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Appendix B - Full Application Checklist
SNC Reference#: 846

Project Name: Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase |l

App|icant; Butte County Fire Safe Council

Please mark each box: check if item is included in the application; mark “N/A” if not
applicable to the project. “N/A” identifications must be explained in the application. Please
consult with SNC staff prior to submission if you have any questions about the applicability
to your project of any items on the checklist. All applications must include a CD including
an electronic file of each checklist item, if applicable. The naming convention for each
electronic file is listed after each item on the checklist. (Electronic File Name = EFN:
“naming convention”. file extension choices)

Submission requirements for all Category One and Category Two Grant Applications

(M Completed Application Checklist (EFN: Checklist.doc,.docx,.or .pdf)
(W] Table of Contents (EFN: TOC.doc,.docx, or .pdf)
W] Full Application Project Information Form (EFN: Slform.doc, .docx, or .pdf)
(W] CCC/Local Conservation Corps Document (EFN: CCC.pdf)
[m] Authorization to Apply or Resolution (EFN: authorization.doc, .docx, or .pdf)
W] Narrative Descriptions (EFN: Narrative.doc or .docx)
a. [H| Detailed Project Description (5,000 character maximum for section 5a only)
(W] Project Description including Goals/Results, Scope of Work, Location, Purpose,
etc.
. W] Workplan and Schedule
c. [H] Restrictions, Technical/Environmental Documents and Agreements
(W] Restrictions / Agreements (EFN: RestAgree.pdf)
[ ] Regulatory Requirements / Permits (EFN: RegPermit.pdf)
d. [H] Organizational Capacity
e. [H] Cooperation and Community Support
@] Letters of Support (EFN: LOS.pdf)
f. [M Tribal Consultation Narrative (EFN: tribal.doc, docx)
g. M Long Term Management and Sustainability
[] Long-Term Management Plan (EFN: LTMP.pdf)
h. [M] Performance Measures
Budget documents
a. M| Detailed Budget Form (EFN: Budget.xls, .xIsx)

O

8. Supplementary Documents

a. Environmental Documentation
(W] California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documentation (EFN: CEQA.pdf)
@] National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation (EFN: NEPA.pdf)
b. Maps and Photos
@] Project Location Map (EFN: LocMap.pdf)
(W] Parcel Map showing County Assessor’s Parcel Number(s) (EFN: ParcelMap.pdf)



(W] Topographic Map (EFN: Topo.pdf)
(M| Photos of the Project Site (10 maximum) (EFN: Photo.jpg, .gif)
c. Additional submission requirements for Fee Title Acquisition applications only
[ ] Acquisition Schedule (EFN: acqSched.doc,.docx or .pdf)
[1 Willing Seller Letter (EFN: WillSell.pdf)
[ | Real Estate Appraisal (EFN: Appraisal.pdf)
d. Additional submission requirements for Site Improvement / Restoration Project
applications only
(@] Land Tenure Documents (EFN: Tenure.pdf)
@] Site Plan (EFN: SitePlan.pdf)
W] Leases or Agreements (EFN: LeaseAgmnt.pdf)

| certify that the information contained in the Application, including required attachments, is
accurate, and that | have been authorized to apply for this grant.

Signed  (Authorized Representative) Date

Name and Title (print or type)
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SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY
PROPOSITION 1 — Watershed Improvement Program Project Information Form

SNC REFERENCE #tg pe provided

PROJECT NAME Ljttle Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase |l

APPLICANT NAME (Legal name, address, and zip code)

Butte County Fire Safe Council
5619 Black Olive Dr.
Paradise, CA 95969

AMOUNT OF GRANT REQUEST $379,693

TOTAL PROJECT COST $443,293 (grant amount of $379,693 + In-Kind of $63,600)

PROJECT LOCATION (County with approx. lat/long, center of project area)

