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SUMMARY ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
The Beaver River Watershed Project which was started in 1994 has to date accomplished the following:
•

•
•
•
•
•

Developed a final Coordinated Resource Management Plan (CRMP) document in 2001.
This document was completed after several years of hard work and commitment from
many state and federal agency personnel, non-profit organizations and private landowners
and citizens.
Received EPA NPS-319 funding in fiscal years 1993, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 00 and 02.
Received USDA watershed priority Environmental Quality Incentive Program funding due
to developed watershed plan document.
319 funds have helped over 32 landowners in watershed improve water quality on their
operations.
Watershed project has leveraged over $6.58 million dollars from other state and federal
conservation programs and match.
Water quality results summary indicate, although there was a decline in the percentage of
samples exceeding the pollution indicator value, there is no year in which the percentage is
below 25%, indicating that TP is still a problem. Also, there is also a decline in the
average annual concentration levels in the Beaver River, but never less than the pollution
indicator of 0.05 mg/L. Changes in nutrient loading are related to discharge rather than
improvements caused by BMPs put in place. Positive trend for other surrogate such as
riparian greenline and channel morphology were observed.
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BEAVER RIVER WATERSHED

1.0

INTRODUCTION
The Beaver River Watershed encompasses approximately 320,000 acres (500 sq. mi.) of rangeland,
forest, sub-irrigated and irrigated pasture, hayland, meadow pasture and several small rural
communities. The watershed is encircled by the Tushar Mountains on the northeast and east,
Circleville Mountain on the southeast and the Mineral Mountain range on the west. Elevations in the
watershed area range from 12,082 ft. from Mt. Baldy in the Tushar Mountains to 5,503 ft. at
Minersville Reservoir to the west. The climate in this region is temperate and is characterized by
long cold snowy winters, hot dry summers and fall thunderstorms. Precipitation in the area is
influenced by the following two major storm patterns: The occurrence of frontal systems from the
Pacific Northwest during winter and spring, late summer and early fall thunderstorms from the south
and southwest. Average precipitation in the watershed averages 11 inches
(40 inches in the mountains, 8 inches in the lower desert valleys). Irrigated and sub-irrigated pastures
and meadows are used for livestock grazing and the production of grass hay. Beef and dairy cattle
and horses are the major livestock produced in the watershed and are the major source of income.
Several nonpoint source water quality problems were identified in this watershed. They include the
following: sedimentation, nutrient loading (phosphorus and nitrogen) and eroding stream banks. The
net effect from these pollutants was deterioration in the quality of water in the Beaver River, its
tributaries and the Minersville Reservoir.
The Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for the Beaver River Watershed Project is located in the
published Beaver River Watershed Coordinated Resource Management Plan and Restoration Action
Strategy which was completed on February 1, 2001. The TMDL section in this document is located
starting on page 50 and ending on page 90. The TMDL for the Beaver River was approved in 2000,
with the defined target of 0.05 mg/L concentration for total phosphorus (TP) in the stream.
Minersville Reservoir was given a target load of 2719 kg/year, a reduction of 6187 kg/year from
previous loads. In order for this goal to be met, loads entering Minersville Reservoir from Beaver
River must also be decreased. Figure 1 presents the annual loads of TP on the Beaver River, roughly
2 miles above Minersville Reservoir. There was a decline in TP values beginning in 1999.
However, this decline corresponds to a decline in stream flow or runoff, possibly indicating that the
decline in TP levels is not related to improvements made by BMP’s put in place, but an illustration
of widespread drought conditions in Utah and surrounding states in the intermountain West through
2002.
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2.0

