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Aeneas Lake |Upper Jresidential, water quality 303(d) list, 1
Okanogan River overwater structures, geohaz Minimal changes due to existing buildout in place; possible due to potential} ., | ,
. . . <]
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%|  17% 2.6% for new residences and recreation uses and limited number of new % o«
. o
infrastructure due to development § =
3 9 83 6 8 |2 o land use type per Group 0.00 25.49 3.37
Albright Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, road, 2 2
i ini i ; i ; 2 |New or expanded
x |<
River/Omak 16%: 0.9%l s6%: 14% 17% 1.9% geohaz Mlmmal changes posqble due to potential for new recreation and agriculture uses E 2 liovelooment may imoact
limited number of new infrastructure due to development = |= : .p y Imp
6: 77 23 & [§ |conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Alkali Lake Okanogan Jresidential, geohaz, wetland 2 g |8
River/Omak IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, @ [x [Neworexpanded
0, 0, 0, 0 0, 0, — =3 .
16%; 0.9%) S6%: 14% L% 1.9% recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development § < |development may impact
12 62 26 & |2 |conditions 0.00 0.00 94.42 10.17
Alta Lake Lower Methow residential, water quality 303(d) list, 1 = Expect conditions t .
Iroad, overwater structures, [Minimal changes due to high level of existing development; limited potential for new| o |8 |=XPect condltions fo remain
6%: 0.7%| 43%: 3% 5% 0.5%¥geohaz, wetland, dispersed residences, recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to < [g [thesame orimprove due o
agriculture development £ [ [ew higher standards for
1 6 93 8 |5 |development 0.00 0.00 31.03 2.89
Antoine Creek |Upper wetland, potential migration zone, :bridge, culvert, geohaz} 3 2
Okanogan River Jintensive agriculture, dispersed IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, B4
(=2
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% 2.6%agriculture recreation, or agriculture use, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to < |z [Newor expanded
development £ | = |]development may impact
=} o
25 38 75 2 [8 |conditions 0.70 N/A 17.63
|Beaver Creek |Beaver Creek geohaz, wetland road, bridge, intensive | 4 2
agriculture - . . . 3
306t 0.9%l 349  au 50 0.204 IMlnllmaI to moder.atg changes possible Fiue to potential for new residences and 2 | & INeworexpanded
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E |2 |development may impact
9 378 86 6 2 [§ |conditions 49.95 N/A 0.00
IBig Twin Lake [Middle Methow water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 1 - .
wetland JMinimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | & | & tEhxpect cond!tlons 0 r(;amatm
8%: 1.9%| 64% 9% 9% 1.1% new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure % % meewszirgse?rslgséz\;zs fL:)T 0
expected because of existing buildout in place = |=
6 90 4 8 |2 |development 0.02 3.42 10.72 0.29
IBlue Lake Upper geohaz, dispersed agriculture 4 o
Okanogan River Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new residences and %
[=2)
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% 2.6% agriculture uses limited number of new and a limited number of new infrastructure | << | JNewor expanded
due to development § § development may impact
2 97 0 & |8 |conditions 0.00 0.00 14.23 0.00
IBlue Lake (Sin)|Sinlahekin River wetland 2 . .
o | o [Expectconditions to remain
5] (] i
11%: 0.8%| 93%: 8% 11% 2.09% INo major changes expected due to existing buildout in place @ [ |the same orimprove due to
£ | = ]new higher standards for
=}
100 & |2 |development 9.71 0.00 0.00
|Bonaparte Bonaparte Jroad, riparian vegetation, dispersed:residential, wetland, 2 2
Creek Creek agriculture potential migration - . . . B3
11%: 08%l 6% 10% 12% 0.9% Zone IMlplmaI to mode_rate chqnges pos§|ble due to the potential for new residences to be % & |New or expanded
built in buffers (via permit) and agriculture uses E |E |development may impact
=} o
8 14i  41i 68 10 g [8 |conditions 93.45 N/A 70.88
Bonaparte Bonaparte water quality 303(d) list, mine 4 ]
Lake Creek Agriculture or other land
No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new management activities may
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, = . . .
Lle: 0.8%| 7o%: 10%)  12% 0.9% infrastructure for residential development may occur. "E impact conditions. Very limited
= infrequent and localized
0 100 E impact to conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[Poorer e O-k i watler aually 303(c) s, dspersed 2 IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited < Agricuture or other land
River/omat 16%: 0.9%f 56%: 14% 17% Lgyeoriuture number of new infrastructugre fgr agriculture ac?ivities may occur ! . £ management activities may
100 § impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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|Boulder Creek |Lower Chewuch Expect conditions to remain
River S .
