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Aeneas Lake |Upper residential, water quality 303(d) list, 1 g |g
Okanogan River overwater structures, geohaz - - . . . e |x
g 16%;: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6% 9 Minimal changes due to existing buildout in place; possible due to potentiall 2 | £
3 9 183 6 & |Z |wlanduse type per Group 0.00 2549 2549
Albright Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, road, 2 Q
River/Omak geohaz Minimal changes possible due to potential for new recreation and agriculture uses | 3
0, 0, 0, 0 0, 0, — = .
16%: 09%) S6%: 14% 17%: 19% Jlimited number of new infrastructure due to development § § [Newor expanded development may impact
6: 77: 23 & [ |condiions 0.00 0.00 0.00
Alkali Lake Okanogan residential, geohaz, wetland 2 g |g
River/Omak Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, x |x
0, 0, 0, 0 0, 0, — = .
16%; 0.9%) S6%: 14%) 176 1.9% Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development s |5 [ewo expanded development may impact
12 62: 26 5 |2 [conditions 0.00 94.42 -94.42
Alta Lake Lower Methow residential, water quality 303(d) list, 1 =
road, overwater structures, Minimal changes due to high level of existing development; limited potential for new 3 3 " )
6%; 0.7%| 43%; 3%| 5%: 0.5%|gechaz, wetland, dispersed Jresidences, recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to c |8 Expect conditions to remain the same or
. = |E [improve due to new higher standards for
lagriculture development = |E
1 6 93 & |z |development 0.00 31.03 -31.03
Antoine Creek |Upper wetland, potential migration zone, :bridge, culvert, geohaz 3 2
Okanogan River Dlintensive agriculture, dispersed Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, - 2
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%fagriculture Jrecreation, or agriculture use, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to < |Z
development £ | £ [New orexpanded development may impact
25i  i3gi 75 & [ [eonditions N/A N/A
|Beaver Creek |Beaver Creek geohaz, wetland road, bridge, intensive agriculture 4 >
<
- . ) ) 5
36i 0.0%l 309 2wl 530 020 Mlqlmal to moderatg changes possible QUe to potential for new residences and 1? %
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [Z [New orexpanded development may impact
9i 37 86} 6 & [ ]condiions N/A N/A
IBig Twin Lake |Middle Methow water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 1 - . - .
g wetlan?i y 303(d) Ist, g Mlnlmallchanges expectc_adldue to hlgh_level of emstmg dgvelopme_:nt. Potential for § § Expect conditions to remain the same or
8%; 1.9%| 64%: 9% 9%: 1.1% Jnew residences to be bLfI|t.In buffers (v_la permit), and limited new infrastructure E |E  |improve due to new higher standards for
6 90i  4fexpected because of existing buildout in place § é development 0.02 10.72 -10.70
|Blue Lake Upper geohaz, dispersed agriculture 4 =
Okanogan River Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new residences and - %
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6% agriculture uses limited number of new and a limited number of new infrastructure | << | & )
due to development § § [New or expanded development may impact
2 97 & |8 |condiions 0.00 14.23 -14.23
IBlue Lake (Sin)|Sinlahekin River wetland 2 e |g
& |& JExpect conditions to remain the same or
11%: 0.8%| 93% 8%| 11%: 2.0%| No major changes expected due to existing buildout in place E [E [improve due to new higher standards for
100 g |2 |development 0.00 0.00
|Bonaparte Bonaparte road, riparian vegetation, dispersed:residential, wetland, potential 2 2
Creek Creek lagriculture migration zone - . . . 2
1% 08%l 6% 100 12 0994 Mujlmal to moderate che}nges pos§|b|e due to the potential for new residences to be ic(n &
Jbuilt in buffers (via permit) and agriculture uses E |E INew or expanded development may impact
=) e
8: 14i 41: 68} 10 & |2 ]condiions N/A N/A
Bonaparte Bonaparte water quality 303(d) list, mine 4
Lake Creek " - . .