PROJECT GOALS, OBJECTIVES, ACTIVITES
2.1

Planned and actual milestones, products, completion dates

Goal #1: Demonstrate the benefits to the improvement of water quality by implementing animal
waste control facilities and by following animal waste management plans.
Objective 1: Reduce nutrient and coliform loading to the Beaver River by animal waste.
Task 1. NRCS will assist cooperators in designing and implementing fourteen
animal waste control facilities and animal waste management plans.
Products: Sixteen animal waste plans developed for local cooperators
Task 2. Animal waste control facilities installed and animal waste management
Plans implemented. NRCS providing needed technical assistance.
Products: Sixteen animal waste control projects on local dairies and feedlots.
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02
Goal #2: Demonstrate the potential for restoring vegetative cover of riparian areas and
rangelands and show the benefits provided to the watershed that come from
restoring vegetative cover to protective levels.
Objective 1: Demonstrate the potential for restoring vegetative cover that will protect and
improve riparian area along the Beaver River as well as demonstrating the
benefits to the watershed of a restored riparian area.
Task 3. Stabilize 8 miles of streambank corridor by implementing the
following BMP’s to reestablish vegetative cover: Dormant stump
planting, seeding, fencing, livestock water development and riparian
pasture management.
Products: 6 miles (31,644 ft.) of streambank protection using fencing, willow
plantings, bank shaping, seeding, rock barbs, root wads, tree plantings.
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02
Objective 2: Demonstrate the potential for reducing NPS pollutants and the benefits of
improving vegetative cover of rangeland within the watershed.
Task 4. Reestablish vegetative cover on 31,600 acres of rangeland with the
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following actions: Brush management practices, reseeding to desirable
species of grasses and forbes, fencing, stock water development and by
applying grazing management practices.
Products: 34,472 acres of grazing management practices including 3,482 acres
of reseeding and brush management, 4.5 miles of fencing for grazing
management practices, 6 stock water facilities, 9 stock watering ponds
developed. Sediment reduction was measured on a range of specific
comparison. Greenville Bench range; 1.5 tons/acre/year at a recorded
1,440 acres improved through range re-seeding and brush work equals a
total 2,160 tons of sediment loading reduction. Mineral Mountain range;
6.3 tons/acre/year at a recorded 1,212 acres improved with range reseeding and brush management work equals 7,636 tons of sediment
loading reduction.
Completion Dates: FY-96 through FY-02
Goal #3: Inform landowners, water users and the public of current progress being made in water
quality improvements, monitoring activities and the benefits that come from these
improvements.
Objective 1: Keep all interested individuals, groups and the public informed of project progress,
monitoring action and identified benefits of project actions.
Task 5. Initiate an NPS Information and Education program using newsletters,
radio broadcast, videos, newspapers and brochures.
Products: The Beaver River Watershed Information and Education (I&E)
Committee initiated an Annual Watershed Day for area high school
students which is now in its 13th year. This project has educated
approximately 1,500 students to date. The I& E Committee
and local SCD board also developed an Annual Fall Watershed Tour
for the watershed’s landowners to showcase nonpoint source water
quality projects and information regarding how landowners can
participate in a cost share project. Fifteen water quality tours were
conducted to date. Various brochures, workshops and field days have
also been organized with water quality I&E funds to help educate local
landowners and the public. (Selected I&E material is found in the
Appendix.)
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02
Goal #4: Provide technical assistance and leadership for project planning and implementation.
Provide the leadership necessary to organize local leaders and organizations into action
groups and provide technical expertise to implement planned BMP’s that will resolve
NPS problems.
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Objective 1: Provide leadership to organize local groups into action committees, provide
guidance to keep committees functional and provide technical assistance to plan
and implement BMP’s that will resolve NPS problems.
Task 6. Project Coordinator (PC) provided leadership, direction and technical
assistance to develop and implement BMP’s that will bring about the
desired improvement to water quality. The PC also provided
direction and assist in the development of a CRMP for the Beaver River
Watershed. This effort has been ongoing since 1995 starting with the
organization of the steering and TAC committees will gather data of the
watershed resources to be used in the preparation of the CRMP and
related PIPs. Targeted completion date for CRMP is June of 1997. A
watershed PIP will also be preparing in FY97 for 319 funding as a
watershed project.
Products: The project coordinators; NRCS District Conservationist and UACD
Zone Five Coordinator provided leadership and guidance for the
organized watershed steering committee and Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC). As a result of many organized meetings for the
steering committee (decision makers) and the TAC committee
(technical workgroups), a final draft of the Beaver River Coordinated
Resource Management Plan/Watershed Restoration Action Strategy
was completed in 2001. The project coordinators also developed
Project Implementation Programs (PIP’s) for the watershed project
and successfully received funding for fiscal year’s 1993, 96, 97,
98, 99, 00 and 02.
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02
Task 7:

Administer and oversee contract development and preparation,
tracking match and documenting, reporting actions and completing
the final project progress reports.