6%: 0.6%| 17%i 4% 8% 0.6% |Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. o the same or improve due to
= Inew higher standards for
g development 42.26 42.26 0.00
|Brewster Columbia River Jroad, geohaz, wetland, riparian bridge, overwater 3 E dit .
vegetation, potential migration  istructures, Ecology’s [Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | hxpect conditions to r(;amam
19%: 0.9%| 100%: 14%|  19% 4.5%70ne permitted facilities new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure o the same of Improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place = [ew higher standards for
1 1 5: 97 S development 4.04 54.46 131.18 6.04
|Brown Lake  |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, road, 1 2
geohaz, dispersed agriculture - . . ) - @
0ei 1a%l s00i 704 10% 120 [Minimal to modc_arate changes poss@le due to p_o_te;nual for new agriculture. Limited { @ | = [agriculture or other land
number of new infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur E |E [Imanagement activiies may
100 & |8 |mpact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
|Buttermilk Twisp Ri
Clrjeeelzml Wisp River o Expect conditions to remain
2 .
9%: 0.6%| 17%: 3% 5% 0.4% JMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. o the same or improve due to
= Inew higher standards for
§ development 1.91 0.00
Carlton - Twisp |Middle Methow residential, road, bridge, wetland, 4 g2 |g
ol 10w s1%i o o o Jrinarian vegetation, potential IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, r | New or expanded .
R ° ° ° migration zone recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development = § deve!qpment may Impact
2i 21 178 64 13 2 |3 |conditions 10.63 91.34 139.27 9.70
Carlton Lamird |Lower Methow Jresidential, Ecology's permitted water quality 303(d) 4 P
iliti ; ini ; i i r |o New or expanded
66 07%l a3 3 50 050 facilities list, geohaz, wetland IMlnlma_I to moderalttelchanges possible dye to the potential for new residences, 2 1% lievelooment may impact
recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development s |= 'op y Imp
13; 23} 83 4 S |8 |conditions 1.19 21.07 33.09 051
Chewuck River |Lower Chewuch residential, geohaz 4 g2 |3
i ini i i i r |o New or expanded
River eni 0.6%l 17% % 8% 0.6 IMmlmaI to moderate chgnges poss@le due to the potential for new residences to be 2 |E  ievelopment may imnact
built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development > |= ' .p y imp
18 6: 54 28 2 |3 |conditions 3.48 42.29 37.31 8.35
IShewuck River o Expect conditions to remain
pper 8 .
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. = the same or improve due to
= Inew higher standards for
18 6: 54 28 g development 0.00 72.45
Chopaka Lake |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, overwater 4
structures, dispersed agriculture 8 |s l(;lew lor expanded .
11%: 0.8%| 93%: 8%  11% 2.09% INo or only minimal changes expected due to forestry/ agriculture uses. e (& evgl?pmer:jt mayd|mpact
E | £ [conditions, depends on
13 87 2 [§ |recreationuse 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.19
Conconully Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s :road, geohaz, wetland | 1 E dit .
JLake permitted facilities, potential [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be| ¢ | _ Xpect conditions to remain
9%: 1.4%| 52%i 7%  10% 1-2%Imigration zone built in buffers (via permit) and recreation uses, and limited new infrastructure €13 the same o improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place = |2 higher standards for
0 1100 8 |5 |development 2.27 13.64 106.77 2.62
Crawfish Lake |West Fork Jresidential, road, overwater 2 ) .
