilderness
values. The geology is the dominant special feature. Steens Mountain is a fault block mountain that dips gently
westward and reaches a maximum elevation of 9,773 feet, with a 5,500-foot fault scarp on the east. Most of High
Steens WSA contains outstanding scenery. Five plant species of special interest occur in High Steens WSA. Bighorn
sheep, GRSG, Whitehorse cutthroat trout, redband trout, pika, and northern water shrew contribute to making wildlife
a special feature.

Wilderness characteristics of Alvord Desert and East Alvord WSAs are summarized from Volume I of the Wilderness
Study Report for Oregon (1991).

Naturalness: The Alvord Desert and East Alvord WSAs appear to be in a natural condition. The topography
consisting of flat to gently rolling terrain surrounded by lava cliffs and plateaus is one of the outstanding natural
attractions of the WSAs. There are few unnatural features, and they are relatively unnoticeable. The Alvord Desert
WSA contains 5 reservoirs, 5 wells, a horse trap, the remnants of what might have been an old homestead or
stagecoach stop, 2 barrow pits, several small mineral prospecting scars, 2 fences totaling 20 miles, and 16 vehicle
ways totaling 65 miles. These developments have a minor visual influence due to the terrain within the study area.
Much of the area is relatively flat to gently rolling so most developments are not visible from the surrounding terrain.

The water developments within the WSA are scattered. The largest concentration of developments occurs along the
northern boundary road, where there are three wells and a reservoir. These are not large developments, and they have
a minor influence on the area. Along the southern boundary, there is also a well and a reservoir. The remaining well is
located in the northeastern corner of the WSA. The remnants of the old homestead or stage stop are not visible from
the surrounding lands as the foundation and small portions of the walls are all that remain. Two borrow pits and small
prospecting scars are located along the southeastern boundary. They are fairly minor disturbances and are not easily
seen from the flat terrain in the immediate vicinity. The two sections of the BLM's district boundary and allotment
division fence are located in the east-central portion of the WSA. These are not easily viewed and have a minor
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influence on the area. The horse trap site is located just east of the district boundary fence west of Coyote Lake. The
site consists of rock cribs and is visible from the higher terrain to the west. A way, 3 miles in length, provides access
to the trap site. The study area’s gentle terrain plays an important role in reducing the effects of the 65 miles of ways.
Due to the topographic and vegetative screening, the vehicle ways are not substantially noticeable. East Alvord WSA
contains 11 unnatural features. Eight of the developments are reservoirs, one is a well and reservoir combination, and
two are vehicle ways totaling three miles. It is estimated that approximately 3% of the area is influenced by these
features. The water developments are scattered around the perimeter of the WSA. They are relatively minor
disturbances, and because of their locations in small, shallow drainages, each has a limited influence on the natural
qualities of the area. The way in the northwest corner is not easily viewed except in the immediate vicinity. It is
located in flat terrain away from any higher areas that would provide views of the development, and it is somewhat
screened by the surrounding vegetation. The other way is longer and located in the bottom of a drainage. It can easily
be viewed from the adjacent higher terrain. This way tends to blend in with the drainage course and is also slightly
screened by vegetation. In several places, the way receives more use from livestock and wild horses than from
vehicles. In addition to these identified ways, there are vehicle tracks in the northwestern corner that are the result of
occasional off-highway vehicle use. These tracks do not influence the naturalness of the area.

Solitude: The Alvord Desert WSA and the East Alvord WSA have outstanding opportunities for solitude. The Alvord
Desert WSA is very large and would give a feeling of vastness to any wilderness visitor. The East Alvord WSA is not
as large but does provide outstanding opportunities for solitude. The topography of both WSAs consists of flat to
gently rolling terrain surrounded by lava cliffs and plateaus. The ridgelines and cliffs provide some topographic
screening. The type of vegetation in both WSAs does not screen wilderness users from each other. Military jet aircraft
use the area frequently for low altitude training flights. During the daylight hours there may be as many as five low-
level flights daily. The influence of these flights on a visitor's perception of solitude is quite temporary, but extreme
for a short period of time (one minute or less). These flights do not have a significant, long-lasting, adverse effect on a
visitor’s opportunity to find solitude.