Products: The UACD Zone Five Resource Coordinator complied with the tracking
requirements for all watershed 319 projects. A match ledger was
developed and tracked with an eligible match being documented
in a project match file. The coordinator also worked with individual
cooperators on 319 contracts, cost-share applications and invoices
for payment to make sure projects were being completed and
necessary paper work filed. Annual and semi-annual progress reports
were developed by the coordinator and sent to the Environmental
Section of the Utah Department of Agriculture and Food. The
coordinator also developed the final watershed report required by the
U.S. EPA. A total of thirty-two 319 projects were developed in
Fiscal Years 1993 to 2002.
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02
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Goal #5:

Improve irrigation systems to improve water quality degradation caused from
outmoded irrigation systems and irrigation practices by implementing modern more
efficient systems and methods.

Objective #1:

Organize delivery systems to be more efficient in the delivery of irrigation water
and to be non-erosive.
Task 8:

Consolidate delivery ditches where possible, install a pressurized
pipeline and deliver quality water to each irrigated land unit,
(2 projects)

Products: Developed nine pressurized and improved irrigation systems for
609 acres of pasture and hayland. Reduced seepage loss
of more than 816 acre feet/year. Reduced sediment delivery to
Minersville Reservoir. Installed 19,880 feet (3.8) miles of irrigation
pipeline.
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02
Objective #2:

Reduced nutrient leaching into underground water supply, by improving irrigation
efficiencies on 1,000 acres of irrigated land. (From 30% to 60-70%)
Task 9:

Assist 12 irrigators in evaluating irrigation practices and efficiencies of
systems. Install improved irrigation systems and apply irrigation
management practices to 1,000 acres of irrigated land.

Products: Assisted 14 irrigators in evaluating irrigation practices. Installed 9
pivot irrigation systems from flood irrigation to sprinklers. Reduced
the nutrient load (nitrogen and phosphorus) to Minersville Reservoir
from this source by 10-20% (0.0855 mg/l - 0.0171 mg/l).
Completion Dates: FY-93 through FY-02

2.2

Evaluation of Goal Achievement and Relationship to the State NPS Management
Plan
The Beaver River 319 NPS project implementation plan and the associated USDA/NRCS
Hydrologic Unit Area plan have met the goals and objectives as outlined in the Utah
Nonpoint Source Pollution Management Plan. The achievements include: environmental
protection of the resource; the improvement of program efficiency; increased program
effectiveness; the integration of this watershed into statewide management programs; data
management; improved coordination and working relationships within federal, state, and local
governmental agencies along with the private sector; and agency and staff accountability.
8

The completion of these water quality projects has allowed the cooperators/landowners to
better control animal waste through BMPs to their dairies and feedlots. Several landowners
have better grazing management systems through fencing and reseeding projects. Many
landowners own ground on or adjacent to the Beaver River and have installed projects that
restored their once degraded streambanks and riparian areas. Many pastures have also been
improved through good pasture management and improved irrigation efficiency which has
improved the water quality coming off these lands. This project has been able to educate
many sectors of the public including; landowners, local citizens, government agency
personnel and local students. Many specialized watershed day activities and local tours were
carried out over the project time line. This project has and continues to function as it was
planned, designed and implemented.

3.0

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES DEVELOPED AND/OR REVISED
Below is listed the Best Management Practices (BMP) and quantities implemented from
319 water-quality projects on the Beaver-River Watershed.
Rangeland Restoration
1. Brush Management
2. Range Reseeding
3. Stock Water Development
4. Fencing
5. Proper Grazing Use
6. Planned Grazing System
Animal Waste Control Systems
1. Separator/Waste Storage Facilities
2. Manure Mgmt./Irrigation System to
Mange Nutrients
3. Water Control Structures/Pipeline
4. Livestock Water Management/Troughs
5. Dairy Yard Flushing Systems
Streambank/Riparian/Restoration Projects
1. Streambank Restoration
2. Fencing Riparian/Streambanks
3. Wildlife Habitat Restoration
4. Fish Habitat
5. Prescribed Grazing (Pasture/Riparian) Pasture
Planning
6. Pasture Irrigation Improvement
Irrigation Run-Off Improvement Projects
8. /9. Irrigation System/Run-Off Mitigation

