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UGC1A Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Grande Ronde River Mainstem (Five-Points Creek)
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Final 2012 FCRPS Biological Opinion Habitat Conditions Represented Using Standardized NOAA Limiting Factors
Upper Grande Ronde Subbasin, Oregon
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UGC1B Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Grande Ronde River Mainstem (Mouth of State Ditch to Five-Points Creek)
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UGC2 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Grande Ronde River Mainstem (Five-Points Creek to Meadow Creek)
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UGC3A Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Beaver Creek
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UGC3B Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Fly Creek
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UGC4 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Meadow Creek and Tributaries
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UGC5 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem (Meadow Creek to Sheep Creek)
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UGC6 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Upper Grande Ronde River Mainstem (Sheep Creek to Meadowbrook Creek)
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UGC9
UGC8 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status

Sheep Creek and Chicken Creek
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UGC7 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Upper Grande Ronde River Tributaries (Meadowbrook Creek to East Fork; Clear Creek and East Fork)
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UGC9 Grande Ronde River Upper Mainstem Standard Limiting Factor Status
Limber Jim and Tributaries and Meadowbrook Creek
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Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook
Population Assessment Units and Limiting Factors

CCC4 Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Lower and Middle Catherine Creek Tributaries
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CCC1 Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Indian Creek
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CCC2A Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Lower Catherine Creek (Mouth of Indian Creek to State Ditch Diversion)
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CCC5 Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
North and South Forks Catherine Creek
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CCC2B Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Lower Catherine Creek (State Ditch Diversion to old Grande Ronde River confluence)
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CCC2C Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Lower Catherine Creek (old Grande Ronde River confluence to Pyles Creek)
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CCC3B Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Catherine Creek (Swackhammer Diversion to North and South Forks)
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CCC3A Catherine Creek Standard Limiting Factor Status
Middle Catherine Creek (Pyles Creek to Swackhammer Diversion)
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P ies a nd  b a rs were genera ted  fro m  estim a tes o f the ha b ita t c o nd itio n o f key lim iting fa c to rs a sso c ia ted  with
ha b ita t a c tio ns c o m pleted  fro m  2007 to  2011 a nd  eva lua ted  b y the 2006, 2009, a nd  2012 expert pa nels a nd
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ea c h b a r is rela tive to  the Intrinsic  P o tentia l o f ea c h Assessm ent Unit within the po pula tio n a s d efined  fo r
Rec o very P la ns b y the Interio r Co lum b ia  Ba sin Tec hnic a l Rec o very Tea m  a nd   a d justed  b y ea c h Expert
P a nel b a sed  o n b est “c urrent c o nd itio n” info rm a tio n where a pplic a b le.  The Intrinsic  P o tentia l weighting fa c to r
(Assessm ent Unit Weight) is d eno ted  b elo w ea c h b a r.
So urc es: 
Ba seline d a ta  pro vid ed  b y Na tio na l Oc ea nic  a nd  Atm o spheric  Ad m inistra tio n (NOAA).
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