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r .

Abstrac t

A study of private motorboat use on the lower nin e

miles of the Wild Rogue River was conducted to determin e

present and historical use levels .

	

Motorized use wa s

monitored daily, and a survey of private motorboater s

undertaken using personal interviews .

	

There is a lon g

history of motorboat use in the study area ; it was wel l

established by 1968 when part of the Rogue was desig -

nated as a Wild River .

	

All types of motorized use hav e

increased since then, especially commercial and admin -

istrative use .

	

Private use in 1976 is estimated a t

1,000 trips, not all of which was recreational .

	

Ther e

is considerable variation in the spatial and tempora l

patterns of use ; over 30 percent of all private us e

takes place in September and October .

	

Fishing is th e

primary reason for private motorboat use . The greates t

problem reported by private motorboaters was discourtes y

by downriver, drift users .

,.
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Introductio n

Backgroun d

The Rogue River, which flows over 200 miles from it s

source in the Cascade Mountains of southern Oregon to th e

Pacific Ocean at Gold Beach, Oregon, serves a variety of uses ,

which include domestic water supply, irrigation, hydroelectri c

production, waste carriage and assimilation, transportation ,

fish and wildlife habitat, and outdoor recreation .

	

In 1968 ,

when Congress passed the National Wild and Scenic Rivers Ac t

(PL 90-542), it designated an 84 mile segment of the Rogue ,

from its confluence with the Applegate River near Grants Pas s

to Lobster Creek (Figure 1), as one of the initial component s

in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System .

	

This Act pro-

vided that the river should be preserved in its free-flowin g

condition and be managed in such a way as to : l

protect and enhance the values which caused it to be in-

cluded in said system without, insofar as is consisten t

therewith, limiting other uses that do not substantiall y

interfere with public use and enjoyment of these values .

In such administration primary emphasis shall be given t o

protecting its esthetic . scenic, historic, archeologic an d

scientific features .

In 1970, the citizens of Oregon established the Orego n

Scenic Waterways System (ORS 390 .805 to 390 .925) which in-

cluded this same section of the river in the State system .





This Act declares that "the highest and best uses of th e

waters within scenic waterways are recreation, fish and wild -

life uses . " 2

Evidence indicates that the designation of a river in a

federal or state rivers system can cause an increase in th e

popularity of that river for outdoor recreation, with conse-

quent increases in visitation and use . 3 This phenomenon ap-

pears to have occurred in the case of the Rogue River, whic h

has an estimated 13 million people living within a 500 mil e

radius . Increased recreational use has been especially pre-

valent on that portion of the river which was designated a s

"Wild" persuant to the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act . 4

	

In thi s

report, the use of Wild Rogue, or Wild river refers to th e

section of river classified as such .

	

This 33 mile section ,

from Grave Creek to Watson Creek (Figure 1), has received a t

least a 500 percent increase in total river recreation visit s

since its designation in 1968 .

Increased recreational use in the Wild section of th e

Rogue has been accompanied by both social and environmenta l

problems .

	

Some of the problems associated with increased us e

include overcrowding, conflicts between users, damage to plan t

and animal life, and shoreline erosion .

	

There are severa l

different groups which use the Wild section of the river .

In the broadest sense there are nonmotorized downriver, o r

drift users and upriver motorized users .

	

A list of the user s

within each of these groups is provide ..] in Table 1 .

	

I n

addition, increasing numbers of hikers who travel the Rogu e

River Trail are present adjacent to the river .

3



	Table	 1 .	 Users of the Rogue WildRiver .

Downriver	 (drift)

	

Upriver (motorized )

Private drifters

	

Private motorboater s
Commercial raft trips

	

Private landowner s
Commerical fishing guides

	

Commercial fishing guide s
Administrative (B .LM, Sheriff)

	

Commercial tour boat s
Commercial lodge operator s
Administrative (USFS ,

Sheriff, State Police )

Unfortunately, as is the case with - many other :a_ckcountry

rivers, reliable use data for the Ro:glo'e is a-bsent,, or: poorl y

developed, especially for private motor'boat use . 5 ;La _the ab-

sence of such information, it has been difficult for thos e

agencies charged with administration and-management _of th' e

river to adequately respond to the .task of . re-s l vi-ng use,con-

fl i cts and protecting the ri verine environment .

Purpose andobjective s

The purpose of this research was to establish a_•reliabl•e

data base on private motorboat use-within the lower nine .mil e

section of the Rogue Wild river, from Watson Creek to Blosso m

Bar (Figure 1) .

	

To accomplish this, three specific research .

objectives were set forth, as follows : (1) to establis h

present use levels for private motorboats, (2) to document ,

insofar as possible, historical use levels fo;•r the year 1968 .

when the river was designated as a Wild and So..eni,-c River ,

and (3) to assess the kinds . and types of environnae_ntaT imract s

associated with motorboat use .

The Study Area

	

-

The area considered ..in . this research consists of the, '

lower nine miles of the Wild ogue, from Watson Creek t o

4



Blossom Bar (Figure 1) .

	

This section of the Rogue is fre e

of impoundments and inaccessible by road . It flows throug h

an essentially natural environment, although there are fou r

lodges and several private buildings visible from the river ,

with low-standard airstrips at two of the lodges .

	

Access i s

provided by small private aircraft and powerboats .

	

The Rogu e

River Trail provides additional, but limited access to th e

lodges and homes .

	

While the nonconforming nature of the pri -

vate uses within this section of the Wild river has bee n

recognized, the area remains essentially primative in char-

acter and meets the other criteria for a Federal Wild rive r

classification . 6

Administration of the Wild Rogue in the study area i s

shared by the U .S . Forest Service (Siskiyou National Forest) ,

and the River Program Section of Oregon State Parks .

	

Th e

Oregon State Marine Board has responsibility for the regula -

tion of boats and boating on the river .

	

In addition, th e

Oregon State Police and the Curry County Sheriff's Marine Pat-

rol are responsible for law enforcement in the study area .

This section of the Rogue is characterized by numerou s

rapids, riffles, and pools .

	

There are at least five majo r

rapids in the study area, which include Clay Hill Rapids ,

Camp Tacoma Rapids, Solitude Rapids, the Devils Staircase ,

and Blossom Bar Rapids .

	

Blossom Bar is a powerful rapids ,

with large waves and dangerous rocks .

	

As such, it forms a

natural barrier to motorboats, especially during low wate r

periods .

	

The use of motorboats above Blossom Bar is re -

5



stricted to the period from November 15 to May 15 , E thus eli m ,

inating . motorized use above Blossom Bar during the summer an d

fall drift seasons .

The hazardous nature of the Rogue in the study are a

necessitates great care and skill on the part of , those wh o

travel this section of river . 8 This is especially true . o f

powerboat users, who must travel upstream against the powerfu l

current while avoiding hazardous waves and submerged rock s

and ledges . 'Safe operation of a motorboat through whitewate r

requires experience in "reading" the river .

	

The ability t o

select a safe channel is aptly reflected by the words of on e

user, "It's not a matter Of knowing where the rocks are, it ' s

knowing where they ain't . "

The discharge of the river varies significantly bot h

seasonally and annually (Appendix A) . . Peak flows occur fro m

January to March, while low flows generally take place dur-

ing the summer .

	

Fluctuations in river discharge can have a

dramatic effect on the timing and amount of river recreatio n

use .

	

Extremely high water levels discourage most users be-

	

_

cause of the large waves and powerful currents that develop

in rapids during peak flaws .