i i i ; ; & ? New or expanded
Sanpoil 2% 010l 27% % 8% 0.5% structures, wetland IMmlmaI to moderate chgnges poss@le due to the potential for ngw residences to be = '5';: develonment may imoact
built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to recreation development =l ' .p y imp
5 93 1 g [ [eondiions 0.00 0.00 3.29 0.46
|Davis Lake Middle Methow Jresidential, Ecology's permitted 2 2
facilities, overwater structures, - . . . 2 |o
a%i 1.9%l 64% 9% 9% 1.19%geohaz IMmlmaI to moderate chgnges poss@le due to the potential for new residences to be e g New or expanded
built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
22 1 50 28 & |8 [conditions 0.59 7.02 141.07 2.72
IDuck Lake Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 1 P
i i ; ni ; i i r |o New or expanded
River/Omak 16% 0.9%l s6%:  14% 17% 199 dispersed agriculture IMlplmaI to mode_rate chqnges poss@le due to the potential for new residences to be = 1% lievelooment may impact
built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development s |= 'op y Imp
1 5 7 54 41 2 |3 |conditions 0.28 0.36 46.36 6.98
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J|East Osoyoos |Upper residential, water quality 303(d) list,iwetland 1-2
Okanogan River E):jé)ov'esm:rt;ri;;??;gﬁ;‘;s [Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for £ |expect conditions to remain
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% % i arifr?lvepetation ' new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure é 2 lthesame or improve due to
P 9 expected because of existing buildout in place. = 2 |new higher standards for
0 3 1 93 4 & | [development 1.90 9.62 130.19 17.90
|Early Winters
o Expect conditions to remain
[Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. e the same or improve due to
E Inew higher standards for
§ development 44,58 0.00
JEvans Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 2 . . ) . o 2 Agriculture or other land
River/Omak 16%: 0.9% 569 14% 17% 1.9 wetland, dispersed agriculture InM;wrinnz# ;:rigcgti:epf(:)srs:élscillirf :;Esir:itil rf;); ;z\glcz?nculture. Limited number of = Imanagement activities may
4 92 E impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fancheram JLpper i water aualy -3-93((1) st Bcology's ! IMinimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of < Agriculture or other land
Res OkenoganRver] 16%; 05wl ow%: 145 17% 2‘6%|p.erm|tted famhnes, geonaz, new infrastruc?turepfor agriculture zfctivities may occu? ' £ management activities may
dispersed agriculture 100 § impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[eits ek Myers e quglity 393((1) "~SL o2, 3 [Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of < Agriculture or other land
6%; 0.2% 11% 5% 8% 0.gyfoeonaz. ntensive agriculure new infrastrucgturepfor agriculture z:)ctivities may occu? . E Imanagement activities may
100i 100 g impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
JFish Lake Okanogan Jroad, Ecology's permitted facilities, 2 )
River/Omak overwater structures, geohaz Agriculture or other land
No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new | _ management activities may
0, 0, 0, 0 0, 0, . ope .
16%: 0.9%f 56%: 14% 17% 1.9% infrastructure for recreation development may occur < impact conditions. Very limited
= infrequent and localized
100 § impact to conditions 21.88 0.00 0.00
Gold Creek Lower Methow water quality 303(d) list, road, residential, wetland 3 o
Jbridge, geohaz, potential migration [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation, % =
6%: 0.7%| 43%i 3% 5% 0.5%zone residential, and agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to = I-E New or expanded .
development £ | = ]development may impact
44 11 35 21 g [§ |conditions 36.10 N/A 0.00
Green Lake  |Salmon Creek Jroad, overwater structures, geohaz, 2 New or expanded
wetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and 3 = ldevelo m:nt may impact
owi 14| 52%F 7| 0% 129 , ae ; T |L op yimp
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E | conditions, depends on
93 7 & |8 |recreationuse 0.00 0.00 7.11 1.23
Horseshoe Okanogan geohaz, wetland, dispersed 2 o |5 lagicul her land
Lake River/Omak agriculture No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new | < [ JAgriculture or other lan
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14% 17% 1.9% ’ c |E management activities may
infrastructure may occur = |= I "
6: 200 79 1 & |8 |mpact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
IKeystone - Upper Jresidential, rail, wetland, riparian  :potential migration 4 - |8
; i ; inii i i ; New or expanded
< |x
Tonasket Okanogan 15%: 0.4%l 101%:  149% 15% 0.304 vegetation zone, intensive IMlnlma_I to moderalttelchanges possible dye to the potential for new residences, = 1% lievelooment may impact
agriculture recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development = = 'op Y Imp
1§ 178 18] 60 11 g [§ |conditions 1.25 17.30 141.20 43.42
|Keystone Upper rail, wetland, riparian vegetation, :geohaz, intensive 4 8
(=)
Canyon Okanogan 1ot ol 101068 14% 15% 0.30potential migration zone, dispersed :agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, < | [Newor expanded
o ’ ’ ’ “Nagriculture recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development § § development may impact
2i 1 19; 96 1 & |3 |conditions 2.77 9.52 109.81 29.15
JLake Pateros |Columbia River Jroad, overwater structures, residential, bridge, 3 E di .
