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Disclaimer

This watershed assessment is based almost entirely on the work of others. The authors of
this document have attempted to organize relevant data and associated interpretation into a
format that will be most useful to Upper Sprague River Watershed stakeholders. Citations
are provided to key data bases and existing reports that provided the foundation for this
assessment. Note, however, that we rely heavily on data interpretations provided in these
reference reports, as is standard practice for watershed assessments. We have cited and
referenced many borrowed works for this document and maintain the fair use doctrine for
such use. Under the fair use doctrine of the U.S. copyright statute, it is permissible to use
limited portions of a work for purposes such as scholarly reports.

This report includes information from consultants, academic researchers, government
scientists, and many others. We have attempted to ensure that all the information herein is
credible, but have performed no independent testing of these reports or associated data.
Reporting such information does not constitute endorsement of any product, method, or
conclusion. Omission of information does not imply a negative evaluation. All trademarks
referred to remain property of their respective owners. The authors and publishers
specifically disclaim any and all liability purported to result from inclusion or exclusion of
any previously-existing material in this report.

Every effort has been made to ensure that this report is as complete and accurate as possible.
However, there may be mistakes in content or typographical errors. It is distributed with the
understanding that neither the authors nor E&S Environmental Chemistry, Inc. are
responsible for the accuracy of the material cited herein.
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Preface
by Mike Connelly, KBEF

As far back as the records go, the Upper Sprague and Sycan watersheds have been “on the
edge.” This is true in terms of geography, culture, economy, politics, and ecology. For
centuries, this was where the Pauite Indians, whose territory stretched all the way down into
Nevada, met the Klamath people, who ranged westward into the mountains west of Upper
Klamath Lake. The Modocs sometimes came here too, from their homes to the south on
Tule Lake and the Lost River.

This area has been on the edge in other ways as well. To the west, it is wetter, and the plants
and animals are more numerous. To the east, where it gets dry pretty quickly, the plants and
animals change, and generally are fewer and farther apart. When the states were formed, the
area ended up near the line between Oregon and California, and when Lake and Klamath
counties were formed, these watersheds were shared between the two.

This region contains the headwaters of a drainage that travels several hundred miles and
empties into the Pacific Ocean, slicing through the Cascade Mountain Range along the way.
The January snowtlakes falling on Gearhart’s cliffs will make their way downriver, eventually
lapping into the saltwater on the coast of northern California. For untold centuries, people
and fish have followed the rivers and creeks, upstream and downstream, looking for more
hospitable weather and better things to eat.

In some ways, the people were luckier than the fish. People got to climb the mountains
during the summer months, breathing the thin air deeply, squinting at the bright blue and
sunshine, looking down on the places they lived -- getting a good long look at “The Big
Picture.”

There are good people that live in the Upper Sprague and the Sycan, people with all different
kinds of backgrounds. These are people who work harder than most, and get less in return,
at least when it comes to money. But there must be something else that they get, because
they stay in this place, working the land day in and day out, fighting the cold, sweating in the
heat, swatting the bugs, and watching as the travelers pass on through, on their way to
somewhere else. Other times, they sit with people they’ve known for years, watching the sun
come up, watching the sun go down, watching the fish jump and the swallows dive as the
water keeps flowing slowly by.

Today, the communities of the Upper Sprague and Sycan are on the edge not just in
location, but also in time. Things are changing in these communities, as they are throughout
the rural western United States. Some of these changes are good, and some of them aren’t
any good at all. But either way the change is there, and we’ve got to find a way to deal with
1t.

This document is supposed to be a tool. It’s meant to help us deal with changes in a way that
doesn’t sacrifice all the good things about our rural communities -- the common sense, the
honesty, the faith, the endurance, the love of the land, the love for your neighbor, and the
willingness to do what it takes to make things right.