	

Conversely, low water level s

tend to discourage use because of the rocks and ledges whic h

are exposed, and the lack of water for safe navigation .

	

Dis -

charge is also a factor in determining water temperatures an d

the timing of anadromous fish migrations, thus influencin g

the timing of recreation use which is motivated by fishing .

6



II . Methodolog y

In order to determine present use levels for privat e

motorboat use, •a : f=l e l-d researc h' station was established a t

Foster Bar landin g; , which is two miles Abel ow the lower-en d

of the Wild river section at Watson Creek .

	

Foster B-ar is th e

closest public road access to the lower Wild river area, and ,

as such, serves as a popular take-out point for downrive r

trips, as well as a launch site -for private motorboats traVel-

ling into the Wild river area . At this site motorboat us e

was monitored daily from June 22 to September 15, 1976 .

	

A s

a part of this monitoring, permits were issued to privat e

boaters in cooperation with the Oregon State Marine B'oard . 9

To study private-use in its proper perspective, all motorboat s

and driftcraft travelling past Foster Bar were observed, an d

the date, time, direi.ctibn &nd type of boat -recorded .

Additional private use was generated by users originatin g

from Illahe Lodge, which is located app'roximate-ly one mil e

upriver from. Foster Bar . The amountof this use was estimate d

from interviews and Annual Permit data .

To secure additional informatio'n regarding private motor -

boat use, a survey was conducted of private motorboat'ownerS .

A copy of the interview form is found in Ap-pen-dix B .

	

Persona l

interviews were obtained from moto•rboaters who presently us e

the lower section of the Wild Rogue .

	

One of the biggest o b

8



stacles to this survey was that of identifying the motorboa t

user population .

	

Initially, a partial user population wa s

identified from a roster of the Curry County Powerboater s

Association .

	

This organization was formally started in 197 0

by powerboaters and guides who were concerned about use limit s

and the conflicts between motorboaters and drift users .

	

Forty -

nine of its eighty-one members were tentatively identified a s

users of the Wild river area .

	

Additional users of the Wil d

river were identified in the course of interviewing know n

users, from annual permit data, and from the census of use a t

Foster Bar . As users of the study area became identifie d

they were contacted by telephone and asked to participate i n

the survey .

	

During the months of July, August,and Septembe r

personal interviews were conducted with 46 motorboat users ,

or 66 percent of the total known user population .

	

The coopera-

tion of motorboaters in the survey was, for the most part ,

excellent ; only one refusal was encountered during the entir e

survey .

	

The results of the user survey and the census dat a

on daily use were coded and keypunched for tabulation an d

analysis by computer .

Information regarding historical use of the river was ob-

tained through a variety of sources .

	

Use data for 1973 wa s

obtained from a partial record of motorboat use gathered b y

a commercial tour boat operator .

	

A 1974 study of drift user s

also provided some data from a sample of days in July and Au -

gust of that year .

	

Data concerning historical use was als o

collected from interviews with early users of the river an d

9



those with local knowledge of river use .

	

Additional data o n

historical use was gleaned from a search of documents and per-

tinent newspaper articles .

An assessment of the kinds and types of environmenta l

impacts which might be associated with motorboat use wa s

carried out through a combination of literature reviews, fiel d

observations, and the application of an Environmental Assess-

ment Manual developed by the Extension Service at Orego n

State University .
l0
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III .

	

Historical	 Use of the Rogu e

In order to understand private pleasure motorboat use i n

its proper perspective, it needs to be examined in relatio n

to the other boating uses of the river (Table 1) . The history

of boating on the Rogue is closely tied to the settlement o f

the region .

	

The earliest use of boats on the Rogue was fo r

the transportation of people and supplies into what was, an d

still is, one of the more inaccessible areas of Oregon .

	

Th e

river was travelled from Grants Pass to Gold Beach severa l

times prior to 1900 . 11

	

The discovery of gold at Mule Cree k

in 1891 resulted in an increased use of boats to haul heav y

mining equipment and supplies into what is presently the Wil d

river area . These early wooden boats were rowed downrive r

as far as Blossom Bar and then dismantled . 1 2

On June 15, 1895 a postal route was established fro m

Wedderburn to Big Bend (Illahe) .

	

Initially the mail was car-

ried in wooden boats powered by sail, oar,and pike-pole . 1 3

In 1900, the 104 foot steamboat "She", which weighed 5 ton s

and could carry 10 passengers, began to travel the lower Rogu e

from Gold Beach to Agness .

	

After limited operation, the "She "

was wrecked in 1903 below Agness . 14 Henry Moore owned th e

first gas-powered boat on the Rogue, driven by a single cylin -

der, four horsepower motor .

	

In 1908 the first motorboa t

12



reached Illahe, but required the use of pike-poles to do so . 1
5

Improvements in boat design and the advent of larger, mor e

reliable motors resulted in a gradual adoption of their us e

over the next 20 years .

	

In 1927, Ruell Hawkins ran a boa t

with an inboard motor to Winkle Bar (River mile 50), whic h

was the greatest distance a powerboat had ever travelled u p

the Rogue . l 6

After World War I, downriver use by private fishin g

guides began .

	

Motorized use was sporatic during this period ,

and was primarily oriented towards the hauling of freigh t

and some passengers . The recreational use of motorboats di d

not begin until after World War II, and was limited to a fe w

local users with the knowledge and skill necessary to navi -

goa:te the river .

	

In 1947, Glen Wooldridge of Grants Pacs mad e

the first successful trip up the Rogue from Gold Beach t o

Grants Pass, a distance of 120 miles, using a 25 horsepowe r

outboard , 17

	

Since this initial trig ins 1947, motorboat us e

of the river through what is today the Wild section has grad -

ually increased .

	

The trip from Gold Beach to Grants Pass i s

now an annual event, with perhaps a dozen boats attempting th e

trip each spring .

Motorboat use of the Rogue was revolutionized in 196 2

with the invention and successful testing of the outboard je t

drive . 18

	

The jet drive is a high-powered water pump whic h

replaces the propeller drive unit on a conventional outboar d

motor, thereby reducing the depth of water necessary for oper-

ation to a few inches and eliminating the possibility of dam -

13



age to a propeller .

	

Jet drives, together with the use o f

aluminum hulls, have made motorboat use much more popular ,

resulting in increased recreational use of the Wild Rogue b y

powerboats .

	

Motorboat use has also been facilitated by th e

blasting of rapids to remove rocks blocking the channel, thu s

clearing an adequate channel and eliminating the need fo r

portages at some rapids . This practice is now prohibited .

In 1968, when the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act was passed ,

motorboat use was well established on the section of rive r

that was designated as Wild .

	

A description of such use i s

found in the Federal Register : l g

A commercial jetboat business brings up to 17 passen-

gers at a time to Paradise Bar, about 3 miles down -

stream from Marial .

	

Normally the boat makes one roun d

trip per day .

	

In addition, all the lodge owners trans -

port people and supplies upstream from Gold Beach vi a

powerboats .

	

Another source of powerboat use . . .is spor t

fishermen, both private and commercially guided . . . .

The use of powerboats is established and publicly ac-

cepted in this section of the river .

To estimate use levels in 1968, interviews were conducte d

with persons who used the river in that year, and are know-

ledgeable about use levels .

	

Based upon these interviews, an d

on use levels since 1968, the maximum total level of all pri-

vate use in 1968 is estimated to be 400 trips . ' ° This doe s

not include use by a commercial tour boat operator, who mad e

an estimated 60 to 100 trips into the Wild river area .