Amount Applied
3,4822 Acres
3,4822 Acres
9 Stock Water Ponds/
8 Water Troughs
4.75 Miles
34,473 Acres
34,473 Acres
3 Systems
3 Irrigation Projects
4 Pipeline Projects
6 Facilities
1 System
6 Miles (31,644 ft.)
6 Miles
6 Miles
6 Miles
121 Acres
1 System
9 Irrigation systems
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4.0

MONITORING RESULTS
4.1

TMDL Implementation Effectiveness

The TMDL for the Beaver River was approved in 2000, with the defined target of 0.05 mg/L
concentration for total phosphorus (TP) in the stream. Minersville Reservoir was given a target load of
2719 kg/year, a reduction of 6187 kg/year from previous loads. In order for this goal to be met, loads
entering Minersville Reservoir from Beaver River must also be decreased. Figure 1 presents the annual
loads of TP on the Beaver River, roughly 2 miles above Minersville Reservoir. Loading data was
calculated using flow data obtained from the USGS gaging station near Adamsville, and TP concentration
data collected by the Utah Division of Water Quality at STORET site 5940210.
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Figure 1. Annual Load data for site 5940210, plotted with discharge rates.

As seen in the graph, there is a decline in TP values beginning in 1999. However, this decline
corresponds to a decline in discharge levels, possibly indicating that the decline in TP levels is not related
to improvements made by BMP’s put in place, but an illustration of widespread drought conditions in
Utah and surrounding states in the intermountain West.
A statistical evaluation of the pre- and post implementation period indicate that there is a slight decrease
in total phosphorus concentrations. However, there are no differences in total phosphorus loading and
discharge for the same period (p>0.05).
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4.2

BMP Effectiveness Evaluation

Utah’s Interagency Nonpoint Source Monitoring Workgroup was organized in 1992 to monitor BMP
effectiveness in selected impaired watersheds. In addition to water quality, several measures of aquatic
habitat, channel morphology and riparian stability and plant community characteristics were performed.
Water quality data were collected approximately monthly for several years. Monitoring has shown
declines in nutrients, and most of our site-specific surrogate sampling (e.g. riparian greenline and channel
geomorphology) that is performed on actual project sites have also shown positive trends (see Section 4.3
below).

Figure 2. Map of the Beaver River watershed, with monitoring sites marked.

4.3

4.3.1

Surface Water Improvements

Total Phosphorus

Beaver River is listed as impaired due to TP levels, with more than 25% of samples collected exceeding
the pollution indicator concentration level of 0.05 mg/L. Figure 2 presents a map of the Beaver River
watershed, along with sampling sites and the project site used in this study. Data completeness varies
from site-to-site and year-to-year. Figure 3 presents a graph of annual percent exceedences for a year,
along with the average annual concentration for STORET 5940210. Although there is a decline in the
percentage of samples exceeding the pollution indicator value, there is no year in which the percentage is
below 25%, indicating that TP is still a problem. Also, there is also a decline in the average annual
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concentration levels in the Beaver River, but never less than the pollution indicator of 0.05 mg/L. These
graphs show that further improvement in the Beaver River watershed is necessary.
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Figure 3. Annual % exceedences and mean value TP concentrations for STORET 5940210.
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4.3.2 Stream Channel Geomorphology
The Pat Yardley site, located above the confluence of the Beaver River with South Creek (see
Figure 4.3) was studied for changes in the stream channel geomorphology. BMP’s effected on this site
included meander rehabilitation, fencing and grazing management. The stream was surveyed along 6
transects in 1997-1999, and again in 2003. Due to some errors in data collection and analysis, 2003 data
is available for only 5 of the transects, and 1999 data is only available for 3 of the transects. The results
are presented below in Figures 4 (a plan view of the area) and 5.