Butte County, lat 39.858 and long -121.578

SENATE DISTRICT NUMBER ASSEMBLY DISTRICT NUMBER
4 3 and 4
PERSON WITH MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR GRANT CONTRACT
Name and title Phone Email Address
[ IMr. calli-Jane DeAnda 5430-877-0984 firesafe@buttefiresafe.net
[ ] Ms.
TRIBAL CONSULTATION CONTACT(S) INFORMATION
Name: Phone Number:
Mike DeSpain 899-8922 ext 219

Email address: mdespain@mechoopda-nsn.gov

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR OR PLANNING DIRECTOR CONTACT INFORMATION

Name: Phone Number:

Tim Snellings 530-538-6821

Email address: tsnellings@buttecounty.net

NEAREST PUBLIC WATER AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION

Name: Phone Number:
Paradise Irrigation District 530-876-2032

Email address: gbarber@paradiseirrigation.com




Please identify the appropriate project category below and provide the associated

details (Choose One)
[=] Category One Site Improvement
[] Category One Acquisition

[ Category Two Pre-Project Activities

Site Improvement/ Acquisition Project
Area

Total Acres: 176
SNC Portion (if different):

Acquisition Projects Only For
Acquisitions Only

[ ] Appraisal Included

Select one primary Pre-Project
deliverable

[ ] Permit

[ ] CEQA/NEPA Compliance

[ ] Appraisal

[] Condition Assessment

[ ] Biological Survey

[_] Environmental Site Assessment

[ ] Plan




Re: Consult from Butte County Fire Safe Council for Si... - Calli-Tan...  https://outlook office365 com/owa/fiviewmodel=ReadMessageltemé:...

Re: Consult from Butte County Fire Safe Council for Sierra Nevada
Conservancy Grant Application

Propl Community Corps <inquiry@proplcommunitycorps.org>
Wed 8/19/2015 1:27 PM

To:Calli-Jane DeAnda <firesafe@buttefiresafe.net>;

CoPropi@ccc.ca.gov <Propi@ccc.cagov>; Campbeli, Lynn@SNC <Lynn.Campbeli@sierranevada.ca.gov>;

Hello Calli-Jane,

Baldeo of the Sacramento Regional Conservation Corps has responded that they are able to assist with the Little Butte Creek
Forest Health Project Phase Il if the city receives funding. Please include this email with your application as proof that you
reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.

Additionally, please feel free to contact Baldeo Singh (hsingh@saccorps.org) directly if your project receives funding,

Thank you,
Dominique

California Association of Local Conservation Corps
Proposition 1 - Water Bond

Consultation Review Document

Applicant has submitted the required infermation by email to the Local Conservation Corps (CALCC):

v'Yes {applicant has submitted all necessary information to CALCC)

After consulting with the project applicant, the CALCC has determined the following:

V1t is feasible for CALCC to be used on the project {deemed compliant)

APPLICANT WILL INCLUDE THIS DOCUMENT AS PART OF THE PROJECT APPLICATION,

Fof2 8/21/2015 9:38 AM



Documents Required of Nonprofit Applicants

We received confirmation from Lynn Campbell that the Butte County Fire Safe Council Articles of
Incorporation, IRS letter and Bylaws are on file with the Sierra Nevada Conservancy.



Board of Directors Resolution No.1

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION
APPROVING THE APPLICATION
FOR GRANT FUNDS FOR THE Date: 8-5-15
PROPOSITION 1, WATER QUALITY,

SUPPLY, AND INFRESTRUCTION

IMPROVEMENT BOND ACT OF 2014

Resolution No: 1

The following RESOLUTION was duly passed by the Board of Directors of the
Butte County Fire Safe Council at a regular meeting held August, 5, 2015 by the

following vote:

Ayes: 13 Signed and approved by:

Noes: 0 g/p@i// /f ?J"N
arrel Wilson

Abstentions:1 Chair, Board of Directors
Absent; 3

WHEREAS, the Legislature and Governor of the State of California have provided Funds
for the program shown above; and

WHEREAS, the Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) has been delegated the responsibility
for the administration of a portion of these funds through a local assistance grants
program, establishing necessary procedures; and

WHEREAS, said procedures established by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy require a
resolution certifying the approval of appiication(s) by the Applicant's governing board
before submission of said application(s) to the SNC; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant, if selected, will enter into an agreement with the SNC to carry
out the project; and