	

Maxi -

14



Table

	

2 .

	

Motorboat

	

Trips

	

in

	

the

	

Study Area,

	

1968-1976 .

Type of Us e

Year Private Commercial USFS USFS Sheriff Tota l
Fire(12)Rec .

	

Adm .

1968 400 (1) 60 (6) 0 0 0 46 0

1969 NA (2) NA 0 0 0 N A

1970 NA NA 0 0 0 N A

1971 NA NA 95 (13) 18 (13) N A

1972 NA 70 (7) 95 30 0 N A

1973 500 3) 124 (8) 95 22 102 14) 84 3

1974 800 4) 214 9) 106 21 86 1,22 7

1975 NA 450 10) 100 24 53 N A

1976 1,000 (5) 60
0

11 ) 100 22 77 15) 1,799

Assumptions and Sources :

	

1

	

Based on interviews with persons using the river in 1968 .

	

2

	

No reliable data available .
3 Data provided by acommercial boat operator from observation s

while on the river .

	

Because of the limited time this boa t
would be on the river, the data obtained were expanded t o
account for this underestimate of actual use .

4 Based on data collected by OSU personnel in a 1974 study o f

drift use during July and August, when it is assumed tha t

18 .9 percent of the total annual use takes place .

	

An estim-
ate of 156 private boats for these two months therefore re-
sults in an annual estimate of 800 .

	

5

	

See Chapter IV .

	

Present Use of the Study Area .
6 Estimated from interviews with commercial operators an d

local users .
7 Based on an estimate of 700 passengers, 10 passengers pe r

trip .
8 Data provided by commercial operator, July and August 1973 .
9 Data collected by OSU personnel .
10 Estimated from passenger totals .

	

11

	

Four month period June 1 to September 30 .

	

Average of 5 Boats /

day .

	

12

	

Data provided by the U .S .F .S ., courtesy of Mr . Robert Kiser .

	

13

	

First year of U .S .F .S . motorboat use .
14 Represents an 8 month total .

	

15	 Trips for the first 9 months of 1976 .	

1 5



mum total combined motorized use in 1968 is therefore estim-

ated to be between 400 and 500 trips .

	

Changes in motorboa t

use since 1968 are shown in Table 2 .

It is evident that private use has increased since 1968 ,

however, the magnitude of this increase is difficult to asses s

because of the variation in use from year to year as a resul t

of changes in discharge, variation in fishing, weather, an d

other factors which influence participation in motorboating .

Commercial use has shown the greatest increase since 1968 ,

growing over 500 percent .

	

U .S . Forest Service use began i n

1971, and is fairly constant each year, with variation du e

to changes in fire danger and administrative need . The Curry

County Sheriff Marine Patrol began in 1973 ; this use has re-

mained relatively constant since then .

Another way of measuring private use in 1968 is in term s

of the numbers of boat owners who use the study area, As a

part of the user survey which was conducted, boaters wer e

asked when they began to use a motorboat to travel above th e

Foster Bar-Watson Creek area .

	

The growth in private user s

expressed as a cumulative frequency, is shown in Figure 2 .

l6
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Fig . 2 . Growth in Private Motorboat Users, 1932-1976 .

Figure 2 indicates that 71 .7 percent of the present user s

were boating in the study area prior to 1968, which would re -

present approximately 50 users .

	

Since 1968, the number o f

private motorboat users has increased 28 .3 percent, or 20 users .

Based upon the latest available data, the total number of pri -

vate motorboat users is 70 .

	

While there may be a few addition -

al users which have not been identified, the total number o f

such users is probably quite small .

*
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IV .

	

Present Use of the Study Are a

There are a variety of boating uses which presently tak e

place within the study area on the Wild Rogue (Table 1) .

	

T o

determine the levels of present motorboat use, a census of boa t

use was undertaken (see p .8 ) .

	

The results of this censu s

which represent boats passing Foster Bar, for the period fro m

June 22 to September 15, 1976, are presented in Table 3 .

Table

	

3 . Monthly Motorboat

	

Use

	

Data ,

by

	

Type

	

of

	

Use,

	

Summer

	

1976 .

Month

	

Commercial Private Sheriff
USFS

	

USF S
Fire

	

.Adm .
Stat e
Police Untd e'nt . - Tota l

June 30 7 I 6 2 0 2

	

48
(8 days )

July 156 45 11 31

	

= 11 1 1

	

25 6

August 172 47 9 23 111 1 -3

	

' 26 6

September 81. 37 2 15 4'

	

- 2 5

	

14 6
(15 days )

Total

	

Trips 439 1, 36 23 75 28 4 11

	

71 6

Percent of
Total

	

Trips 61 .3 19 .0 3 .2 10 .5 3 .9 0 .6 1 .5

The 136 private trips were taken by a total . of 37 users ,

two of whom were from California .

	

Of these 136 trips, 81 wer e

made by only 10 users . A total of 53 permits were t4aued in .

1 8



85 man-days of observation at the Foster Bar landing .

	

Thes e

53 permits were issued to 24 individuals, with one user ob -

taining 16 permits .

	

There were 264 private visitors who enter-

ed the Watson Creek-Blossom Bar section of the Rogue while o n

a private use permit, or an average of 4 persons per privat e

boat .

	

In addition, 42 private boats used this section of th e

river while operating under an Annual Oregon Scenic Waterway s

Boat Permit .

	

No record was made as to the number of person s

who travelled while under such permit, but a range of two t o

four persons per boat would seem appropriate .

	

Additiona l

private use was generated above Foster Bar by users origin -

ating from the Illahe Lodge .

	

This use is authorized b y

Annual Permit .

	

There were 19 instances of private motorboa t

non-compliance, by those who either refused to stop to obtai n

a permit, or were unaware of the permit system .

	

Commercia l

non-compliance amounted to 29 cases, all of which were re -

corded by one boat .

During the 1976 summer season, commercial tour boat s

contributed the greatest amount of motorized use (61 .3 percent) ,

while private and combined administrative use was approximatel y

equal, (19 .0 percent and 18 .2 percent, respectively) .

	

How -

ever, when total annual use is considered, an entirely dif-

ferent distribution of use is revealed, as seen in Table 2 .

The reason for this shift in annual use is the seasonal natur e

of commercial use (May 15 to October 15) and administrativ e

use (e .g ., U .S .F .S . fire patrol), while private use is dis -

tributed throughout the year .

	

The monthly variation in pri -
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v a'te mdtorboat d,$e- is shown in Figure 3 ,

20
17 7

16 . 1

Percent

	

11 . 2
of

	

1 0

Annua l

Use

Jan . Feb . Mar . Apr . May Jun . Jwl . -Aug . ,Sep . (lkc.i --N.ov-. De•c .

Fig .3 . Monthly Variation in Private Motorboat Use o
the Wild Rogue River . (Based on user survey) .

This graph shows that private use is at a minimum i n

March and April when peak flows usually take place, (see dis- 1

charge data, Appendix A) .

	

Over one-third of the annual us e

takes place during September and October when the fall stee l

head fishing is generally at its best .

	

A further examinatio n '

of this graph reveals that 18 .9 percent of the annual us e

takes place during July and August .

	

Thus, the 92 trips ob -

served during the census of use in those months results in a n

estimate of 500 trips past Foster Bar in 1976 .