1% 0.8%l 6% 100 12% 0994 No or only minimal c'hangles expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new LE Agrpqlture or gther land m'a'nagement N
Jinfrastructure for residential development may occur. = Iacnvmes may impact conditions. Very limited
0 100 § infrequent and localized impact to conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
|Booher Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, dispersed 2 » ] ) . o 2
River/Omak 16%: 0.9%l s6%: 149l 179 1 gveegricutture Minimal to modgrate changes poss@le due to poantlaI for new agriculture. Limited = Agriculture or other land management
Jnumber of new infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = o . ",
100 3 activities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
IBrewster Columbia River road, ggohaz, wet!and,_rlparlan bridge, (?verwat_er struct_qr_es, 3 Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | & Expect conditions to remain the same or
%: 0.9%| 100%: 14%| 19%: 4.5% vegetation, potential migration Ecology's permitted faciliies new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure = i i
19%: 0.9% 0 o 08 T ne (via permit), = improve due to new higher standards for
11 5i07i 1 expected because of existing buildout in place § development 4.04 131.18 -127.14
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IBrown Lake  |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, road, 1 2
geohaz, dispersed agriculture L . ) ) _ @
0% 14%| 52% 2l 100 120 Minimal to modgrate changes posmple due to poantlaI for new agriculture. Limited % %a
Jnumber of new infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur £ |[Z |agriculture or other land management
100 & | & |activities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
Carlton - Twisp [Middle Methow residential, road, bridge, wetland, 4 g2 |g
riparian vegetation, potential Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, o |
0, 0, 0 0, 0, 0, = — .
Bh: 19 O S 9%: L1% migration zone Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development = = |New or expanded development may impact
2i 21i 17} 64} 13 S |8 [eonditions 10.63 139.27|  -128.64
Carlton Lamird |Lower Methow residential, Ecology’s permitted water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 4 2 |9
Ifacilities wetland Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, o |
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0 b= = B
6%; O.1%f 43%: 3% S%: 0.5% Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development = § |New or expanded development may impact
13i 23} 83} 4 S [ ]condiions 1.19 33.09 -31.90
Chewuck River [Lower Chewuch residential, geohaz 4 g2 |g
River Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be] &£ | &
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, = — .
6%:; 0.6%) 1r: 4% B%: 06% [builtin buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = | [Neworexpanded development may impact
18: 6: 54: 28 2 |3 |conditions 3.48 37.31 -33.83
Chopaka Lake |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, overwater 4 S |
. : z |2
11%: 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%: 2.0% structures, dispersed agriculture No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry/ agriculture uses. E [Z [New orexpanded development may impact
13 87 & | & |conditions, depends on recreation use 0.00 0.00 0.00
Conconully Salmon Creek water‘ quality .S.Qs(d) s, Ecology  ;road, geohaz, wetland 1 Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residencestobe] 8 | Expect conditions to remain the same or
JLake " 0 0 0 " o Jpermitted facilities, potential Louit in buft . it and . d limited inf x |3 p
9%: 1.4%| 52% T%| 10%: 1.2% migration zone uilt in buffers (via perm'lt)lan rgcreatpn uses, and limited new infrastructure € % improve due to new higher standards for
0f 1i100 expected because of existing buildout in place § = development 297 106.77 -104.50
Crawfish Lake [West Fork residential, road, overwater 2 S |
Sanpoil 0 0 0 ) 0 o Jstructures, wetland Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be | & LE )
% 0% 21%: 6% 8% 05% Jouilt in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to recreation development § § [Newor expanded development may impact
55 iog3i 1 & [ |condiions 0.00 3.29 -3.29
|Davis Lake Middle Methow residential, Ecology’s permitted 2 2
facilities, overwater structures, - . ) . 3 | o
a%i 19%| 64% ol 0% 1.l%|geohaz Mlmmal to moderate chgnges posmple due to the potential for new residences to be % % .
Jbuilt in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development E |E INew or expanded development may impact
22: 1i 50 28 & | & |condiions 0.59 141.07 -140.48
IDuck Lake Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 1 8 |g
River/Omak dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to bej &£ | &
0, 0, 0, 0 0, 0, = — .
16%; 0.9%| S6%: 14%) 17%: 1.9% buittin butfers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = | [Neworexpanded development may impact
1: 5: 7: 54i 41 2 |3 |conditions 0.28 46.36 -46.08
JEast Osoyoos |Upper residential, water quality 303(d) list,:wetland 1-2
Okanogan River ||r50caod|é)ovz rW::;ri;g(;J?;lgﬁ;és Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for S
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6% ripariagr?lveZetation ' Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure é % Expect conditions to remain the same or
expected because of existing buildout in place. = g improve due to new higher standards for
0i 3i 1i93i 4 & |5 |development 1.90 130.19|  -128.29
JEvans Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 2 - ] . ) o =
River/Omak 16%: 0.9%l s6%: 149l 179 1 guldwetland, dispersed agricutture Mlnlmal changes pos&blg due to poFe_n_tlaI for new agriculture. Limited number of = Agriculture o other land management
Inew infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = A . .