WHEREAS, the Butte County Fire Safe Council has identified the Little Butte Creek Forest
Heaith Project Phase Il as valuable toward meeting its mission and goals



BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Butte County Fire Safe Council that
this Board:

. Approves the submittal of an application for the Completion of the Little Butte Creek Forest
Health Project Phase II; and

- Certifies that Applicant understands the assurances and certification requirements in the
application; and

. Certifies that Applicant or title holder will have sufficient funds to operate and maintain the

resource(s) consistent with the long-term benefits described in support of the application; or
will secure the resources to do so; and

. Certifies that Applicant will comply with all legal requirements as determined during the
application process; and

. Appoints Darrel Wilson or Calli-dJane DeAnda, or designee, as agent to conduct all
negotiations, execute and submit all documents, including but not limited to: applications,

agreements, payment requests, and so on, which may be necessary for the completion of the
aforementioned project(s).

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Butte County Fire Safe Council on the s" day of August,
2015.



Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase Il

a. Detailed Project Description

Project Description

Location - The project area is located in the community of Magalia in Butte County,
home to approximately 11,000 residents. The community is situated in a mixed conifer
forest within Little Butte and Butte Creek watersheds. The project will take place on 176
acres of forest lands: Paradise Pines Property Owners Association (50 acres), US
Forest Service (111 acres), and Bureau of Land Management (15 acres). Wildfires in
the adjoining communities have burned 93,000 acres in the last 15 years. The potential
for a large, fuel driven fire to occur in Magalia is very real.

Purpose — The following purposes of the project will further the Sierra Nevada
Conservancy (SNC) mission and program areas, and align with the existing state
planning priorities identified in Proposition 1, the Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC)
Strategic Plan (SP), the SNC Watershed Improvement Program (WIP), the California
Water Action Plan, Human Right to Water Policy (HRTW), and California Natural
Resources Agency (NRA) Safeguarding California Policy.

1. Protect water quality and improve water quantity — Aligns with Proposition 1
purpose “Protect and restore rural and urban watershed health to improve watershed
storage capacity, forest health, protection of life and property, and greenhouse gas
reduction”. The project is within a collection area for the drinking water supply for the
Town of Paradise and benefits quality ground and surface water. This purpose aligns
with SNC’s SP Area “Protecting and improving water and air quality” and SNC WIP
“Improve quantity and quality of water throughout the year”. This supports HRTW
policy, “every human being has the right to safe, clean, affordable, and accessible
water adequate for human consumption, cooking, and sanitary purposes”. Alignment is
found in the NRA Safeguarding California Plan which emphasizes the importance of
ground water recharge and storage from watersheds and in the California Water
Action Plan’s goal to “provide safe water for all communities”.

2. Prevent catastrophic wildfire — Aligns with Proposition 1 purpose “Implement fuel
treatment projects to reduce wildfire risk, protect watershed tributary to water storage
facilities and promote watershed health”. The project is located within a Cal Fire “Very
High Fire Hazard Severity Zone”. The presence of homes in the watershed increases
the ignition potential and threat to Magalia reservoir, Paradise Lake, Butte Creek and
the Feather River. Alignment is found with SNC’s SP Area of “Reducing the risk of
natural disasters, such as wildfire” and SNC WIP to “Reduce risk of large, damaging
wildfires”. Alignment is found in the NRA Safeguarding California Plan which
identifies “continue and enhance coordinated efforts to reduce wildfire risks and
promote fire Safe communities”.

3. Restore forest ecosystems from overstocked conditions with forest thinning —
Aligns with Proposition 1 purpose “implement watershed adaptation projects in order to
reduce the impacts of climate changes on California’s communities and ecosystems”.
Alignment is found with SNC’s SP Area of “Protecting, conserving and restoring the
Region’s physical, cultural, archaeological, historical, and living resources” and SNC



WIP to “Restore Sierra forests and watersheds to a healthier state”. Alignment is found
with the California Water Action Plan’s goal to “protect and restore important
ecosystems”.