	

However, ex -

ceptionally inclement weather during the month of August ma y

have reduced use in that•month . 21

	

The possible supressin g

effect of poor weather is substantiated to Some extent by th e

fact that Figure 3 indicates a higher use level in August tha n

in July, whereas observed use was_nearly identical (47 trip s

8 .0	 7 . 7

2 .8

6 .56 .6 6 .1
4 .8

7 . 3
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versus 45 trips, respectively) . If the use observed in Jul y

is then accepted as "normal", an estimate of annual use pas t

Foster Bar based on July totals would be approximately 60 0

trips .

	

Given this situation, estimated private use pas t

Foster Bar in 1976 may be expressed as ranging' from 500 t o

600 trips .

	

Based on Annual Permit data, and interviews wit h

users living upriver from Foster Bar, motorboat use origin-

ating from there might contribute up to an additional 400 t o

500 trips annually . Thus, the estimated total amount of pri-

vate motorboat use taking place in the study area during 197 6

is 1,000 trips .

While the number of trips as a unit of measurement pro-

vides one means of examining use, it fails to represent us e

in terms of people .

	

Another means of comparing Wild river us e

is in terms of users and passenger-miles of use .

	

A passenger -

mile represents the number of users times the number of mile s

travelled .

	

The application of passenger-miles to compar e

motorized and non-motorized use of the Rogue in the nine mil e

study area and in the entire 33 mile Wild river section i s

shown in Table 4 . 22
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Table 4 .

	

Passenger-miles of Use on the Wild Rogue, 1976 .

Type of Us e

Motorized

	

Non-motorize d

Commercial Private

	

Total

	

Tota l
Tour Boats Motorboats Downriver (Drift) Us e

Number o f
Passengers 6,200 3,000* 7,675** 16,87 5

Number o f
Miles 18

	

r .t . 18

	

r .t . 9

	

o .w .

Passenger -
Miles

	

in 111,600 54,000 69,075 234,67 5
Study Are a

Percent 47 .6 23 .0 29 . 4

Passenger -
Miles

	

i n
Entire 111,600 54,000 253,275*** 418,87 5
Wild

	

Rive r
Are a

Percent 26 .6 12 .9 60 .5

*Based on 3 passengers per boat, 1,000 trips .
**Data supplied by Bureau of Land Management for 1976, summe r

season only, which represents most of the annual use .
***Based on 33 miles	 o .w .

A comparison of passenger-miles of use in the study are a

and the entire 33 mile Wild river section reveals that whil e

motorized use predominates in the study area (70 .6 percent) ,

downriver use is the largest use of the entire Wild rive r

(60 .5 percent from summer season use alone) .

	

Since 1973, th e

number of summer season downriver parties has increased 112 . 1

percent, while the number of downriver users has increase d

2 2



76 .8 percent . 23

	

During this same period, commercial motor -

boat passengers increased over 400 percent, while the tota l

number of private motorboat passengers may have doubled .

Just as there are differences in the monthly distribu-

tion of use, so too is there considerable variation in th e

weekly and daily patterns of boating use . The daily patter n

of boating use is shown in Table 5 .

Table 5 . Daily Distribution of Motorboat Use in the Study Area ,

July 1 to September 15, 1976 .

Use

	

Day of Week

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday Sunda y

Private

	

19

	

7

	

13

	

12

	

18

	

30

	

2 7
(15 .1)

	

(5 .6)

	

(10 .3)

	

(9 .5)

	

(14 .3)

	

(23 .3)

	

(21 .4 )

Commercial

	

47

	

56

	

67

	

64

	

58

	

53

	

6 3

	

(11 .5) (13 .7)

	

(16 .4)

	

(15 .7)

	

(14 .2)

	

(13 .0)

	

(15 .4 )

USFS Fire

	

10

	

10

	

10

	

10

	

10

	

10

	

9

	

(14 .5) (14 .5)

	

(14 .5)

	

(14 .5)

	

(14 .5)

	

(14 .5)

	

(13 .0 )

USFS ,Adm .

	

4

	

3

	

4

	

7

	

6

	

0

	

2

	

(15 .4) (11 .5)

	

(15 .4)

	

(26 .9)

	

(23 .1)

	

(0)

	

(7 .7 )

Sheriff

	

4

	

3

	

4

	

1

	

2

	

6

	

3
(18 .2) (13 .6)

	

(13 .6)

	

(4 .5)

	

(9 .1)

	

(27 .3)

	

(13 .6 )

Total

	

85

	

81

	

97

	

94

	

96

	

104

	

109
(12 .8) (12 .2)

	

(14 .6)

	

(14 .1)

	

(14 .4)

	

(15 .6)

	

(16 .4 )

Numbers in parentheses ( ) indicate percent of total weekly use .

Commercial boat use has a fairly even weekly distribution o f

use, whereas over 50 percent of all private use takes plac e

on weekends .

	

The U .S . Forest Service fire patrol show a re-

markably even pattern of use, while the use of the river b y

the Forest Service recreation administration boat is more ori -
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ented to use during weekdays . The Curry County Sheriff' s

Marine Patrol displays no particular pattern, although ther e

is somewhat more use during the weekends .

A temporal analysis of motorboat use is shown in Figure s

4 and 5 .

	

These figures show the total number of trips ob-

served for each use by the time of day they passed Foster Ba r

going upriver and downriver .

	

Commercial boats, which trave l

on a schedule, show the most regular pattern of use, goin g

upriver between 10 :30 and 11 :30 am, and returning from 1 :3 0

to 2 :30 in the afternoon .

	

The U .S . Forest Service fire patro l

also has a well defined pattern, travelling into the Wil d

section between 8 :30 and 9 :30 am, and leaving it from 10 :30 t o

11 :30 am .

	

Private use and U .S . Forest Service administrativ e

use is less well defined .

	

Generally upriver use is in th e

morning and downriver use in the afternoon . To some exten t

private use tends to parallel commercial use because man y

private boaters prefer to travel in the same direction as com-

mercial boats, often following the commercial boats in orde r

to stay in the main channel .

To complete this analysis, the timing of drift use need s

to be examined, as seen in Figure 6 . This graph combines al l

motorized upriver and downriver use, and shows the arriva l

of drift parties and total drift craft at Foster Bar .

	

Thi s

graphindicates that there is a great deal of simultaneous us e

by motorized and non-motorized users .

	

This is one of the pri-

mary reasons for the conflict between the two user groups .

Most drift parties prefer to arrive at Foster Bar during th e

24
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middle of the day, which means they must encounter the•4om- .

mercial tour boats, U .S .F .S . boat(s) and any private boats . .,--'

which are going upriver in the morning, and may also be love r

taken by them coming downriver if they don ' t arrive at Foste r

Bar before 1 :30 - 2 :30 pm .

250

200

NUMBER OF BOAT S

OBSERVED AT 15 0

FOSTER BAR
100

JULY 1 - SEPT . 15

5 0

0

TIME OF DA Y

Fig. 6. Motorboat and Drift Use by Time of Da y
P .E .D .
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V .

	

Results of the User Surve y

-User Characteristic s

Private motorboat users of the Wild Rogue River are simi-

lar in many respects to the other Oregon boaters, with th e

exception of where they prefer to use their boats . 24

	

The us e

of motorboats to travel through hazardous whitewater and a

dependence on jet drives differentiates Rogue river power -

boaters from the users of less demanding bodies of water .

The user survey identified three subsets of private users .

One-half of the respondents were private recreationists ;

nearly 20 percent were private property owners with land i n

the Wild river area, while the remaining 30 percent were pri -

vate fishing guides .