4 92: 4 3 Jactivities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fancher Dam |Upper water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s 1 » ] . ) N 2
Res Okanogan River|  1600f 0506 o9vi 14%| 179} 2.6efpermitted faciliies, geohaz, Ir'\f'e'wm;;f:ft:epf% Sf;g'&iii:g 5;:52: :ﬁ;;ivcvcig"cmture' Limited number of - = Agriculture o other land management
dispersed agriculture 100 § activities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
JFields Lake  |Myers water quality 303(d) list, road, 3 - ] . ) o =
6o 02%l 7190 sl swi 0.guloeohaz, intensive agriculture Mlnlmal changes pos&blg due to poFe_n_tlaI for new agriculture. Limited number of = Agriculture o other land management
Inew infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = - . .
#1100 3 Jactivities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
JFish Lake Okanogan road, Ecology’s permitted facilities, 2
River/Omak overwater structures, geohaz . - = .
16%: 0.9%l s6%: 149 179 1.904 9 No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new | & Agriculture or other land management
' : infrastructure for recreation development may occur E activities may impact conditions. Very limited
100 § infrequent and localized impact to conditions 0.00 0.00
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8] percent’
= =
= 3 @ = S Potential future impacts to shoreline
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Gold Creek Lower Methow water quality 303(d) list, road, residential, wetland 3 >
bridge, geohaz, potential migration Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation, % =
6%; 0.7%| 43%: 3%| 5%: 0.5%fzone Jresidential, and agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to @ 505 )
development £ | £ [New or expanded development may impact
44; 11} 35¢ 21 & | & [eonditions N/A N/A
Green Lake  |Salmon Creek road, overwater structures, geohaz, 2 g -
wetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and x |<
9%: 1.4%| 52% T%| 10%: 1.2% . . . e |& ;
° > 0 > 0 1 agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development £ [£ [New orexpanded development may impact
93: 7 § § conditions, depends on recreation use 0.00 711 -7.11
Horseshoe Okanogan geohaz, wetland, dispersed 2 o |5
. . ini imi << [
Lake River/Omak vt 000l seosi 140 17060 1 oegricutture No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new 2 |2 |agricuture or other land management
Jinfrastructure may occur = |= o ) "
6: 20 79: 15 3 |8 activities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
|Keystone - Upper residential, rail, wetland, riparian  :potential migration zone, intensive 4 - | g
Tonasket Okanogan vegetation agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, < [
15%: 0.4%| 101%: 14%| 15%: 0.3% . L ) e |& ;
’ N N ’ Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development £ |E [ewo expanded development may impact
11% 17 18 60§ 11 & |3 |conditions 1.25 141.20 -139.95
|Keystone Upper rail, wetland, riparian vegetation, :geohaz, intensive agriculture 4 Q
(=2}
Canyon Okanogan 0 0 0 0 0 o Jpotential migration zone, dispersed Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, < |z )
15%: 04%) 100%: 14% 15%: 03 /olagriculture Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development § § [New or expanded development may impact
2; 1:19: 96: 1 & |3 [conditions 2.77 109.81 -107.04
Lake Pateros |Columbia River road, ovyerwaterl structurgg, re_5|dept|al, bridge, geohaz, potential | 3 Mirimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | 3 Exoect conditions to remain the Same of
|Ecology’s permitted facilities migration zone . o . . - . o p
%: 0.9%| 100%: 14%]| 19%: 4.5% ' Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure = i ;
19 overwater structures o . ! ' = improve due to new higher standards for
1 4i12i 950 1 expected because of existing buildout in place. § development 3.37 102.30 -98.93
JLeader Lake |Lower water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s 3
Okanogan River st 1ol 7106 130l 1590 1w permitted famlnrl]es, overwaler Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of | =
R ° 0 o O.Ztrzzﬁm geohaz, intensive Inew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = Agriculture or other land management
9 11: 57: 43 § Jactivities may impact conditions 0.60 0.00 0.60
Lemanaski Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, road, 1 » ] . ] o 2
Lake River/Omak 16%: 0.9%l 56%: 14%| 17%: 1.9voechaz, intensive agriculture Minimal changes possible dule tq potential for new agnculture. L!rr'n'ted number of = Agriculture o other land management
Inew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = o ) ",
4% 4i56i 92 3 activities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
JLittle Twin Lake|Middle Methow water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 1 2 |g