Scope of Work - Funding from the SNC will be used for; thinning, pile burning, chipping,
masticating, and lop and scatter of overstocked conifer forest on 176 acres. The work
funded by SNC is part of the larger planning and completed fuels projects in the
community by US Forest Service (USFS), Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and
Butte County Fire Safe Council (BCFSC) (see map of completed projects).

Goals: 1) To protect the Little Butte Creek watershed and increase forest health by
reducing risk of catastrophic wildfire 2) Conduct a collaborative landscape level forest
health improvement project on 176 acres of conifer forest lands. 3) Protect drinking
water supply to the Town of Paradise.

Results: 1) Improved Forest Health — Overstocked stands will be thinned and ladder
fuels will be reduced. 2) Watershed Resilience- The project area will be more resilient to
the impacts of wildfire. 3) Drinking Water Protection - Water supply will be enhanced
with the reduction of overstocked trees. 4) Partnerships Enhanced — Improved
partnerships with multiple landowners.

Deliverables: 1) 176 acres of forest health improved 2) Monitoring of the project with pre
and post treatment photos as well as GPS to certify acreage and treatment standards.
3) Maintain the project area for 10 years.

b. Workplan and Schedule
March 2016-August 2018
Contract with California Conservation Crews (CCC) and private mastication and
biomass contractors - BCFSC
Monitoring with pre and post treatment photos - BCFSC.
Forest health thinning work begins and continues — BCFSC and PID.
GPS acreage and confirm compliance to treatment standards prior to payment of
CCC or contractors - BCFSC.
Provide firewise education with tour, newsletter and web site posting - BCFSC.

Track performance measures, prepare and submit quarterly grant reports -
BCFSC.
August 2018-2028 - Maintenance of project by PID, USFS, and BLM.



Objective

Milestone

Responsible Party

Timeline

Work with SNC
for CEQA
compliance on
USFS and BLM
lands

CEQA complete for
Federal Lands

BCFSC and SNC

March —June
2015

Contract with Agreements signed BCFSC March 2016

CCClprivate

contractors

Forest health Deliverables PID Begin work April

thinning work 2015

begi'ns and End work June

continues 2018

Project Project PID/BCFSC Ongoing April

Management implementation 2015- June
coordinated and 2018
oversight provided

Firewise Newsletter, tour, and | BCFSC Ongoing April

Education web posting 2015- June

2018

Monitor GPS acres & review | BCFSC Ongoing April
treatment standards. 2015- June
Pre and Post 2018
treatment photos

Track Quarterly grant BCFSC Ongoing April

performance reports submitted 2015- June

measures 2018

Administrative | Contractor Invoices BCFSC Ongoing April

Task paid, grant funds 2015- June
requested, and 2018
document
expenditures

Maintain Fuel Monitoring & PID/USFS/BLM August 2018-

Break treatment 2028




C. Restrictions, Technical/Environmental Documents and Agreements
Agreements

Memorandums of Understandings (MOU) establishing authorization to conduct the
project on the Paradise Irrigation District (PID) and Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
are being submitted with the “Alternative Process”. The MOUs are included in the
application. The MOUs have been reviewed by the project partners and will be signed
at their upcoming Board meetings on the following dates; Paradise Irrigation District —
September 16™, 2015, and Butte County Fire Safe Council (BCFSC) — September 29,
2015. A Participating Agreement has been drafted by the US Forest Service for work on
their lands and will be signed at the September 2" BCFSC Board meeting and then by
Forest Supervisor by September 30" 2015.

CEQA
A Notice of Exemption (NOE) was filed for the project by Paradise Irrigation District for
project work on their lands.

Within the project area prior fuels reduction projects have been completed in the past 10
years which have had CEQA compliance. These have been smaller scale projects in
the size of 5- 30 acres with similar treatments of thinning overstocked forest stands.
Four prior projects adjacent to the project area have also had NOE's and one Decision
Memo; see attached documents tiled Past NOE's.