Ecology’s permitted facilities, geohaz, potential [Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | theCt conditions to rdemaln
19%: 0.9%| 100%: 14% 19% 4.5%)overwater structures migration zone new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure et the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. § [new higher standards for
1 4 128 95 3 development 3.37 42.38 102.30 1.37
JLeader Lake |Lower water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s 3
Okanogan River oo ton o6 13 o . S%IPEW"“@d facmt;qes, overwater [Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of | = Agriculture or other land
: : ztrggtultresé geohaz, intensive new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur | £ management activities may
icultur ) .
’ ui 57 43 E impact conditions 0.60 9.72 0.00 0.00
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|Little Bridge
Creek
o Expect conditions to remain
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. e the same or improve due to
E Inew higher standards for
E development 7.37 0.00
emanaskd O-k e o quglity 3-03(d) "-SL road ! IMinimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of < Agricuture or other land
Lake River/oma 16%: 0.9%f 56%: 14% 17% 1gyfoeohaz, inensive agricure new roads an% otﬁer supporting irg‘rastructure for aggr]iculture a'lctivities may occur £ management activities may
4 4 56; 92 § impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
JLittle Twin Lake|Middle Methow water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 1 2 |g
ol 10w ea%! o % 1104 wetland IMihimaI to moderate chgnges possiple due to the potential for new residences to be g g gee\xlzr ?g;nrizd -
built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development S |= : .p y Imp
7 29 63 2 |3 |conditions 0.07 0.07 10.16 3.7
[rost Creek West Fork geohaz 2 land management activities
Sanpoi 0 0 0 0 0 0 No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new E may impact conditions. Very
7% 0.1%| 27%:i 6% 8% 0.5% . S L nay imj
infrastructure for residential development may occur. E limited infrequent and
8 88 4 § localized impact to conditions 0.00 N/A 0.35
JLost River - .
Gorge o Expect conditions to remain
2 .
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. bt the same or improve due to
= Inew higher standards for
E development 0.89 0.00
JLower Methow |Lower Methow Jroad, geohaz, wetland, riparian potential migration 3 2 |g
River ) vegetation zone, intensive |Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be] & [ JNew or expanded
6% 0.7%| 43%: 3% 5% 0.5% : o . . . 2 |2 |development may impact
agriculture built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = | 'op y Imp:
8 4 22; 82 6 2 |3 |conditions 5.67 20.86 248.39 2.92
JLower Lower wetland, riparian vegetation 2
Okanogan Okanogan River [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and 8 |8 et or expanded i
13%; 1.0%| 71%: 13% 15% 159 ; - ) @ |x [development may impact
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [E |conditions, depends on
0 1i 19i 98 1 & |8 |recreationuse 0.21 6.73 334.42 33.63
JLower Salmon |Salmon Creek residential, road, bridge, geohaz, 3
0i 1.a% 500 7 10% 1 2%|wetlanld,| rlparlah vegetation, IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be é New or expanded
R ° ° ° -<“potental migrafion zone built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = development may impact
1 6 220 91 2 3 conditions 1.99 N/A 6.76
JLower Lower water quality 303(d) list, bridge, 1
Similkameen | Similkameen Ecology’s permitted facilities,
geohaz, wetland, riparian lvinima d h ible d ial f ' q
13%: 1.0%l 100%F 8% 9% 1.59vegetation, potential migration inimal to mo! er‘atg changes possible due to potential for new recreation an o INeworexpanded
zone, intensive agriculture agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development 2 |& |development may impact
E |E [conditions, depends on
4 18 120 69 27 2 [§ [recreationuse 0.14 0.14 36.66 3.21
JLower Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, riparian  :dispersed agriculture | 2 >
Sinlahekin vegetation, intensive agriculture Winimal to moderate ch ble due to potential { ton and % New or expanded
11%: 08%l 93 8w 11% 2 00 inimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation an 2 [& |development may impact
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E [Z |conditions, depends on
781 100 0 2 [§ [recreationuse 0.16 N/A 0.00
Lower Wells  [Columbia River Jrail, wetland, , potential migration :road 3 Expect conditions t .