wetland Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to bej £ | &
8%: 1.9%| 64% 9%| 9%: 1.1% o . . ) g |& ;
’ I N ] built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = | [Neworexpanded development may impact
7i 29 63 S |8 [eonditions 0.07 10.16 -10.09
frost Creek West Fork geohaz 2 S land management activities may impact
Sanpoil No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new ' o e
7%: 0.1%| 27% 6%| 8%: 0.5% ) L
° ’ 0 ’ ° 1 Jinfrastructure for residential development may occur. = conditions. Very limited infrequent and
3 83 3 localized impact to conditions N/A N/A
JLower Methow |Lower Methow road, geohaz, wetland, riparian potential migration zone, intensive 3 2 |g
River vegetation agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to bej £ | &
6%: 0.7%| 43% 3%| 5%: 0.5% o . . ) g |& ;
’ N N ’ built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = | [Neworexpanded development may impact
8 4i22i 82 6 2 [ Jcondiions 5.67 24839| 24272
JLower Lower wetland, riparian vegetation 2
Okanogan Okanogan River - . . . o | &
D
13%; 100l 719 130 15 1504 Mlqlmal to moderatg changes possible QUe to potential for new recreation and % &
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [E [New or expanded development may impact
0: 1:19: 98: 1 § § conditions, depends on recreation use 0.21 334.42 -334.21
JLower Salmon |Salmon Creek residential, road, bridge, geohaz, 3
wetland, riparian vegetation, - ; ; ; 2
0% 1.a%| 520 7o 10%; 1.29potential migration zone Mlmmal to moderate chgnges poss@le due to the potential for new residences to be % '
built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = New or expanded development may impact
=) e
1i 6i22i 91i 2 2 conditions N/A N/A
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5] sgigsS[Zei_£|8 s Impact 213185 2| 3 Summary of future impacts impervious %| impervious %
= ESIES|g®izg S|5 = ol2lzlal 218 Land use
= 2Tigl|88iz8|ls o Sl 2| 8| 2| = a
hOoinc|= si=<|E e <|<|x|x| 5[5 per group
JLower Lower water quality 303(d) list, bridge, 1
Similkameen  |Similkameen JEcology’s permitted facilities,
geohaz, wetland, riparian Minimal to moderate ch ible due o potential i d
13%; 1.0%| 100% 8%l 99! 1.5vvegetation, potential migration |q|mﬁ 0 mo e[a icd ange;, pos;m e L;e (;poten IZ ort nzw relcrea IOT an .
zone, intensive agriculture agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to developmen 2 |&
E | E INew orexpanded development may impact
4 1i 12 69 27 § § conditions, depends on recreation use 0.14 36.66 -36.52
JLower Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, riparian  :idispersed agriculture 2 2
Sinlahekin vegetation, intensive agriculture - . ) . @
1% 0.8%l 93% gl 11%: 20% Mlmmal to moderatg changes possible QUe to potential for new recreation and 2 |&
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [Z [New orexpanded development may impact
78i100i 0 § § conditions, depends on recreation use N/A N/A
:;(;\gf rWells | Columbia River ;:ler;gvetland, + potential migration - :road 3 Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for § Expect conditions to remain the same or
19%: 0.9%| 100%: 14%| 19%: 4.5% Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure = improve due to new higher standards for
0i 0f 7i99f 1 expected because of existing buildout in place. z development 051 73.19 -72.68
=l
[Malott Lamird  |Lower wetland, riparian vegetation water quality 303(d) list 3 >
Okanogan River L . . . I 5
13%: 100l 719 130 15%¢ 1504 Mlnlmgl to modergte_changes possible dpe to the potential for new residences, e &
recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [E [New or expanded development may impact
1 2i15i 89 9 & [ [eonditions 0.15 104.21|  -104.06
[Mazama Mazama residential water quality 303(d) list, geohaz 4 2 |g
Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, e 4
0, 0, 0, 0 0, 0, = — .
6%: 06% 22%: 4% 6%: 03% Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development = = |New or expanded development may impact
0: 13 19: 63 25 2 [ & |conditions 17.00 207.63 -190.63
IMedicine Lake |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 2 - ] . ) o =
River/Omak 16%: 0.9%l s6%: 149l 170 1.gugwetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal changes possible du.e tq potential for new agnculture. L!n?llted number of = Agriculture or other land management
Inew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = A . .
100 3 Jactivities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
[Methow - Lower Methow road, geohaz, wetland residential, bridge, Ecology’s 4 2 |g
Carlton permitted facilities Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residencestobe] £ | x
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0 = — .