NEPA

The U.S. Forest Service Lands and Bureau of Land Management have a joint
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) filed for lands within the project area. The EIS is
titled the Concow Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project and was filed in December of
2010. It can be accessed at

http://www.fs.usda.gov/wps/portal/fsinternet/!ut/p/c5/04 _SB8K8XLLMOMSSzPy8xBz9CP
00s3gDfIXMDT8MwRYdLA1cj72BTUWMTAwgAykeaxRtBeY4WBv4eHmMF-
YT4GMHkidBvgAI6EdleDXIvidrAJuM3388jPTdUvyA2NMMgyUQQAyrgQmg!!/dI3/d3/L2
dJQSEVUUt3QS9ZQnZ3LzZfS000MjZOMDcxT1RVODBJIN002MTIQRDMwWODQ!/?proj
ect=10083.

Regulatory Requirements

The BCFSC has an active burn permit to work in the Little Butte Creek watershed
through February of 2016. The permit will be updated with the new project information
prior to any pile burning. Fuels prescriptions will abide by other regulatory requirements
such as:

1. Snags that provide wildlife habitat will be retained.

2. Areas of wetlands or riparian areas will be avoided.

3. Elderberry plants and rare or endangered species will be avoided.

4. Trees greater than 8 inches in diameter at breast height will be retained.

5. Shrub or small tree vegetation may be retained if they do not occur adjacent to trees



and do not meet the definition of a ladder fuel.
d. Organizational Capacity

Project Applicant:

The Butte County Fire Safe Council (BCFSC) has extensive experience managing
grants. During the last 10 years they have successfully implemented 113 grant funds
for forest health, watershed protection, pre fire education and fuel reduction.

BCFSC has successfully safeguarded grant funds and management of a variety of
projects from beginning to end by:
1. Maintaining five professional staff.
2. Having financial statements reviewed monthly by an actively engaged 17
member Board of Directors.
3. Having a financial management team which includes the Treasurer, Accountant,
and Finance and Planning Committee.
4. Following both federal and organizational accounting/financial policies and
procedures.
5. Completing a voluntary financial audit with no significant findings in 2014.
6. Actively engaging community fire safe councils, recognized Firewise
Communities, and volunteers in project activities.

The BCFSC was developed in March of 1998 and operates with 5 professional staff: an
Executive Director (11 years non-profit Executive Director experience, M.A. Geography
CSU, Chico), an Assistant Director (36 years of project management & customer
service experience), a Bookkeeper (15 years of financial management experience), a
Field Coordinator (35 years wildland fire fighting and prevention), a Community
Coordinator (10 years project management). The Board of the BCFSC is strong,
engaged, and active with 17 members representing federal, state, and local agencies,
and community members.

The Council is currently managing through direct award or fiscal sponsorship, 5 federal
grants, 1 state grants, 6 local government grants and 3 corporate grants.

To accomplish the objective of its programs, the Council also works with, 6 fuels
reduction contractors, 1 education coordinator and dozens of volunteers.

The BCFSC has experience in developing and complying with both CEQA and NEPA
requirements. The BCFSC has partnered with CALFIRE in the development of 7 CEQA
documents for fuels project implementation and with the USFS in the development of 2
NEPA Decision Memos for fuels reduction. The organization takes a lead role in the
collaboration process of the Butte County Community Wildfire Protection Plan/Butte Unit
Plan. Each year the organization grows and has improved the accounting system,
policies and procedures, and developed the infrastructure that allows the management
of a variety of projects.



e. Cooperation and Community Support

The project has community support and has been developed in consultation with
CALFIRE, USFS, BLM, and PID. The need for the project has been identified in the
planning process of the Butte County Community Wildfire Protection Plan/Butte Unit
(CWPP). The project has been designed at a landscape level to provide wider
watershed protection and ties directly to prior shaded fuel break projects (see map of
completed projects).

A number of forest health and watershed improvement projects have been completed in
Magalia over the past ten years by the BCFSC and federal partners. This project will
build upon that foundation and provide larger landscape level watershed protection.
Without this project forest health is anticipated to decline with the rise of pine bark
beetle, effects of drought, and increasing risks of wildfire. There is no known project
opposition.