Pool z0ne [Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | Xpect conditions to remain
19%: 0.9%| 100%; 14%|  19% 459 new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure @ the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. = [new higher standards for
0i O 7: 99 g development 0.51 30.63 73.19 6.28
[Malott Lamird  |Lower wetland, riparian vegetation water quality 303(d) 3 2
Okanogan River list - . . . o | @
1 )
13%; 10l 719 139% 15% 150 Mlnlma_l to moderalttelchanges possible dye to the potential for new residences, & [& [INeworexpanded
recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development E |E  |development may impact
1 2i 158 89 9 & |2 |conditions 0.15 0.68 104.21 30.24
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[Mazama Mazama Jresidential water quality 303(d) 4 g2 |3g
ot oowl 2% au 6% 0.3% list, geohaz IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, r | New or expanded .
o SO ° ° ° > recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development = § deve!qpment may Impact
0i 13 19; 63 25 2 |3 |conditions 17.00 91.93 207.63 26.03
IMedicine Lake O_kanogan water quali_ty 303(d) Iist,_ geohaz, 2 . . ) . o =2 Agriculture or other land
River/Omak 16%: 0.9%l s6%:  14% 17% 1 goJwetland, dispersed agriculture JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of | = management activities may
' ' new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = ) i
100 P E impact conditons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
[Methow - Lower Methow Jroad, geohaz, wetland residential, bridge, 4 g2 |3g
Carlton ot ol aami 3% - 0.5% Ecology’s permitted JMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be] £ | & New or expanded .
o S ° ° ° ~7 facilities built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development = § deve!qpment may Impact
5i 12 178 76 7 2 |3 |conditions 23.46 83.97 706.01 0.00
IMethow Lamird |Lower Methow road, bridge, geohaz, wetland, 4 2
i 0.7%l a3% 30 504 0.5% potential migration zone IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be é § New or expanded
R ° ’ ° ~7 built in buffers (via permit) and new infrastructure due to development E |E  |development may impact
6 7 15i 84 3 & |2 |conditions 3.29 18.69 156.98 14.28
IMiddle Methow |Middle Methow residential, intensive 4
ZQI:EE:IEE dispersed JMinimal changes due to high level of existing development; limited potential for new < Expect conditions to remain
8%: 1.9%| 64%: 9% 9% 1.1% g residences, recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to § § the same or improve due to
development E |E [new higher standards for
=} =}
4 12 5 71 12 2 |2 |development 14.28 70.18 962.03 0.00
[Middle Lower wetland, riparian vegetation residential 4 =2 B )
Okanogan Okanogan River [Minimal changes due to high level of existing development; limited potential for new | % | Expect cond!tlons to remain
13%: 1.0%| 71%: 13% 15% 1.5% residences, recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to & | |the same or improve due to
development £ | = ]new higher standards for
3 78 13 90 0 2 |8 |development 0.00 0.00 53.86 29.23
[Middle Lower water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, :riparian vegetation 1-2 )
[=2)
Similkameen  |Similkameen i 1ol 1000 6w " L5% wetland, dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and < | New or expanded .
o ? ’ ° > agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development § § deve!qpment may Impact
703 372 18 & |3 |conditions 0.60 9.05 26.56 5.12
Middle Sinlahekin River culvert riparian vegetation, 2 g
Sinlahekin 1% osl 936t sl 119 2 04 dispersed agriculture JMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new residences and < | [Neworexpanded
River ' ' agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development == development may impact
1 0 22 98 0 & | & |conditions 0.00 N/A 43.62
Jmiles Lake Middle Methow Ecology’s permitted facilities, 2 2
8 10%l 64 0w 9% 119 geohaz, intensive agriculture IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences, 2 E New or expanded
' ' recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
100 g [§ |conditions 0.09 1.99 0.00 0.00
[Moccasin Lake [Middle Methow Ecology’g perm?tted fapilities, 2 S bed it - e ber of 2 Agriculture or other land
e 19%l 62 9% % 1 1949eohaz, intensive agriculture IMinimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number o = management activities may
' ' new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur. | = I .
100 3 impact conditions 3.24 0.00 0.00
IMolson Lake  |Myers water quality 303(d) list, road, 3 New or expanded
e 020l 719% 504 8% 0.8% gez::ﬁi,:fﬂand' dispersed [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and 2 é development may impact
' ' g agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development E |E [conditions, depends on
220 88 12 & |8 [recreation use 0.00 0.00 306.63 6.28
JMuskrat Lake |Upper . watler quality 303(d) list, intensive 1 . . ) . o 2 Agriculture or other land
Okanogan River| 1606i 0506l 99%¢ 14% 17% » gogdagricutture JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of | = management activities may
' ' new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur = ) i
760 100 i E impact conditons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Okanogan City |Okanogan Jresidential, Ecology’s permitted water quality 303(d) | 3-4 = . .