	

These guides use powerboats to hau l

passengers and freight into the Wild river area .

	

Their use .

is considered private for the purpose of this study, althoug h

it is not necessarily pleasure use .

	

Similarly, private user s

with property in the study area may not consider their boat-

ing as recreational use per se, but rather a,s a rgeans of ac-

cess to their homes and property .

Most of the motorboat users live in southwestern Oregon ;

90 percent of the users live within a 75 mile radius of the _

study area .

	

Two-thirds of the respondents were from eithe r

Agness (and Illahe) or Gold Beach .

	

Over 65 percent of the re-

spondents indicated that they had lived on or near the Rogu e

28



River for 20 years or more .

Boat	 Characteristic s

The boats used by private boaters on the Wild Rogue rang e

in length from 15 to 24 feet .

	

One-half of the boats used ar e

either 18 or 20 feet in length .

	

Aluminum is the most popula r

hull material by a ratio of 2 :1 over wood .

	

The popularity o f

jet drives is indicated by the fact that 90 percent of th e

respondents use either an inboard or outboard jet drive rathe r

than a conventional propeller . The mean horsepower rating o f

inboards was from 250 to 275 horsepower, while for outboard s

the mean rating was 65 horsepower . The average amount of fue l

used for a round trip in the study area was 8 .3 gallons .

Almost 90 percent of the users trailer their boats in con-

nection with use of the Wild Rogue . The majority of users

trailer their boats 20 times or less during the year .

	

Foste r

Bar is the most popular launch site, receiving use by 41 . 3

percent of the boaters, while Agness (15 .2 percent) and Gol d

Beach (13 .0 percent) serve as additional launch sites .

Private Boat Us e

The location of use within the study area varies, depend-

ing upon the user's preferences, reasons for use, and skill i n

running whitewater .

	

Not all private users travel the entir e

nine miles of the study area . While nearly 70 percent of th e

users indicated that they travel as far as Paradise Bar (rive r

mile 44 .3), only 23 .9 percent said they usually travelled be-

yond this to Blossom Bar (river mile 45 .0) at the upper limi t

of the study area . One-fourth of the respondents said they

a.

;1
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usually travel as far as Clay Hill (river mile 39 .3), whic h

is only 3 .8 miles above Watson Creek (river mile 34 .5) .

	

Th e

amount of travel time required to reach these destination s

is, of course, a function of distance and the speed of travel .

Most users reported that a trip from Foster Bar to Blossom Ba r

takes from 40 to 60 minutes, while a trip to Clay Hill migh t

only require 20 minutes .

The reasons for private use on the Wild Rogue are varied .

Fishing is the primary reason for private motorboat use of th e

Wild Rogue, accounting for almost 70 percent of the reporte d

use .

	

The study area is highly regarded by sport fishermen du e

to its general inaccessibility and primative character .

	

Pri-

vate recreational use is also generated by users who visit th e

lodges in the study area .

	

Camping, picnicing, and pleasur e

cruising are additional, but minor, reasons for recreationa l

motorboat use .

While the majority of private use is recreational in nature ,

there is also private non-recreational use .

	

Access to privat e

property in the study area accounts for 13 percent of the re -

ported use . The hauling of freight by private boat account s

for some additional non-recreational use, as does private us e

required to travel to work at the lodges .

	

The number of pas-

sengers travelling in private boats usually ranges from tw o

to four .

There is a significant difference between the amount o f

use reported by the users and that which was actually observe d

and estimated .

	

Motorboat users were asked to estimate, a s
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best they could, the total number of trips they took in th e

study area during 1975 . The number reported by the respondent s

totaled

	

1,781 trips, an average of 38 .7 trips per user .

	

I f

this is expanded to the entire user population, over 2,60 0

private trips would have taken place in 1975, an average o f

almost 8 private boat trips each day of the year . Yet th e

observed use at Foster Bar averaged only 1 .4 private trips pe r

day during the entire study period . One source of bias i n

this overestimate of use by the respondents may be a fea r

that motorboat use levels will be restricted in the future ,

thus causing the respondents to exaggerate their actual use .

Similarly, the amount of use reported on Annual Permits 2
5

is a misleading indicator of actual use .

	

These permits re -

quire the user to declare the total number of trips taken i n

the highest year of use .

	

However, there is a difference be -

tween the highest year of use and an average or typical yea r

of

	

use .

	

A

	

summary

	

of

	

the

	

permits

	

issued

	

as

	

of

	

December

	

1 ,

1976

	

appears

	

in

	

Table

	

6 .

Table

	

6 .

	

Annual

	

Motorboat

	

Permit

	

Data .

Type of User

	

Number o f
Permits*

Total

	

Number

	

o f
Trips

	

Reported**
Average

	

Trip s
Per

	

Use r

Commercial

	

Fishing 27 1,393** 55 . 7

Commercial

	

Whitewater 3 70* *

Commercial

	

Lodge ,
Private

	

Home

	

and 7 501 72 . 0

Property Owner s

Total 37 1,964

*As of December 1, 1976 .
**Data missing from 2 permittees .
(Source :	 Oregon State Marine Board) 	
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Problems of us e

To identify problems and conflicts in private motorboa t

use, two questions dealing with problems of use were posed t o

the respondents . When asked if they had ever encountered an y

problems, 63 percent indicated no problems, .whi l e 37 percent

mentioned some type of problem in use of the stu .dy area . Th e

responses to specific problems are found i n• Table 7 .

Table 7 .

	

Problems Encountered ' by Privat e
Motorboat Users in the Study Are a

Type

	

of

	

Problem

	

Percent

	

indicating Percent

	

indicatin g
YES,

	

a

	

problem . NO,

	

not

	

a

	

proble m

River

	

traffic 21 .7 78 . 3
Mechanical difficulties 15 .2 84 . 8
Encounters with

	

drift

	

users 45 .7 54 . 3
Encounter s

boats
with

	

commercial
10 .9 89 . 1

Water

	

pollution 10 .9 89 . 1
Sanitary

	

facilities 17 .4 82 . 6
Boat

	

access 26 .1 73 . 9
Overcrowding 17 .4 82 . 6
Law enforcement 0 .0 100 .0

The greatest problem cited by motorboaters was that o f

encountering drift users .

	

In meeting drift users, 41 percen t

of the respondents mentioned some form of discourtesy (ob-

scene gestures, hostile comments, failure to yield, blockin g

of rapids) as a problem .

	

Encountering nudity in the stud y

area was a problem for 15 percent of the motorboaters•inter -

viewed .

	

The comments received regarding problems are foun d

in Appendix C .

The fact that motorized users in the study area are en -

countering discourteous drift users may reflect the attitude s
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reported in a study on drift use conducted in 1974 .

	

Thi s

study found that 80 percent of the downriver users oppose th e

use of motorboats on the Wild Rogue . 26 Thus, the conflict be-

tween motorized and non-motorized use on the Wild Rogue i s

similar in many respects to the conflicts reported in othe r

studies which have found, in general, that motorized user s

are more tolerant of non-motorized users . 2 7

Regulation of Us e

As a part of the survey, motorboat users were asked ho w

many other parties they would be willing to encounter in th e

study area before they felt crowded .

	

Most of the respondent s

felt that they really couldn't say, because it would depen d

upon the place where they encountered other users, the fre -

quency of the encounters,and who they encountered . However ,

of those who did respond, most felt that if they encountere d

between 10 and 20 parties in the study area, the river woul d

be crowded .