Project Partners:

A. The three project landowners (USFS, BLM, and PID) will provide review,
approval and maintenance of the project over the next ten years.

B. The Butte County Fire Safe Council (BCFSC) will manage the grant, confirm
treatment standards and acreage certification, enter into contract with CCC and
private contractors and provide firewise education through a field trip, an
education newsletter, and web site posting.

Letters of Support Include:
1. CALFIRE/Butte County Fire Department
2. Bare on the Ridge
3. Butte County Office of Emergency Management
4. Paradise Fire Safe Council
5. California Conservation Corps
6. Butte County Air Quality Management District
7. Paradise Pines Property Owners Association
8. Paradise Irrigation District

9. The Bureau of Land Management

10. US Forest Service

f. Tribal Support Narrative

The project is located in territory influenced by the Mechoopda Indian Tribe of Chico
Rancheria. The project has been discussed with a representative of the Mechoopda.
The contact is Mike DeSpain, who works within the Mechoopda Environmental
Protection Agency. Mike was included in correspondence of the development of the
project including the project descriptions and site maps. Mike can be reached at 530-
899-8922 ext. 219 or at mdespain@mechoopda-nsn.gov. He requested that prior to
fuels reduction activity beginning the tribe be contacted so that they can harvest forest
vegetation which serves traditional uses.



g. Long Term Management and Sustainability

The three landowners, USFS, BLM, and PID, have agreed to maintain the project for at
least 10 years. The BCFSC will also assist in the maintenance with its maintenance
committee, which can utilize Butte County Sheriff Work Crews at no cost. In addition,
the California Conservation Corps (CCC) will be opening a fire camp in the project area
in the summer of 2016 and will be a partner in the Community Wildfire Protection
Plan/Unit Fire Plan (CWPP). The CCC crews will be utilized for project maintenance
through community service projects and future grant funds. The project design will
reduce understory regrowth by retaining trees 8” and larger, which will provide shade
and encourage less fire prone species.

The SNC will be able to monitor the project site for 25 years in a variety of ways: by
conducting site visits where treatment has occurred, by requesting reports and maps of
areas where work has occurred, and by engaging in the CWPP process annually to
identify progress made with the plan.

h. Performance Measures
1. Number of People Reached = 20,000
The BCFSC will provide education outreach for forest health, watershed and wildfire
safety with in-kind time of volunteer and staff time. Through these activities the project
will reach 10,000 people with the following methods:

O Newsletters 2 x 5,000 = 10,000

0O Safety Scanner web page = 10,000 web hits (average of 4,250 hits per month)

2. Dollar Value of Resources leveraged for the Sierra Nevada

The BCFSC will provide in-kind funding in the amount of $11,000 for coordination of the
project and firewise education. California Conservation Corps (CCC) will provide a total
of $52,100 in in-kind support for labor ($39,600) and chipping ($12,500). Paradise
Irrigation District will provide in-kind funding in the amount of $5,000 for the coordination
of the Registered Professional Forester and Archaeologist. Total dollars leveraged are
$15,000.

3. Number of New, Improved, or Preserved Economic Activities

Economic Products Preserved:
Water- The product of drinking water supplies to the Town of Paradise will be
preserved from wildfire.
Real Estate Revenues - Sales for over 5,000 homes in the community area will
be preserved from wildfire.

Economic Services Preserved:
- Education — services provided at two elementary schools in the community of
Magalia will be preserved from wildfire.
Recreation services — services at Paradise Lake (kayaking, fishing and hiking)
and in the Paradise Pines Property Owners Association (green belt hiking trails)
will be preserved from wildfire.



Forest Ecosystem Services — Improved air quality, habitat, ground water
retention and other ecosystem products will be preserved.