River/Omak facilities, wetland, riparian list, bridge, levee, |Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | o [-3 tEthem conditions to rdematm
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%|  17% 1.9%vegetation riprap new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure € |3 € same or Improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. = |z ™ higher standards for
5. 9 4 79 & |5 |development 4.04 57.64 64.86 15.34
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Omak - Okanogan geohaz, wetland, riparian 4 o
IRiverside River/Omak vegetation, intensive agriculture IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be g %
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14% 17% 1.9% built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to c [x [Newor expanded .
development £ | = ]development may impact
2 151 98 0 g [§ |conditions 4.09 1.14 153.81 0
Omak City Qk anogan |/ovee wetiand, riparian vegetation re3|dgnt|al, Eco .lonS 34 [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be] & | € New or expanded
River/ Omak permitted facilities, o ) . . . x [ p
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14% 17% 1.9% geohaz built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to E |E |development may impact
1 5 10! 88 |development 3 |8 |conditions 0.02 56.55 0.00 29.91
Oroville City  [Upper water quality 303(d) list, bridge, residential, road, 3 E di .
Okanogan River Ecology’s permitted facilities, levee,iwetland IMinimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for g c hxpect con !tlons to rgmam
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% 2.6%¥riparian vegetation new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure bt 8 the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place § = |new higher standards for
11: 8 16; 76 & |5 |development 25.61 50.08 205.52 25.68
JPalmer Creek |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s :intensive agriculture 2 New or expanded
Confluence 0 0 0 0 0 N |perm|tted faciliies, - dispersed |Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of | 2 é development may impact
11%: 0.8%| 93% 8% 11% 2.0%agriculture o f L < | =
new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur. | £ | £  |conditions, depends on
5 50; 94 1 & |8 [recreation use 0.00 0.00 8.68 2.98
|Palmer Lake |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, dispersed igeohaz 4 E di .
agriculture IMinimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for g o Xpect con !tlons to remain
11%: 0.8%| 93% 8% 11% 2.0% new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure x| the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. § § |new higher standards for
1 1 2i 98 & |3 |development 3.15 5.35 113.73 6.73
[Pasayten - .
Wil de);ness o Expect conditions to remain
2 .
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. et the Sli'ms or 'tmpcriovg dfue to
= new higher standards for
E development 0.00 0.00
JPatterson Lake [Middle Methow Jroad, Ecology’s permitted facilities, 2 2 3 ]
overwater structures, geohaz [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residencestobef o [z Expect COHd!tIOﬂS to remain
8%: 1.9%| 64%i 9% 9% 1.1% built in buffers (via permit) and limited new infrastructure expected because of x |x the same or improve due to
existing buildout in place £ |5 [newhigher standards for
11 99 1 & |2 |development 6.20 13.98 238.29 0
JPearrygin Lake [Lower Chewuch water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s :road 1 E di .
River Jpermitted facilities, overwater [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residencestobe| o | ¢ Xpect conditions to remain
6%: 0.6%| 17% 4%) 8% 0.6%}structures, geohaz built in buffers (via permit) and recreation uses, limited new infrastructure expected | g the same or improve due to
because of existing buildout in place § > |new higher standards for
1 90 10 & |2 |development 0.00 5.49 20.18 0.36
|Rat Lake Lower overwater structures, geohaz, 2 New or expanded
Okanogan River wetland, dispersed agriculture [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and 3 = develo me?nt may impact
13% 1.0%| 71%: 13%|  15% 1.5% ) e . x |< 'op y Imp
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development £ |E [conditions, depends on
6 04 & |8 [recreation use 0.74 1.59 0.00 4,01
IRiverside Town|Okanogan llevee, wetland, riparian vegetation iwater quality 303(d) 3
River/Omak !Str’iclzr:JtIfLTZins ersed IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be g’
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14% 17% 1.9% agriculturey P built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to é é New or expanded
development E |E |development may impact
128 3 14 85 1 g [§ |conditions 4.00 15.69 80.79 20.83
JRoberts Lake |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, 2 New or expanded
wetland, dispersed agriculture - . : - = |8 .