Beaver River, Yardley Site
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Figure 4. Plan view of the Yardley site on the Beaver River.
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Figure 5. Stream channel cross-sections on the Yardley site on the Beaver River.
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Analysis of the cross-sections proves inconclusive as to whether or not the stream is improving.
An improving stream channel will exhibit a narrowing and deepening of the channel, and deposition along
banks and point bars. While it is evident that the channel is changing shape, including some deposition
and flattening of banks, the channel does not appear to be narrowing or deepening along any transect.

5.0

COORDINATION EFFORTS
5.1

Coordination from Other State Agencies

Several state agencies participated in this Watershed Project.
A listing of agencies and their role in the project follows
• Utah Division of Water Quality (UDWQ)- Technical Advisory Committee, monitoring
• Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR)- Technical Advisory Committee/provided
seed for range projects
• Utah Forestry, Fire and State Lands- Technical Advisory Committee
• Utah State Trust Lands- Technical Advisory Committee/Steering Committee
• Utah State Water Rights Office- Technical Advisory Committee
• Utah Department of Agriculture and Food- Technical Advisory Committee/Contract
Management/Information and Education/Project Inspections
• Utah State Parks- Technical Advisory Committee
• Utah State University- Information and Education
5.2

Other State Environmental Program Coordination

The Utah Division of Water Quality (UDWQ) developed a water quality monitoring program
for the TMDL/NPS project on the Beaver River. The monitoring program is a continuing
project to date.
5.3

Federal Coordination

Several federal agencies were involved with the Beaver River Watershed Project. Listed
below are the agencies and their role(s) in the project:
•
•
•
•
5.4

Natural Resource Conservation Service(NRCS)- Provided Planning and Technical
Assistance on Projects/Technical Advisory Committee
Bureau of Land Management (BLM)- Technical Advisory Committee
U.S. Forest Service (USFS)- Technical Advisory Committee/Steering Committee
Farm Service Agency- Steering Committee
USDA Programs

From 1997 to 2006 the USDA’s Environmental Quality Incentive Program (EQIP) provided
cost-share funding on conservation projects in cooperation with EPA 319 water quality funds in
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the amount of $3,275,100. Many of these EQIP projects were water quality related and several
cooperators combined EQIP dollars with EPA-319 dollars for the maximum cost-share benefit
on their lands.

5.5 Accomplishments of Agency Coordination Meetings
Coordination meetings on this project were conducted by the Beaver River Watershed Steering
Committee. This committee represented all the stakeholders/decision makers in the watershed
who could make executive decisions under their land ownership jurisdiction. The steering
committee met on a regular basis and reviewed and approved water quality project using 319
funding.
5.6 Resources/Coordination from Federal Land Management Agencies
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) provided watershed funding over $2 million on the
Greenville Bench Pinion/Juniper Rangeland Restoration Project which was identified in the
final coordinated resource management plan by providing equipment and personnel to work on
the treatment area.
5.7

Other Sources of Funds, Assistance

The Southern Utah chapter of Sportsman for Fish and Wildlife organization donated over
$19,000 in seed and deer winter range plants for local watershed day events.
The Utah Division of Wildlife Resources also contributed seed for several range projects on
the watershed totaling approximately $55,000.
The Utah Agriculture Resource Development Loan (ARDL) Program was another funding
mechanism for watershed/water quality projects. Since the start of the Beaver River Watershed
project, eighteen ARDL projects have been funded in the amount of $1,105,802. These
projects consisted of animal waste mitigation, irrigation improvement, streambank and riparian
restoration, pastureland improvement and rangeland improvement.
The Beaver River Watershed was the first area in the state to utilize the Utah Division of Water
Quality’s State Revolving Loan Program. One loan was secured for riparian restoration and
sediment mitigation for $42,152.