6%: 0.79%) 43%: 3% S%: 05% Jouilt in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = § [Newor expanded development may impact
5i 12i 17: 76; 7 2 |3 |conditions 23.46 706.01 -682.54
IMethow Lamird |Lower Methow road, bridge, geohaz, wetland, 4 2
potential migration zone Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be| & 3
6%: 0.7%| 43%: 3% 5%: 0.5% o . ; ) x |x
Jbuilt in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development E [E [New or expanded development may impact
6: 7:15: 84) 3 & [ |eonditions 3.29 156.98|  -153.69
IMiddle Methow |Middle Methow residential, intensive agriculture, 4 =)
; : - ) - - ' <
dispersed agriculture Minimal changes due to high level of existing development; limited potential for new e |2 y .
8%; 1.9%| 64%: 9% 9%: 1.194 Jresidences, recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to @ | |Expect conditions to remain the same or
development £ [£ [mprove due to new higher standards for
4i 12¢ 5i 71 12 2 |2 |development 14.28 962.03 -947.75
IMiddle Lower wetland, riparian vegetation residential 4 2
Okanogan Okanogan River Minimal changes due to high level of existing development; limited potential for new By g y .
13%: 10%| 71%: 13%| 15%; 1.5% Jresidences, recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to @ | |Expectconditions to remain the same or
development = § improve due to new higher standards for
3 7:13i 90 2 [§ |development 0.00 53.86 -53.86
[Middle Lower water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, iriparian vegetation 1-2 - | g
Similkameen  [Similkameen wetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and < |x
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, — — .
13%; LO%) 109%:; 8% 9%; 15% agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development = |= |New or expanded development may impact
7¢ 3F 372 18 & |3 |conditions 0.60 26.56 -25.95
Middle Sinlahekin River culvert riparian vegetation, dispersed 2 g
Sinlahekin agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new residences and 2 |2
0 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, = — .
River 11%:; 08% 9%%: 8% 11%: 2.0% agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development § § [New or expanded development may impact
1: 0i22: 98¢ 0 & |3 [conditions N/A N/A
Miles Lake Middle Methow JEcology’s permitted facilities, 2 2
geohaz, intensive agriculture L . . ) @
ai 1.9%l 64% ol 0mi 11% Mln|ma] to modera'te'changes possible dye to the potential for new residences, 2 |&
Jrecreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [Z [New orexpanded development may impact
100 & | & [eondtions 0.09 0.00 0.09
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= wl|2 S @ | ) i Parameters with moderate tohigh| S |5 | S| o | 2 2 processess Current  |Potential future| .
[ E _iES5|S S = = < 5 [Parameters with High impact . slE|Sle| E| @ Future . . . ) Difference
5] sgigsS[Zei_£|8 s Impact 213185 2| 3 Summary of future impacts impervious %| impervious %
= EQSIES|gBig 8|35 S8 o222l g8 y Land use
g S=iSg|Euigs|8& ifs ol 82| £| 2 a
hoihc|= iz = xS <|<|x|x]| 5[5 per group
[Moccasin Lake |Middle Methow JEcology’s permitted facilities, 2 - ] . ) o =
8% 19%l 6a%: 9wl owi 1194oeohaz, intensive agricutture Minimal changes possible du.e tq potential for new agnculture. L!n?l_ted number of = Agriculture o other land management
Inew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur. = o . .
100 e Jactivities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00
[Molson Lake  |Myers water quality 303(d) list, road, 2
(=2}
geohaz, wetland, dispersed Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and < |z
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, = — .
6%: 02%| Ti%: 5% 8%: 08 /olagriculture agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development £ | £ [Neworexpanded development may impact
88 & | & |conditions, depends on recreation use 0.00 306.63 -306.63
JMuskrat Lake |Upper water quality 303(d) list, intensive - ] . ) o =
Okanogan River| 1606i 0506 99%: 140 179%: 2 gudlegricutture Minimal changes possible du.e to potential for new agnculture. L!n?l_ted number of = Agriculture o other land management
100 Inew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = Jactivities may impact conitions 0.00 0.00 0.00
Okanogan City |Okanogan residential, Ecology’s permitted water quality 303(d) list, bridge, 1]
- ) - ) S
River/Omak Jfacilities, wetland, riparian levee, riprap Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | g | = . )
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%; 1.9%}vegetation Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure = é !Expect conditions to reman the same or
- . . = |E [improve due to new higher standards for
expected because of existing buildout in place. = |E
79 7 & |z |development 4.04 64.86 -60.82
Omak - Okanogan geohaz, wetland, riparian >
IRiverside River/Omak vegetation, intensive agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be Q %
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%: 1.99% Jbuilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to o |x
development § § INew or expanded development may impact
98 & |8 [eonditions 4.09 15381  -149.73
Omak City gif/zr:/og?r?ak levee, wetland, riparian vegetation ;ZZII(? t?:sal’eiﬁzfgy $ permitted Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be é §
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%: 1.9% 9 Jouilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to E [E [New or expanded development may impact
ggi pldevelopment & [ |eonditions 0.02 0.00 0.02
Oroville City  [Upper water quality 303(d) list, bridge, residential, road, wetland
Okanogan River JEcology’s permitted facilities, levee, Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for 8 |e E i inth
16%: 0.5%( 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%friparian vegetation Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure o S | Xpect conditions to rgmaln the same or
- expected because of existing buildout in place § € :jmpr(llve duetto new higher standards for 25 61 205.52 179.91
& |E |developmen . . -179.