o 14l 5206 79 10% 1204 IM|nv|maI to moder'at('e changes possible QUe to potential for new recreation and 2 |& deve!qpment may impact
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development g | conditions, depends on
100 2 [§ [recreationuse 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.62
Salmon/Conco [Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, Ecology’s 1 = Expect conditions t .
nully Lake Jpermitted facilities, geohaz, [Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for |8 | o [FXPect condltions fo reman
9%: 1.4%| 520%% 7%  10% 1.2%|wetland new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure 8 |z the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. g |z ™ higher standards for
2 9 = |8 |development 2.29 N/A 0.00
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Sidley Lake  |Myers residential, water quality 303(d) list, 3 = Expect conditions t .
Iroad, overwater structures, geohaz [Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for | ¢ |8~ |=XPect condllions fo reman
6%: 0.2%| 71%i 5% 8% 0.8% new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure € |8 the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. = |z ™ higher standards for
0i 9 4 79 12 8 |5 |development 0.00 0.00 145.23 8.24
Sinlahekin Sinlahekin River Ecology’s permitted facilities, overwater structures 2 New or expanded
JHeadwater Jpotential migration zone, - . - : - 2 .
1% 0.8%l 93% 8% 11% 2 00 Mlmmal changes posqble due to potential for new recreation and agriculture uses & deve!qpment may impact
limited number of new infrastructure due to development E conditions, depends on
100 § Jrecreation use 10.53 N/A 0.00
Spectacle Lake|Upper water quality 303(d) list, wetland  :road, overwater 1
Okanogan River S::Jnitizr;s}ic”iliggy s JMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be]
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% 2.6% geohaz fiparian ' built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to =2 2 INew or expanded
' [
vegetation development S |E  |development may impact
0 3  10i 96 1 = |8 |condiions 0.44 467 91.10 7.98
Talkire Lake  [Upper intensive agriculture dispersed agriculture, | 4 . . . . 2 Agriculture or other land
Okanogan River| 1606i 0506l 99%: 14% 17% 2 6 road IMlnllmaI to moder.atg changes possible Fiue to potential for new recreation and = management activities may
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development = . .
28 42: 712 g impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.59
Toats Coulee |Sinlahekin River wetland, potential migration zone, iroad 2
. o Agriculture or other land
11%: 0.8%l 93% 8% 11% 2 0vd No or only minimal changes expected due to forestry uses. Limited amount of new management activities may
infrastructure for development 5 impact conditions. Very limited
E infrequent and localized
24 82 18 g impact to conditions 21.12 N/A 0.00
Tonasket City |Upper Jresidential, Ecology’s permitted water quality 303(d) 3 2
Okanogan facilities, riprap, riparian vegetation :list, rail, wetland IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be 2 |9
15%: 0.4%| 101%: 14% 15% 0.3% built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to c |x [Newor expanded .
development £ | = ]development may impact
11: 12 188 77 1 8 [ [conditions 7.26 79.28 370.47 95.43
Toroda Creek |Toroda Creek intensive agriculture residential 2 ]
Agriculture or other land
Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture or forestry uses. management activities may
5%: 0.3%| 51% 4% 6% 0.3% Lin?it'eld number of new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture 2 E impact conditions. Very limited
activities may occur. E |E |infrequent and localized
4 3 g 93 0 3 |&  [mpactto conditions 7.96 N/A 52.50
Twisp River  [Twisp River Jresidential geohaz 4 2 | =
oi 0.6%l 17% 30 504 0.4% Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and % '-E New or expanded )
R ° ’ ° s agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development > § deve!qpment may Impact
1 33 16! 53 14 S |8 |conditions 10.21 35.81 256.90 0.00
Twisp River
JUpper
o ) i ] o Expect conditions to remain
JMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. & the same or improve due to
E Inew higher standards for
§ development 20.38 0.00
Twisp Town  [Middle Methow Jresidential, Ecology's permitted water quality 303(d) 3
facilities list, road, bridge, JMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be| ¢ 3
8%: 1.9%| 64% 9%) 9% 1.1% geohaz, riparian built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to g et gew lor expanded )
= =
vegetation development = |5 evelqpment may impact
28 23 13¢ 53 22 2 |3 |conditions 31.56 107.01 580.00 0.00
I - - —
Upper Methow |Upper Methow water quality 303(d) list \r,\cf;lc;ir;tlal, road, 4 IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be é é New or expanded