6.0

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
Several public meetings were held in conjunction with this watershed project. On April 4,
1995, the following problems affecting the quality of water in the Beaver River Watershed
were identified at a public meeting held in the Beaver County courthouse. Approximately 25
citizens/participants agreed that some form of action was needed to prevent further degradation
of the Beaver River and to restore water quality in the watershed to state standards for
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designated uses.
The following list of concerns was agreed to by those present:
1. Riparian areas along the river are damaged, in poor condition and not
functioning adequately.
2. Rangeland is generally in poor condition (lack of adequate vegetative cover).
Soil erosion exceeds acceptable rates of soil loss established for the range
sites in this watershed. Sheet, rill and gully erosion along with the resulting
sediment deposition is excessive.
3. Streambank erosion is cutting into pasture and meadow lands along the river.
4. Irrigation delivery systems are impaired and efficiency of water delivery is
low. (Ditch and bank erosion, weed choked ditches and flood irrigation.)
5. Nonpoint source pollutants are transported to the Beaver River and
Minersville Reservoir by irrigation water return flows, and from rainstorm and
snow melt runoff.
6. Pastures, along streams and near the reservoir, are heavily grazed, in poor
condition and lack adequate vegetative cover.
7. Animal waste, from pastures and feed lots, is washed into streams, the river
and reservoir.
8. Fertilizer, sprays and other chemical pollutants are also washed (transported)
into streams and reservoirs.
9. Short supply of irrigation water in mid to late season limits agricultural
production and recreational use.
10. Excessive input of nutrients (phosphorus and nitrogen) to the Beaver River
and Minersville Reservoir.
11. The aesthetic value of the Beaver River and Minersville Reservoir is
diminished due to the impacts from nonpoint source pollution.
12. Stream and reservoir fisheries are impaired and wildlife habitat is lacking in
many areas.
13. All areas of recreational use in the watershed are affected by the aboveidentified problems.
From this public scoping process, the efforts shifted to a Coordinated Resource Management
Planning Process (CRMP) with the local soil conservation district organizing the local steering
committee. The NRCS and UACD project coordinators developed a project implementation
proposal for 319 funding and the technical advisory committee began its efforts in developing a
watershed plan with best management practices (BMP) recommendations. The Beaver River
Watershed Steering Committee approved project applications based on a local ranking system for
water quality projects.
The Beaver River Watershed Steering Committee consisted of several agencies and groups listed below.
●Beaver Soil Conservation District (SCD)
●Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
●Forest Service (USFS)
●Private Landowner (farmer)
●Farm Service Agency/County Committee
●Private Citizen (Homeowner Group)
●USU Extension Service

●Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR)
●Utah Southern Land (Trust Lands)
●Beaver County
●Beaver City
●State Parks
●Utah Association of Conservation Districts (UACD)
16

Agency coordination also took place from the organized watershed technical advisory committee and its
associated workgroups. This committee was given the task under the direction of the steering committee
to develop a coordinated resource management plan and watershed restoration action strategy that could
be approved and carried out by the local steering committee. Agencies coordinating on the technical
advisory committee included:
▪NRCS
▪DWQ/DEQ
▪UACD
▪Water Rights

7.0

▪UDWR
▪Extension Service
▪State Parks
▪BLM

▪Forest Service
▪Utah Dept. of Ag & Food

ASPECTS OF THE PROJECT THAT DID NOT WORK WELL
It has been noted that planning for a certain number of projects in a categorized format might not
work well in a voluntary program. The steering committee adopted a ranking system based on
allocating so many dollars to each goal and objective in the PIP. Although some of the
objectives were met, it was extremely difficult to hold a set amount of funding for a particular
type of project i.e.; pasture management. It was noticed that interested cooperators who wanted
to get a project on the ground shouldn’t be penalized if their project didn’t fit a goal that had its
funding used up. Several adjustments had to be made to get all project dollars on the ground.

8.0

FUTURE ACTIVITY RECOMMENDATIONS
•

Shorter response times between submittal of project plans and on-the-ground funding of
projects.