4. Number and Type of Jobs Created
1. Temporary jobs created for, and during implementation of, the grant project.
a. Administration

2 laborers x 30 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .029 FTE

Project Management
2 laborers x 100 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .096 FTE

Contractors
12 laborers x 412.5 hours = 4950 hours/2080 hr/FTE = 2.38 FTE
10 laborers x 45 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .22 FTE
4 laborers x 200 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .38 FTE

Total 3.37 FTE

Match provided by Butte County Fire Safe Council and Paradise Irrigation District
a. Administration

2 laborers x 100 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .096 FTE
Project Management

1 laborer x 100 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .048 FTE

1 laborer x 10 hours/2080 hr/FTE = .005 FTE
Total 0.149 FTE
Grand Total 3.52 FTE

5. Acres of Land Improved

Performance will be measured by the number of acres treated in the project with the
following expected totals:

Paradise Irrigation District Total of 50 acres hand thinned/pile burned and chipped
Bureau of Land Management Lands Total of 15 acres (10 acres hand thinned/pile
burned and chipped + 5 acres lop and scatter)

US Forest Service Total of 111 (31 acres biomass chipping and 80 acres mastication)
Grand Total Acres 176



W James Wagoner
A rollurion Comrol Officer

829 Entler Aveniie, Suite 15
Chico, C4 95928

Robert MeLaughbin
Asst dwr Pollunon Control Qfficer

(538 332-9400
(3304 332-9417 Fax

August 24, 2015

Sierra Nevada Conservancy
1521 Blocker Dr., Ste. 205
Auburn, CA 95603

RE:  Letter of Support for the Little Butte Creck Forest Health Project Phase 11 Project
Dear Sierra Nevada Conservancy:

The Butte County Air Quality Management District (District) supports the Butte County Fire
Safe Council’s application for grant funds under the “Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project
Phase II” project.

It is our understanding that the project’s goals will enhance the county’s wildfire safety
mitigation efforts which will also protect fire fighters if and when wildfires occur in the area.
Additionally, the project’s location will enhance watershed values and protect the drinking water
for the Town of Paradise. In addition, this project protects air quality assets which benefit all
residents. This project is also critical to the ongoing wildfire safety defense system for the
community of Magalia.

Please contact my office if you have any questions regarding our support of this project.

Sincerely,

W.Aﬁ:s Wadoner

Air Pollution Control Officer

T\Organizations\Buite Counmty Fire Safe Councift2013\SNC - LBC Letter of Support 182415 docx



Bare on the Ridge
®.0. Box 883

Magalia, CA 95954

August 19, 2015

Sierra Nevada Conservancy
1521 Blocker Dr., Ste. 205
Auburn, CA 95603

RE:_Letter of Support — Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase Il

Dear Sierra Nevada Conservancy,

I am writing you in support of the application of grant funds for the project titled “Little Butte
Creek Forest Health Project Phase II”” through the Butte County Fire Safe Council.

Bare on the Ridge has been supporting community wildfire safety for a number of years and sees
many values in this project. We feel that our community is a great risk to wildfire and know that
this project will go a long way in mitigating those risks. The project ties to the Bureau of Land
Management lands (B.L.M.) and United States Forest Service lands. These lands contain
cultural resources that could be jeopardized in the event of wildfire. The project will assist in
protecting these resources as well as bringing benefit the forest health and watershed values.

Sincerely,

Anne Sairs
President, Bare on the Ridge












Philip A. John CC8 53087698726
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COUNCIL

August 25, 2015
Sierra Nevada Conservancy

1521 Blocker Dr., Ste. 205
Auburn, CA 95603

RE: Letter of Support — Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase |l
Dear Sierra Nevada Conservancy,

] am writing you in support of the application of grant funds for the project titled “Little
Butie Creek Forest Health Project Phase I1” through the Butte County Fire Safe Council.

The Paradise Fire Safe Council sees great value in the drinking water resources provided
to the Town by the Little Butte Creek Watershed. We have supported and undertaken
community fuels reduction projects and see that this project will be critical in protecting
the Town’s drinking water.