JPalmer Creek |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s :intensive agriculture .
Confluence permitted facilities, dispersed Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of << |
11%: 0.8%| 93% 8%| 11%: 2.0% . L ! L e |& ;
0 > 0 > ° Yagriculture Jnew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur. | = | |New or expanded development may impact
94 § § conditions, depends on recreation use 0.00 8.68 -8.68
|Palmer Lake [Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, dispersed igeohaz - ) - .
bagricuture Mlnlmallchanges expectc_adldue to hlgh_level of existing dgvelopme_:nt. Potential for § 2 [Expect conditions to remain the same or
11%: 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%: 2.0% Jnew residences to be bLfI|t.In buffers (v_la permit), and limited new infrastructure E [Z [improve due to new higher standards for
0gi pfexpected because of existing buildout in place. E [E [development 315 113.73 -110.58
JPatterson Lake [Middle Methow road, Ecology’s permitted facilities, 2
overwater structures, geohaz Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences tobe] o | g y .
8%: 1.9%| 64%: 9%| 9% 1.1% Jbuilt in buffers (via permit) and limited new infrastructure expected because of @ | |Expect conditions to remain the same or
existing buildout in place £ | £ [limprove due to new higher standards for
= =]
99 3 |2 [development 6.20 238.29 -232.08
JPearrygin Lake [Lower Chewuch water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s :road L . . . o |a
River permitied facilties, overwater Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be & | & [Expect conditions to remain the same or
6%: 0.6%| 17% 4%| 8%: 0.6%) structures geoha£ built in buffers (via permit) and recreation uses, limited new infrastructure expected | £ | £ improve due to new higher standards for
' 90! 10 because of existing buildout in place z |8 development 0.00 20.18 -20.18
Rat Lake Lower overwater structures, geohaz, 2
(=2}
Okanogan River 0 0 0 0 0 o Jwetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and x |< )
13%:; 10% 71%: 13% 15%: 15% agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development § § |New or expanded development may impact
94 & | [eonditions, depends on recreation use 0.74 0.00 0.74
IRiverside Town|Okanogan levee, wetland, riparian vegetation :water quality 303(d) list, intensive o
River/Omak agriculture, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be ) %
16%: 0.9%| 56%; 14%| 17%: 1.9%) Jouilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to x| )
development § § INevL or expanded development may impact
85 & |3 [conditions 4.00 80.79 -76.79
JRoberts Lake |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, .
wetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and < |x
9%: 1.4%| 52% T%| 10%: 1.2% . . . e |& ;
° ° 0 ’ 0 1 agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development £ | £ [Neworexpanded development may impact
100 § § conditions, depends on recreation use 0.00 0.00 0.00




=) Watershed key processes areas Present Level of Alteration & Current Shoreline Conditions Current land use by | | evel of foreseeable Future development likely to affect shoreline condition® Cumulative Impact
8] percent’
= =
= 3 @ = S Potential future impacts to shoreline
Group Name 5 E = : : glels = g ] '
= wl|2 S @ | ) i Parameters with moderate tohigh| S |5 | S| o | 2 2 processess Current  |Potential future| .
7 £ .ig5|8 8 5|c ic g |Parameterswith Highimpact | slE|5[&] g[ 2 _ Future - el ious v | Difference
g £ & z 2|z 2 . g g iz Impact clelz|2] gl s Summary of future impacts (L) e impervious %)| impervious %
S |zsizE|Szigz|g igs 2|2/ 8|8] 2|5 :
hOoinc|= si=<|E e <|<|x|x| 5[5 per group
Salmon/Conco |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s 1 =
nully Lake permitted facilities, geohaz, Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | | g . .