15%: 1.0%| 14% 2% 5% 0.8% built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to E |2 |development may impact
=} o
17 747 3p|development 8 | |eondiions 15.66 49.73 224.66 0.00
| 2 - S
Upper Methow & the same or improve due to
(©) Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. E new higher standards for
§ development 6.67 0.00
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JUpper Upper Jintensive agriculture residential, riparian 4
Okanogan Okanogan River vegvetanon, dispersed IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential for new recreation and > é New or expanded
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% 2.6% agriculture . . ) < o )
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development g | development may impact
7828 428 90 1 g [§ |conditions 2.07 23.62 166.56 92.80
JUpper Salmon |Salmon Creek wetland, potential migration zone :residential, road, 4
ggzzjﬁagte{;:g:md JMinimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be Expect conditions to remain
9%: 1.4%| 52% %) 10% 1.2% agriculture’ built in buffers (via permit) and recreation uses, limited new infrastructure expected 2 E the same or improve due to
because of existing buildout in place E |E  [Inewhigher standards for
2 6 35 87 5 & |8 |development 25.39 N/A 52.37
JUpper Lower water quality 303(d) list intensive agriculture, 2
Similkameen  [Similkameen dispersed agriculture o . ' ' - S
13%: 1.0%l 109% 8% 9% 150 [Minimal changes possible du.e tq potential for new agnculture. L!rr.n.ted number of %» 2 New or expanded .
new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur E |E |development may impact
20 0f 39 78 20 & |8 [conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 106.38
\Walker Lake  |Toroda Creek wetland, intensive agriculture dispersed agriculture 4 .
Agriculture or other land
- : . . - t activities may
[Minimal changes possible due to potential for new agriculture. Limited number of management -
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
S%: 0.3% 51% 4% 6% 03% new roads and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may occur £ !mpact conditions. \{ery limited
g infrequent and localized
98: 98 2 g impact to conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
\Wannacut Lake|Upper water quality 303(d) list, geohaz  :residential, road, 1
Okanogan River overwater structures,
intensive agriculture,
dispersed agriculture ini i i i
16%: 05%l 99%: 149 17% 2 604 IM|nv|maI to moder'at('e changes possible QUe to potential for new recreation and P
agriculture uses limited number of new infrastructure due to development o |5
& |& [Neworexpanded
£ |E |development may impact
=] .
4 0 94 2 & [8 |conditions 0.00 0.00 249.00 19.22
West Osoyoos |Upper residential, water quality 303(d) list, iroad, riparian 1-3 g | di .
Okanogan River overwater structures, Ecology’s vegetation IMinimal changes expected due to high level of existing development. Potential for 3 3 Xpect con !tlons to remain
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14% 17% 2.6%permitted facilities new residences to be built in buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure et é the same or improve due to
expected because of existing buildout in place. § = |new higher standards for
1 5 1 92 & |5 |development 6.86 28.58 117.83 11.69
West Sanpoil  |West Fork residential, potential | 2-4 .
IRiver Sanpoil migration zone, % -
7% 0.1%| 27%:i 6% 8% 0.5% intensive agriculture minor changes expected due to recreation and high intensity residential x |< New or expanded .
£ |= |development may impact
6, 18i 281 62 15 & |8 [conditions 9.20 N/A 133.17
\Whitestone Upper water quality 303(d) list, geohaz, iEcology's permitted 1 o
JLake Okanogan River dispersed agriculture facilities [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be - %
16%: 05%| 99%: 14%(  17% 2.6% built in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to < |a  |Neworexpanded
development £ | £ |development may impact
8 128 90 & |8 [conditions 0.00 0.00 49.96 3.94
Winthrop Town nger Chewuch Ire5|dent|al, Wa}ter qua.llty 303(.d.).|ISt’ bridge, geohaz, 3 [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the potential for new residences to be é 3 New or expanded
River 0 wl 176 au 8% 0.6% road, Ecology's permitted faciliies :wetland built in buffers (vi i i d new infrastructure due t x o P .
6%: 0.6% b (i (] .69 uilt in buffers (via permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to g = development may impact
=} o
0i 198 16} 68 13|development 8 & |condiions 5.54 69.98 83.07 6.88
Wolf Creek
o Expect conditions to remain
JMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. g the same or improve due to
E new higher standards for
g development 0.00 0.00

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
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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