Primitive and Unconfined Recreation: Opportunities for primitive and unconfined recreation in Alvord Desert and
East Alvord WSAs are outstanding. The primitive recreation activities are day hiking, backpacking, camping,
horseback riding, and sightseeing. Opportunities for day hiking are outstanding in both WSAs. In the Alvord Desert
WSA, the opportunities for day hiking are best in the western and central portions of the area. The primary day hiking
attractions would be the Alvord Desert playa and basin areas, the plateau area east of the Alvord, and the Coyote Lake
area. Also of interest to the day hiker are the expansive views and open space available throughout the entire WSA. In
the East Alvord WSA opportunities for hiking are not as outstanding, but the topography of the area is diverse and
offers a variety of country for hiking. Mickey Hot Springs and the sand dunes, only short distances from the western
boundary, would be of interest to the hiker. There are opportunities for backpacking and camping in both WSAs.
However, Alvord Desert WSA offers greater opportunity due to its larger size and more numerous attractions. Day
hiking could easily be extended into an overnight trip, although the availability of water is limited. The attractions
mentioned for day hiking are also likely to be most attractive to the backpacker. Opportunities for sightseeing and
photography are excellent in both WSAs, including background views of the Steens and Sheepshead Mountains.
Other background views outside the WSAs, though less dominant, include the Pueblo and Trout Creek Mountains as a
panorama to the south. In the East Alvord WSA, outside scenic views also include vistas of the Alvord Desert and the
vast open expanse of land to the east, including Coyote Lake. Within the Alvord Desert WSA are impressive views of
the Alvord Playa, the escarpment and plateau area, and the vastness of the open space associated with the general
area. The number of opportunities for photographing and viewing typical desert wildlife and plants are particularly
high along the eastern portion of the Alvord Basin and in the Coyote Lake area. A visitor might also have an
opportunity to view and photograph wild horses. The Mickey-Alvord Well Road is the boundary road between Table
Mountain WSA, East Alvord WSA and Winter Range WSA. Road counter data shows an average of 1,639 annual
road users (vehicles) between 2017 and 2019 (TRAFx Datanet). Visitors to the area use this road to visit Mickey Hot
Springs. They also continue past the hot springs to explore the ways throughout the area.
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Likely

Observed to be Further
Species in EA in EA Consideration Reason for Inclusion or Elimination for Further Analysis
Area Needed
Area
brfon:::g(:): ¢ Livestock grazing as proposed would have no effect on bat
g ] No Yes No hibernacula or roosting and breeding habitats. For this reason, further
(Corynorhinus .. .
. analysis is not carried forward.
townsendii)
Spotted bat Livestock grazing as proposed would have no effect on bat
(Euderma No Yes No hibernacula or roosting and breeding habitats. For this reason, further
maculatum) analysis is not carried forward.
Fringed . .
mvotis Livestock grazing as proposed would have no effect on bat
( My otis No Yes No hibernacula or roosting and breeding habitats. For this reason, further
) analysis is not carried forward.
thysanodes)
Wolverine No No No No montane boreal habitat is present in the Alvord Allotment.
(Gulo gulo)
Where proposed cattle infrastructure developments occur in areas
Pygmy rabbit with potential pygmy rabbit hajb1tat, pygmy rabbit surveys have been
conducted and no pygmy rabbits were located. An additional survey
(Brachylagus No Yes No 1 : . S houl
At wou d be conducted prior to construction activities. Should pygmy
rabbits be present, proposed infrastructure would be moved away
from any existing colony.
Kit fox presence has been documented as well as greasewood habitat
preferred by the species in this part of their range occurs within the
Kit fox allotment However, as the greasewood dominated vegetation kit fox
(Vulpes Yes Yes No are most likely to occupy is generally avoided by cattle, the proposed
macrotis) grazing changes would not affect kit fox or their habitat. Proposed
infrastructure to increase the availability of water throughout the
allotment would be beneficial for kit foxes.
Insects
Western No habitat occurs for Western bumblebees nor are they likely to be
bumblebee No No No present within the Alvord Allotment. For these reasons, further
(Bombus analysis for western bumblebees is not carried forward in this
occidentalis) document.
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