	

Several users felt the river was already to o

crowded, while a few were of the opinion that everyone shoul d

be allowed to use and enjoy the river .

When asked what the effect of increased river use migh t

have on their own use, 45 percent responded that such increase s

would have no effect, while the remaining 55 percent fel t

there would be some effect .

	

Over 25 percent felt increase d

use would limit their own use ; another 15 percent reported i t

would change the timing of their own use to avoid peak us e

periods (e .g ., summer drift season, major holiday weekends) .

A few users felt increased use of the river would eliminat e
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I •'-

their own use . A summary of the comments received in respons e

to this question is found in Appendix D .

The subject of proposed use regulation in the Wild rive r

area brings out some very strong feelings and opinions fro m

private motorboaters .

	

Most private boaters, especially those

	

. rrl

who were using the study area prior to 1968, are upset at the

	

-.A TM
L ..

idea of possible restrictions on their use .

	

They view privat e

motorboating as a legitimate and established use of the Wild

	

1 .:- I

Rogue river .

	

Interestingly, several expressed the opinio n

that the Rogue was much more "wild" before its official desig-

	

~~ u

nation as such .

	

Typical responses to the question of use re -

gulation are found in Appendix E .

One-third of the users feel there is no need to impos e

any use regulations ; their feelings are typified by the state -

ment, "The river will take care of itself ."

	

However, the ma-

	

y • .-

jority of private motorboat users favor some form of use re -

gulation .

	

Over 50 percent responded with a qualified yes .

They feel downriver drift use and/or commercial tour boat us e

should be regulated, but not private motorboat use, (i .e . ,

"the other fellow, but not me ." )

At the end of each interview, the respondents were aske d

to express their opinion as to "what should be done and by whom?" .

Comments received to this question are found in Appendix F .

Many of the comments relate to drift use and reflect the con-

cern of motorboaters for the conflict which has develope d

since 1968 when this portion of the river was designated a s

Wild .



VI .

	

Environmental	 Impact s

In assessing the potential . _kinds and types of environ-

mental impacts associated with motorboat use on the Rogu e

Wild River, there are several important factors which nee d

to be considered . The possible environmental impacts tha t

are associated with motorboat use must be examined in rela-

tion to the impacts of other river uses, and, in addition ,

need to be examined in the broader context of natural environ-

mental processes .

	

Furthermore, potential environmenta l

impacts should be considered in terms of their cause (direct .,

indirect, and synergis0c),'duration (long term or shor t

term), permanence (reversable or irreversable), degre e

(slight, moderate, severe), and scale (local, regional) .

The assessment of the potential environmental impacts relate d

to motorboat use conducted as a part of this study -was no t

intended to quantify the magnitude of these impacts, bu t

rather, to identify them .

	

The quantificatio-p, of thes e

impacts would require a research effort of much greater scop e

than this study .

To assist in the identification of potential environ-

mental impacts associated with motorboat'use, an Environ-

mental	 Assessment Manual was used .

	

This form, devel,q,ped by

the Extension Service, is oriented towards the assessmen t

of potential impacts, and, as such, was very useful in thi s
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portion of the research .

	

A list of the major potentia l

impact categories considered by this form is found in Table 8 .

Table 8 .

	

The Major Kinds and Types of Environmental '

Impacts Considered by the Assessment Manual .

A. Natural Environmental Effect s

B. Environmental Hazard s

C. Resource Conservation and Us e

D. Water Quality and Quantity

E. Air Quality

F. Noise

G. Community Facilities/Service s

H. Community Structur e

I. Open Space and Recreatio n

J. Historic Resources

K. Visual Resource s

L. Economic Impact s

The use of motorboats and the resultant presence of human s

in the study area may have impacts upon the fish and wildlif e

resources found there .

	

Fishing pressure in the area by motor -

ized sport fishermen, both private and commercially guided ,

may impact the fisheries resource in the area .

	

However, i n

considering the impact of motorized fishermen, recognitio n

must also be given to the fact that substantial numbers o f

dow•nriver, drift guides also fish in this section of the river .

The noise generated by motorboats may affect wildlife in an d

adjacent to the riverine environment .

Motorboat use in the study area 'may have potential impact s

upon water quality .

	

The passage of a motorboat may, at leas t

temporarily, result in increased turbidity .

	

In addition, th e

wakes of motorboats may cause some bank erosion and damage t o
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riverine vegetation .

	

Of course, when these impacts are viewe d

in the broader context of natural processes, the erosion an d

turbidity created by motorboats may be insignificant .

	

Never -

theless, erosion and turbidity are potential impacts whic h

should be considered .

The release of potentially hazardous substances as a resul t

of motorboat' 'use may also have affects on water quality .

	

I n

recent years there has . been considerable controversy regard-

ing the release of toxic substances : y outboard motors . A

review of these potential effects revealed that raw gasoline ,

nonvolative oil, volative oil, lead, and phenols were amon g

the substances which can be -discharged by outboard motor opera-

tion . 28 However, a recent study funded by the U .S . Environmenta l

Protection Agency has found that outboard motor operation doe s

not significantly impair water quality .

	

There is, at present ,

no conclusive evidence as- to the long term, or synergisti c

effects of outboard motor exhaust . 2 9

Related to this are potential impacts resulting fro m

energy consumption .

	

An estimate of the fuel used by privat e

motorboats might be as high as 8,300 gallons annually .

	

Addi -

tional fuel is consummed by commercial and administrativ e

motorboats ; this amount may actually exceed that used by pri -

vate motorboats .

	

The consumption of this fuel by motorboat s

may have some short term Impacts upon air quality in the stud y

area .

	

Perhaps the odor of motorboat exhaust is the most sever e

impact on air quality, especially to downriver drift user s

emerging from a wild river experience .
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The present use of motorboats in the study area appear s

to have some potential impacts on community facilities, ser-

vices, and structure .

	

In the absence of roads, motorboat s

provide an important means of access to private property ,

homes, and lodges in the study area, and therefore directl y

influence the use of these properties .

	

Indirectly, motor -

boats are related to the environmental impacts which resul t

from the use of these properties .

	

Without motorboats to hau l

freight and supplies, many of the homes and lodges in the stud y

area wouldn't exist in their present state .

Perhaps some of the greatest environmental impact s

associated with motorboat use are those which impact upo n

those persons seeking a wilderness experience by drifting dow n

the Wild Rogue or hiking the Rogue River Trail .

	

The noise ,

odor, and visual intrusion of motorboats into an otherwis e

natural environment has several types of negative impacts o n

these users .

	

The 1974 study of drift use on the Wild Rogu e

found that over 50 percent of the negative feelings by drif t

users towards motorboats related to either (1) some form o f

pollution (water, air, sound), or (2) the conflict betwee n

motorized use and the wild river experience . 30 These negativ e

feelings, in turn, have apparently manifested themselves i n

discourtesy by downriver users towards motorized users, (se e

Problems of Use, p . 32) .

	

Thus, the conflict between motorize d

and non-motorized use must be considered as one kind of environ -

mental impact associated with motorboat use .

	

No potentia l

impacts upon historic resources were found in this assessment .
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Economic impacts which may result from motorboat us e

include those directly related as a result of the commercia l

tour boat businesses and private fishing guides who use power -

boats to carry passengers and freight for hire . There ar e

also indirect economic impacts which relate to the value o f

private property in the study area as a result of the develop-

ments on them which were made possible because of motorboats .

