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The Need for Concerted Action  

’

Going Big on the Bear  

’
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Step 1. Conservation Targets: Focal Elements for Conservation  

–

’  

                                                           
1
  

Bear River Conservation Action Plan (CAP) 

 

1
 Although an important component of biodiversity within the Bear River Watershed, sagebrush habitats have had much attention and conservation 

action by government agencies, local working groups, universities and conservation groups. Therefore the sagebrush steppe systems were not 
included with this CAP.  The CAP team has determined that conservation of these targets will secure an ecologically functional system for all 
biodiversity dependent on the river.  
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Step 2. Viability Assessment: Determining Target Health 

’

Key Attribute Poor Fair Good Very Good 
Current 

Rating 

Desired 

Rating 

Riparian 

vegetation 

presence 

0-25% of available 

floodplain (potential 

riparian habitat) 

occupied by 

riparian vegetation  

25-50% of available 

floodplain (potential 

riparian habitat) 

occupied by 

riparian vegetation 

50-75% of available 

floodplain (potential 

riparian habitat) 

occupied by 

riparian vegetation 

75-100% of 

available floodplain 

(potential riparian 

habitat) occupied 

by riparian 

vegetation 

Fair Good 

Vegetation 

composition 

0-50% native 50-75% native 75-90% native 90-100% native 
Poor Good 

 

Very Good: Functioning at its ecologically desirable status. Requires little human intervention.

Good: Functioning within its range of acceptable variation. May require human intervention to maintain this status.

Fair: Outside its range of acceptable variation. Requires human intervention. Vulnerable to serious degradation if left unchecked.

Poor: If condition remains for extended period, restoration or prevention of extirpation will be practically impossible. 
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  Conservation Targets Viability Rank 

  Current Rating   

1 Upper Bear Wetlands  Fair 

2 Upper Bear Riparian Main Stem (historic floodplain from Evanston to Thomas Fork)  Poor 

3 Upper Bear Riparian Tributaries (downstream from Evanston) Fair 

4 Upper Bear Aquatic (tributaries and main stem below Evanston) Fair 

5 Middle Bear Wetlands Fair 

6 Middle Bear Riparian Main Stem  Fair 

7 Middle Bear Riparian Tributaries  Fair 

8 Middle Bear Aquatic Main Stem  Fair 

9 Middle Bear Aquatic Tributaries  Fair 

10 Lower Bear Wetlands Fair 

11 Lower Bear Riparian Main Stem  (includes tributaries to Bonneville bench and Malad) Poor 

12 Lower Bear Riparian Tributaries (from benches to headwaters)  Very Good 

13 Lower Bear Aquatic Main Stem Fair 

14 Lower Bear Aquatic Tributaries (from main stem to Bonneville Bench)  Fair 

15 Lower Bear Grasslands Fair 

  Project Biodiversity Health Rank Fair 

Key Finding  

’
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Key Finding:  

 

Step 3. Threats: Identifying Factors Affecting Targets 

“ ”

“ ”

  Threats Across Targets 
Overall Threat 

Rank 

  Project-specific threats   

1 Residential development Very High 

2 Water allocation policies Very High 

3 Invasive species Very High 

4 Inappropriate grazing and agricultural practices Very High 

5 Dams and diversions High 

6 Mining and energy High 

7 Commercial development High 

8 
Credit Reserve Program is not extended or 

adequately funded 
High 

9 Rip-rap/other stream bank stabilization  High 

10 Storm water High 

11 Waste water High 

  Threat Status for Targets and Project Very High 

High: Threat is likely to seriously degrade the ecological system over much of 
the area.

Very High: Threat is likely to destroy the ecological system over much of the 
area.
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Step 4. Strategies: Critical Conservation Actions 
’

 

Objectives 

1 A multi-state team is in place to implement CAP strategies.  

2 The most problematic invasive species are identified, mapped, and 

action taken to stop their spread. Educated landowners are active 

participants in these efforts. 

3 Grazing and other agricultural practices are not negatively affecting 

conservation targets in priority areas.  

4 Residential and commercial development has been guided away from 

high priority conservation sites.  

5 The main stem riparian target improves from poor to fair condition. 

6 Tributaries provide good aquatic conditions that support native species. 

7 Wetlands, riparian and aquatic targets have adequate water to maintain 

the system in good to fair condition. 

8 Wetland, riparian and aquatic targets have been enhanced by achieving 

water quality goals. 

9 Impacts are minimized from recreational use/development. 

10 Impacts are minimized from mining and energy as the result of science-

driven locations. 

11 The Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) is extended, adequately 

funded, and implemented to benefit grasslands. 

12 New analysis has been conducted to understand the impact that 

climate variability has on the conservation targets. 

13 The loss of shrub-steppe habitat due to fires has been minimized. 

 

 

 

 

Key Finding:  
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Planning Process Participants 

 

Thanks to the following groups for their 

guidance and participation in this effort: 

 

PacifiCorp 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources 

Utah Division of Environmental Quality 

Idaho Department of Environmental 

Quality 

Trout Unlimited      

Bridgerland Audubon Society 

Wild Utah Project 

Ducks Unlimited 

Institute for Watershed Science  

Sagebrush Steppe Regional Land Trust  

USDA Forest Service 
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Next Steps: Building Toward the Future 

mailto:jdegiorgio@tnc.org