9%: 1.4%| 52%: 7%| 10%: 1.2%}wetland Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure £ g Expect cgndTons to;gn;am :he dsar:e for
expected because of existing buildout in place. E |= Improve due to new higher standaras tor
i 9oi 8 = |8 [development N/A N/A
Sidley Lake  |Myers residential, water quality 303(d) list, 3 =
road, overwater structures, geohaz Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | g | = . .
6%: 0.2%| 71% 5%| 8%: 0.8% Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure g £ Expect cgndTons to;gn;am :he dsar:e for
expected because of existing buildout in place. = |E Improve due to new higher standaras tor
0 9i 479 12 & |5 |development 0.00 145.23 -145.23
Sinlahekin Sinlahekin River JEcology’s permitted facilities, overwater structures 2 g
JHeadwater potential migration zone, Minimal changes possible due to potential for new recreation and agriculture uses |
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, — .
11%: 08% 93%: 8% 1l%: 2.0% Jlimited number of new infrastructure due to development = |New or expanded development may impact
100 § conditions, depends on recreation use N/A N/A
Spectacle Lake|Upper water quality 303(d) list, wetland  :road, overwater structures, Ecology'q 1 =
Okanogan River permitted facilities, geohaz, riparian Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be| S o
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6% vegetation Jbuilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to e |2 )
development = | £ INew or expanded development may impact
0i 3i10i 96} 1 = | & |conditions 0.44 91.10 -90.66
Talkire Lake  |Upper intensive agriculture dispersed agriculture, road 4 » ] ) ] 2
Okanogan River| 1606i 0506l 99%¢ 140 17%: 26% Mlmmal to moderatg changes possible QUe to potential for new recreation and = Agriculture or other land management
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development = - ) ",
28 42: 72 3 activities may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
Toats Coulee |Sinlahekin River wetland, potential migration zone, :road 2
11%: 0.8%l 93% sl 11%i 2.0% No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new "E Agfic_qlt”re or Pther land m‘a_nagement N
Jinfrastructure for development = activities may impact conditions. Very limited
24i 82 18 2 finfrequent and localized impact to conditions N/A N/A
-
Tonasket City |Upper residential, Ecology’s permitted water quality 303(d) list, rail, wetland] 3 =
L g ! - . . . <
Okanogan Ifacilities, riprap, riparian vegetation Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be| ' )
15%: 0.4%| 101%: 14%| 15%: 0.3% Jbuilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to e |z )
development = § [New or expanded development may impact
11: 12 18: 77 2 [ & |conditions 7.26 370.47 -363.21
Toroda Creek |Toroda Creek intensive agriculture residential 2
Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture or forestry uses. o |5 .
5%: 0.3%| 51% 4%| 6%: 0.3% Limited number of new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture < % Agr‘|c.glture or gther land m‘a_nagement o
activities ma E | = [activities may impact conditions. Very limited
y occur. = |= | e "
& | 3 [infrequent and localized impact to conditions
4; 3i80i 93 & |3 [nfrequent and localized impact to condi NIA N/A
Twisp River  [Twisp River residential geohaz 4 o |-
Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and <
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, = — .
Yoi 00% 1rher 3 S 04% agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development = | [Neworexpanded development may impact
1i 33i 16} 53 14 S |8 [eonditions 10.21 256.90|  -246.69
Twisp Town | Middle Methow res'uli('entlal, Ecology's permitted wgter quality 303@ I.'St' road, ' 3 Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be § 3
%: 1.9%| 64% 9% 9%: 1.1% ffaciites bridge, geohaz, riparian vegetation Jbuilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to = |E ;
8%; 1.9% 0 o 0: LY p ' ) £ | E [INew orexpanded development may impact
=] .
2i 231 13} 53 2o|development 8 | & [conditions 31.56 580.00|  -548.43
I - - —
Upper Methow |Upper Methow water quality 303(d) list residential road, wetland 4 Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be &"3 §
15%: 1.0%| 14% 2%| 5%: 0.8%) Jbuilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to E [Z [New orexpanded development may impact
17 7 a7} 3p|development 8 [& |conditions 15.66 22466  -209.01
JUpper Upper Jintensive agriculture residential, riparian vegetation, 4 g
Okanogan Okanogan River 0 0 0 0 0 0 dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and %7 @ )
16%:; 05% 9%%: 14% 17%: 2.6% agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development § § [Newor expanded development may impact
7 28428 90i 1 & |3 [eonditions 2.07 166.56 -164.49
JUpper Salmon |Salmon Creek wetland, potential migration zone res!delntlal, :jo_ad, ge%haz,_mtlenswe 4 Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be| = 5 Expect conditions to remain the same or
9%: 1.4%| 52% 7% 10%: 1.2% agriculture, dispersed agriculture built in buffers (via permit) and recreation uses, limited new infrastructure expected | € | £ [improve due to new higher standards for
2! 6i35i g7i plbecause of existing buildout in place Z | Z |development N/A N/A
=l =l
JUpper Lower water quality 303(d) list intensive agriculture, dispersed 2 Q
Similkameen | Similkameen agriculture Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of 2 |
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, = — .