L

i
L

L.
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VII .

	

Summary of Finding s

This study-of motorboating on a nine mile section of th e

Wild Rogue river was conducted to determine. present and his-

torical levels of use .

	

Some of the more sign-ifitcanl result s

of this researc-h are summarized belD-w ,

The earliest use of motorboats in the study . area -bega n

prior to World War I, but ,was' very limited until the adven t

of larger, more reliable motors . -Motorized use before-Worl d

War. l l was oriented primarily towards the hauling of passen-

gers and freight by a few local users .

	

Since 19 .45, recreation -

al use has gradually increased .

	

The availability of the je t

drive since 1962, and the use of aluminum hulls have contri -

.bute'd significantly to the increased use of motorboats in th e

study area . When a portion of the Rogue rivet was designate d

as a Wild and Scenic River in 1968, motorized use in the stud y

area was well established .

	

Private use in 1968 is estimate d

at 400 trips .

	

Since 1968 the number of private , users has in -

creased' by 30 percent, but their tots=1- numb-&r, eRmains relative -

ly small (less than 1 . 00 users) .

Private motorboats provide an important means of acces s

to lodges and private-property in the study area, and contri-

bute to the income of private fishing guides . There are sev-

eral factors whlch i nfl ue•nce-the• amwumt of private use .

	

Thes e
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include the discharge of the river, the timing of anadromou s

fish migrations, weather conditions, the experience of th e

user, and other factors which influence participation in motor -

boating . •There is considerable variation in the annual, weekly ,

and daily patterns of boating use . The greatest amount o f

private use takes place in September and October when fal l

steelhead fishing is usually best .

	

Over half of all privat e

use takes place on weekends .

	

Most private users travel a s

far as Paradise Bar (R .M . 44 .3), while 25 percent travel onl y

as far as Clay Hill (R .M . 39 .3) .

	

Over 90 percent of the pri -

vate motorboaters live within 75 miles of the study area ; mos t

are long time residents .

Commercial tour boat and administrative use (U .S . Forest

Service, Sheriff's Patrol, State Police) has increased signi-

ficantly since 1968 . During the summer commercial boats con -

tribute over 60 percent of the use, while administrative use i s

nearly equal to private use (18 .2 and 19 .0 percent respect -

fully) .

	

Private use in the study area during 1976 is estim -

ated to be, at most, 1,000 trips .

	

Fishing is reported as th e

primary reason for private use ; however, not all private us e

is recreational .

Motorboat use on the Wild Rogue river conflicts with down -

river drift use which has increased rapidly since designatio n

of the Rogue as a Wild and Scenic River in 1968 .

	

One of th e

biggest problems cited by motorboaters is a lack of courtes y

on the part of downriver users . Most private motorboaters hav e

strong feelings about proposed regulations of river use .

	

Mos t
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favor some form of use regulation for other users, but oppos e

regulation of their own use . Many motorboaters feel that th e

education of downriver, drift users about the long establishe d

use of motors below Blossom Bar, and some rules of river eti-

quette, could help to reduce the conflict between the tw o

groups .

There are several potential kinds and types of environ-

mental impacts associated with motorboat use in the stud y

area .

	

In assessing environmental impacts, many factors mus t

be taken into consideration including the cause, duration ,

permanence, magnitude, and scale of the impacts .

	

Some o f

the potential impacts related to motorboat use include effect s

on fish and wildlife, air and water quality, community

structure (access to property), and economic impacts .

	

Per-

haps the greatest impacts are those associated with the con -

flict between motorized and non-motorized use .

	

Motorboa t

use is perceived by downriver, drift users as an intrusio n

into an essentially primative environment, with its resultan t

sound, odor, and visual impacts .

	

As such, motorboat use ma y

impact upon the "wild" experience of downriver users .
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VIII .

	

Implications for Managemen t

The data presented in this report has several implica-

tions for the management of the Wild Rogue in the - stady•area .

First, private motorboat use in the lower nine miles of th e

Wild Rogue is well established .

	

This use has gradually in -

creased, and is continuing to do so, with the addition of a

few new users each year . Therefore, use restrictions on pre -

existing users are likely to encounter strong resistence ; an d

•non-compliance may be a problem for any agency trying to en -

force restrictions on use levels .

	

Second, the amount of re -

ported use may not be a very good indicator of actual use, an d

should be interpreted with care .

	

Third, scheduling of use s

may mitigate conflicts between users .

	

This is particularl y

needed during the summer drift season when most of the motor-

ized versus non-motorized conflict takes place and when com -

mercial tour boat use predominates .

	

Fourth, administrativ e

use is nearly equal to private use during the summer, and i t

will be difficult to justify restrictions on private use unde r

these circumstances .

	

Fifth, well planned education program s

may be able to alleviate some of the conflict between users .

For example, if downriver, drift users are aware of motorboa t

use below Blossom Bar, some of the discourtesy encountered b y

private motorboaters may be eliminated .

	

A downriver courtesy



code, similar to the motorboat user courtesy code (see Appendi x

G) developed by the Curry County Powerboaters Association ,

might be used to educate and inform drift users about camping ,

river safety, etiquette, the types and timing of motorize d

use, environmental ethics, and other aspects of river use .

Similarly, motorboat users should be encouraged to follo w

the present courtesy code, which should be made availabl e

to all powerboat users .

s
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Appendix B

Rogue River Motorboat Survey

Good (morning/afternoon), I'm (

	

name

	

) from the Geography Department at Oregon State University .

Presently, we are conducting a survey of private motorboat users who travel on the Rogue River abov e

Foster Bar . The purpose of this study is to see who uses the river, where, and when . Very little i s

presently known about private motorboat use . Your cooperation in answering a few questions would b e

greatly appreciated .

First of all, I would like to ask you a few questions about your boat . (If they don't own one, ask :

Have you ever owned a boat that you used on the Rogue River? Yes No

	

What type of boat?	

When did you own it?	 _ Why did you give it up?	

Continue with questions about boat characteristics for present boat, or if previously owned, it's character -

istics .

1 . What is the length of your boat?	 feet

2 . What is the horsepower rating of your engine? 	 h .p .

3. Does your motor have a jet drive? Yes	 	 N o

4 . What is your boats hull material? Wood 	 	 Aluminum	 	 Fiberglass	

5 . Do you trailer your boat? , Yes	 	 No	 	 5a . How often do you trailer it each year? 	 times .

6 . Where do you put it in and take it out? 	 _ (specific location )

"Now I would like to ask you a few questions about your use of the Rogue River . "

7. How many years have you lived on or . near the Rogue River? 	 Years

8. How many years have you been boating on the river above Foster Bar? 	 Years

	

Never have

9 . When did you begin to travel by motorboat on the river?	 	 Year

	

Never have	

10. Can you tell me how the following uses of the Rogue river have changed above Foster ba r

since 1968?

	

(Probe for the percentage increase or decrease .)

	

How much change?

Has it? : Increased

	

Remained the Same

	

Decrease d

a. Private pleasure motorboat us e

b. Commercial upriver tour boat us e

c. Private downriver drift us e

d. Commercial downriver drift us e

11 . Could you estimate how many times you used the Rogue above Foster Bar last year?	 specific #

12. How many people usually travel with you when you use the river above roster bar? 	 specific #

13. When during the year do you use this section of the river above Foster Bar? ((Run through the month s

and get the approximate number of trips in each) )

Jan .

	

Feb .

	

Mar .

	

Apr .

	

May

	

June

	

July

	

Aug .