• It is the recommendation of the Beaver River Watershed Steering Committee to
encourage additional funding for this watershed project. There is still much work to be
done in this area. With additional funding and time this project could potentially reach
20 to 25 cooperators/landowners who have not participated with the steering committee
or Beaver Soil Conservation District on water quality conservation projects. There is
also a great potential to leverage more upland/range improvement projects on both
private and public lands located in the watershed plan document with more cooperation
coming from our state and federal agency partners over the past couple of years. With
the large amount of meadow and pasture in the watershed, additional funding could be
used for pasture/riparian improvement and management projects.
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Appendix
Includes an assortment of project photos, information and education materials and The Beaver River 319
Project Map showing location of 319 projects with a Table listing the project, type, contract number and
dollar amounts.
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Beaver River Watershed – List of 319 Projects
ID #
Project Name
Type
1

Robert’s Dairy

Waste Management

2
3
4
5
6

Mineral Mt. Range
Gayle Randall
Pat Yardley
Reed Carter
Sam Kerkseik

Re-Seed
Streambank Stabilization
Streambank Stabilization
Range Re-Seed
Streambank Stabilization

7
8
9
10

Jeff Joseph
Newall Warr
Thane Marshall
Clark Smith

11
12
13

Rodney Bradshaw
Pat Joseph
Jessup Brothers Dairy

Streambank Stabilization
Animal Waste
Riparian Restoration
Streambank Stabilization
/Pasture Management
Rangeland Improvement
Rangeland Improvement
Animal Waste

14
15

Bret Bradshaw
Bradshaw Cattle Co.

Animal Waste
Irrigation Run-Off

16

Pat Yardley

Animal Waste

17
18
19
20

Roberts Dairy
Gubler Land &
Livestock
Tavish Edwards
Bruce Brown

21

Tavish Edwards

22

Tavish Edwards

23

Tavish Edwards

Animal Waste Storage
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement
Rangeland Improvement
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement
/Riparian Restoration
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement
Rangeland Fencing
Improvement
Streambank Restoration
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Sam Kerkseik

Streambank Restoration

Contract Number
FY-93 (95-3355)
FY-95 (97-0779)
FY-96 (97-1033)
Total
FY-96 (97-1033
FY-96 (97-1033)
FY-96 (97-1033)
FY-96 (97-1033)
FY-96 (97-1033)
FY-97(98-0855)
FY-98 (99-0928)
Total
FY-96 (97-1033)
FY-97 (98-0855)
FY-97 (95-0855)
FY-97 (98-0855)

Contract
Amount
$30,000.00
$19,800.00
$30,000.00
$79,800.00
$10,120.08
$1,137.45
$263.01
$9,006.44
$5,986.88
$32,445.56
$5,727.69
$44,157.13
$485.62
$5,691.50
$817.88
$3,162.88

FY-98 (99-0928)
FY-98 (99-0928)
FY-98 (99-0928)
FY-99 (00-1689)
FY-00 (01-1908)
Total
FY-99 (00-1689)
FY-99 (00-1689)
FY-02 (04-1335)
Total
FY-99 (00-1689)
FY-00 (01-1908)
Total
FY-00 (01-1908)
FY-00 (01-1908)

$25,612.58
$1,215.00
$10,829.73
$52,912.27
$38,885.44
$102,627.44
$26,100.00
$21,904.28
$2,854.00
$24,758.28
$2,584.01
$19,838.13
$22,422.14
$126,317.59
$63,105.22

FY-00 (01-1908)
FY-00 (01-1908)

$20,642.90
$68,657.41

FY-00 (01-1908)

$30,621.00

FY-00 (01-1908)

$14,160.00

FY-00 (01-1908)
FY-02 (04-1335)
Total
FY-02 (04-1335)

$6,968.13
$321.87
$7,290.00
$18,913.98
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25
26
27

Sam Kerkseik
Tavish Edwards
Bret Bradshaw

28
29
30

Julie Barnes/Dean
Carter
Zane Yardley
Robin Bradshaw

31

David Bradshaw

32
33

Jaden Edwards
Dale Gubler

Streambank Restoration
Rangeland Improvement
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement
Rangeland Improvement

FY-02 (04-1335)
FY-02 (04-1335)
FY-02 (04-1335)

$17,622.97
$11,940.00
$25,925.62

FY-02 (04-1335)

$8,000.00

Streambank Restoration
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement
Rangeland Improvement
Irrigation Run-Off
Improvement

FY-02 (04-1335)
FY-02 (04-1335)

$10,659.00
$8,934.00

FY-02 (04-1335)

$8,934.00

FY-02 (04-1335)
FY-02 (04-1335)

$26,218.62
$11,526.00
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