13%:; 10%) 109%: 8%  9%: 15% new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur § § New or expanded development may impact
2i 0i39i 78 zol & |8 |condiions 0.00 0.00 0.00




=) Watershed key processes areas Present Level of Alteration & Current Shoreline Conditions Currentland use by | | evel of foreseeable Future development likely to affect shoreline condition® Cumulative Impact
S percent’
= 5 2 = 3 Potential future impacts to shoreline
Group Name = = E} . : sle|s =| & s '
= 2N =) @ | ) i Parameters with moderate tohigh| S |5 | S| o | 2 2 processess Current  |Potential future| .
2] E SiE 5|88 S|< < § [Parameters with High impact . slE|Sle| E| @ Future ! . ] : Difference
5] sgigsS[Zei_£|8 s Impact 213185 2| 3 Summary of future impacts impervious %| impervious %
= ELIECS|50ig S |5 S S o2l gl 218 Land use
= 2oigl|8s2isl|s 22 Sl 2| 8| 2| = a
hOoinc|= si=<|E o] <|<|x|x| 5[5 per group
Walker Lake  [Toroda Creek wetland, intensive agriculture dispersed agriculture 4
so6i 0.3%l 51% il 6% 03w Minimal changes possible dule tq potential for new agrlculture. L!n?lFed number of 2 Agr‘|c.glture or gther land m‘a_nagement .
Inew roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur E activities may impact conditions. Very limited
08: 98 2 z Jinfrequent and localized impact to conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00
—
Wannacut Lake|Upper water quality 303(d) list, geohaz  iresidential, road, overwater 1 2
Okanogan River structures, intensive agriculture, Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and 3 3
16% 05%| 99%: 14%| 17% 2.6%4 dispersed agriculture : ate changes p duetop & |&
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [E [New or expanded development may impact
4i 0 94i 2 & [ |eonditions 0.00 249.00[  -249.00
West Osoyoos |Upper residential, water quality 303(d) list, iroad, riparian vegetation 1-3 =
Okanogan River overwater structures, Ecology’s Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for Q 3 " )
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%Jpermitted facilities Inew residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure o £ Expect conditions to rgmam the same or
expected because of existing buildout in place. § € improve due to new higher standards for
1i 5 1i 92 & |5 |development 6.86 117.83 -110.97
West Sanpoil  |West Fork residential, potential migration zone, | 2-4 o
IRiver Sanpoil intensive agriculture % -
7%: 0.1%| 27% 6%| 8%: 0.5% Iminor changes expected due to recreation and high intensity residential x |<
E | = [New orexpanded development may impact
6! 18 28 62! 15 & | & |condiions N/A N/A
\Whitestone Upper water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, iEcology's permitted facilities 1 >
JLake Okanogan River dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be - %
16%: 0.5%( 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%) Jouilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to s
development £ | £ [New or expanded development may impact
8 12 90 & | & |condiions 0.00 49.96 -49.96
Winthrop Town [Lower Chewuch residential, water quality 303(d) list, :bridge, geohaz, wetland - ) . .
! pow Ri\\/l:;r e roald EcloIoW s rgrumitlgd fac(iliziels 1dge, geonaz, 3 Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be &"3 é
6%: 0.6%| 17%: 4% 8% 0.6%] wse built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to £ £ [Neworexpanded development may impact
0 19} 16} 68; 13|development 8 & |condiions 5.54 83.07 -77.52
-

1 Current Shoreline Quality based on the Inventory and Characterization
2 DOR codes (only major types shown)
3 Summary of likely trend due to Shoreline Designation and RFFAs
4 RFFA Land use type. Those shown represent the greatest percentage of land use type under proposed designations (See attachment 4 for detailed summary of all potential land use types per group)

5 Summary of potential changes to watershed key processes: sediment, hydrology, LWD, and nutrients based on future trends to shoreline condition
6 NJ/Aindicates stream group data not analyzed, data inconsistencies
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