	

Sept .

	

Oct .

	

Nov .

	

Dec .

14. When you travel the river above Foster Bar, how far upriver do you usually go above Foster?	 miles

Where do you go?	 specific location .

15. How long does it take you to travel this distance? _ 	 Hours	 Minute s

16. What time of day do you usually go up in?	 	 Come down in?	 _	 (Probe for times )

17. How much fuel do you need for a round trip from Foster Bar, up and down?	 gallons .

1R . What is the primary reason for your use of the river above Foster bar ?

Fishing	 	 Cruising	

Visit a Lodge	 (which one)	 	 Picnicing_	

Visit Home	 	 Camping	 (where?)	

Work	 (type)

	

Hauling Freight	
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Other (specify) 	
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f

	

19 .

	

How many other boats would you be willing to encounter while on the river before you felt th e

river was crowded?	 (Probe for a number )

	

20 .

	

If use of the river continues to increase, how will this effect your use of the Rogue abov e

Foster bar?

	

21 .

	

If use of the river continues to increase, do you feel there is a need to regulate use of the river ?

Yes	 	 No	 	 No opinion	

Comments :

	

22 .

	

Have you encountered any problems in using the Rogue above Foster Bar?

	

Yes	 	 No

Could you describe these :

	

23 .

	

Have you ever had any of the following problems in using the Rogue above Foster bar ?

Yes

	

NO

	

Comment s

a. river traffic congestio n

b. rechanical difficultie s

c. encounters with drift user s

d. encounters with commercial tour boat s

e. water pollutio n

f. sanitary facilitie s

g. boat access (ramps )

h . overcrowding

	

where?

i. lack of law enforcemen t

j. other (specify )

	

24 .

	

What, if anything, do you feel should be done to alleviate these problems? By whom ?

Thank you very much for your time and cooperation . Are there any other comments you have regarding

motorboat use of the Rogue River?
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AppendixC

Comments received regarding problems in use :

Blocking of riffles by drifters and failure to yield . (9 )

Discourtesy by drifters . (8 )

Nudity (7 )

Need more sanitary facilities ; take better care of th e

present ones .(3 )

Meeting people floating through riffles in life jacket s

is a problem, you can't see them till you're about t o

run them over .

Wakes from commercial tour boats are a problem, especiall y

when fishing or moored to the bank .

Litter and garbage left by drifters .

Bank fishermen who wade out into mid channe l
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AppendixD

Comments relating to the effects of increased use :

"Wouldn't effect my own use ." (17 )

"The river will take care of itself ." (10 )

"Increases in use would lessen my own use, but I would stil l

go up ." (10 )

"Would change the timing of my use to avoid the heavy

summer use season ." (8 )

"Will require greater care in running the river ; increase d

-use will make it more hazardous in rapids ." (3 )

"Would force my use into a more confined area to avoi d

other guides ." (3 )

"It would make the experience less pleasurable . "

"Would eliminate my own use ." (2 )

"It would limit my fishing business . "

"Has already reduced my use ; when the traffic came I left : "

a
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AppendixE

Comments regarding regulation of use :

"Drift use should be regulated .

	

There is no need to regulat e

private motorboat use at present, there isn't enough use t o

bother with ." (20 )

"There are plenty of commercial tour boats already ." (9 )

"License, educate, and inform drift users ." (5 )

"Need to be fair ; can't compare motorboat use with drift use . " (4 )

"More emphasis on regulating drift use than motorboat use .

Balance use as to the number of people or craft allowed b y

drift and motor ." (4 )

"Regulate slowly and carefully, all views need to be repre -

sented ." (4 )

"Yes, there is a need to regulate if it increases, but wh o

decides when enough is enough?" (2 )

"There is a need to regulate the use of camping facilitie s

along the river rather than boat use as such ." (2 )

"No limit on numbers ; any limits are unfair and discriminate ."(2 )

"Motorboat use takes care of itself ." (2 )

"Regulate the timing of use to make it more attractive and t o

lessen the congestion ; try to balance the use . "

"'Grandfather' in the old time users and those with a bon a

fide need to go up the river . "

"Timing is important ; no real problem after Labor Day, an d

less need for any regulation then . "

"If it's too crowded people will stay away or go elsewhere . "

"Re g ulate commercial users rather than private ones ."

•
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AppendixF

Comments : "What should be done and by whom? "

"Develop a courtesy code for drift users ." (10 )

"Educate drift users about powerboats, courtesy, and safety ,

below Blossom Bar ." (9 )

" We need better access .

	

Foster Bar is. in need of bette r

facilities ." (7 )

" Stop the use of jets, then propeller use would be very low . " (4 )

"Everyone should have the right to use and enjoy the river . " (2 )

"CB's help inform of boats whereabouts and traffic ahead ." (2 )

"The Marine Board is more receptive to local opinions an d

needs . "

"Let the drifters use the river in the summer when they don' t

conflict with fishing . "

"Try time zoning . "

"Paint boats less obtrusively ; better mufflers could help . "

"Space the timing of drift use to prevent a constant strea m

of traffic . "

"Why should boaters need permits? "

"Drifters should be qualified to use and run the river . "

"Motorboaters pay fees and taxes for upkeep and maintenance ,

while drifters use facilities and the river .

	

The drifter s

should be regulated to pay their share . "

"Commercial and private motorboaters should travel togethe r

at a scheduled time to avoid periods of heaviest drift traffic . "
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"Group boat trips so they come through in bunches rather tha n

all spread out with stragglers . "

" .Improve fishing awl everyone would be happier . "

"Private boaters should have a boat safety course or training . "

"Educate drifters a•s .to the fact that people live in th e

'wild' section ; tell them this to discourage nudity an d

obscenity . "

"Maintain the courtesy code for motorboaters and give it t o

people ' when they get their permits . "

"Keep commercial boats on a time schedule . "

"Lack of central authority is the problem, we need one agenc y

to handle everything . "

"Let the Marine Board control the river, not Scenic Waterways . "

"The USFS and BLM should regulate lands only, and leave boatin g

to the Marine Board . "

"Eliminate or limit non-essential administrative use .

	

Th e

Government should coordinate their trips . "

"Let's work together with drifters in a harmonious spirit . "
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AppendixG

The Curry County Powerboaters Association Courtesy Cod e

Purpose : There is a definite need to create and maintai n

goodwill among all users .-of Rogue River ; bank fishermen ,

floating craft, hikers and t power boats .

	

This•is our .

purpose, and in an effort to promote a climate of ha.roroan y

we have set up the following Courtesy Code .

	

_

1. Down river craft have the right of 'way .

2. Floating craft will indicate by hand signal which sid e
the power- boat will pass .

3. Power boat operators are asked to slow to a reasonabl e
speed in the following - circumstances : exception,, th e
condition of the water or location . .
a . When passing floating craft unless given a signal t o

proceed .
b . When floating

	

craft

	

are

	

pulled

	

up .to

	

the

	

bank .
c . When boats

	

are

	

being

	

loaded

	

and

	

unloaded .

	

-
d . When passing bank

	

fishermen .
e . When passing salmon

	

boards .
f . When passing fishermen

	

who

	

have

	

fish

	

on

	

line.

4.

	

Power boat operators will make scenic and freight trip s
during the middle of the day whenever possible .

5.

	

Do not litter and carry out whatever litter you .encounter .

6.

	

Be alert for swimmers .

We suggest that all power boat operators observe the abov e
code whether or not they are members of our group .
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