Sincerely,

RRIS 1
Philip A. Jo
Chairman

Paradise Fire Safe Council
Paradisefiresafe.org

p.t
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United States Department of the Interior
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
Redding Field Office
355 Hemsted Drive
Redding, CA 96002
www.blm.gov/ca/redding

AUG 26 2015

9210 (CANO6) P

Sierra Nevada Conservancy
1521 Blocker Dr., Ste. 205
Auburn, CA 95603

Subject: Support of Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase II

This letter documents our support of the application of grant funds for the project titled “Little Butte
Creek Forest Health Project Phase II”” through the Butte County Fire Safe Council.

The Bureau of Land Management recognizes the need to enhance and protect the watershed from
catastrophic wildland fire impacts and agrees to grant access to BLM lands for the purpose of completing
work identified in the proposed Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase II. The development of
such a project will directly improve watershed values that contribute to the drinking water of local
communities as well as enhance firefighter and public.

This project is very critical to the ongoing wildfire safety defense system for area communities.

For any questions relating to this subject please contact Tim Bradley, Redding Field Office Fire
Management Officer, at (530) 224-2124.

Sincerely,

bl B

ACTING roE:
Jennifer Mata
Field Manager






August 27, 2015

Sierra Nevada Conservancy
1521 Blocker Dr., Ste. 205
Auburn, CA 95603

RE: Letter of Support — Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project Phase |l

Dear Sierra Nevada Conservancy:

| am writing you in support of the application of grant funds for the project titled “Little Butte Creek Forest
Health Project Phase II” through the Butte County Fire Safe Council.

The Paradise Irrigation District Partnered with Butte County Fire Safe Council (BCFSC) in a grant funded
project by the Sierra Nevada Conservancy for Phase | of the project which exceeded its goals and
completed 32 acres of forest health improvement objectives.

This phase Il of the project is directly across Little Butte Creek from Phase | and provides critical
watershed and forest health enhancements. The area is very steep with limited access and would pose a
serious challenge to wildland fire fighters should a wildfire get established in the watershed. This project
is critical to the protection of the drinking water source for the Town of Paradise.

PID has partnered with the BCFSC in a number of forest health and watershed projects in the vicinity.
This project ties to prior projects and is a critical link to our landscape level forest health improvement
activities for wildfire safety. We feel that BCFSC can carry out the project and that it will bring
tremendous benefit to water quality protection and forest health improvement.

Sincerely,
Paradise Irrigation District

George Barber
General Manager



SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY
SNC Watershed Improvement Program - DETAILED BUDGET FORM

Project Name: Little Butte Creek Shaded Fuel Break Phase Il

Applicant: Butte County Fire Safe Council

SECTION ONE

DIRECT COSTS Year One Year Two | Year Three | Year Four | Year Five Total
California Conservation Corps hand thin/pile

burn/chipping 60 acres x $3,000/acre =

$180,000 $ 90,000.00 | $ 90,000.00 $ 180,000.00
California Conservation Corps lop and

scatter 5 acres x $2,160/acre $ 10,800.00 $ 10,800.00
Contractual Biomass Chipping 31 acres x

$725/acre $ 22,475.00 $ 22,475.00
Contractual Mastication 80 acres x $1,000 =

$80,000 $ 40,000.00 | $ 40,000.00 $ 80,000.00
Project Management 1st 24 months x

25hrs/mo x $50/hr= $24,00 = $30,000 and

months 24-36 x 10hrs/mo x $50,000 =

$6000 grand total of $36,000 $ 15,000.00 | $ 15,000.00 [ $ 6,000.00 $ 36,000.00
DIRECT COSTS SUBTOTAL: $138,275.00| $145,000.00| $46,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $329,275.00
SECTION TWO

PARTIAL INDIRECT COSTS Year One Year Two | Year Three | Year Four | Year Five Total
Monitoring 2hrs/mo x $50/hr x 24months =  |$1,200.00 $1,200.00 $900.00 $3,300.00
$2,400 and 1.5hr/mo x $50/hr last 12

months = $900

Reporting, Perf Measures, Invoice Billings  |$1,800.00 $1,800.00 $9,000.00 $12,600.00
3hrs/mo x $50/hr x 24mo= $3,600 and

1.5hr/mo x $50/hr last 12 months = $900

INDIRECT COSTS SUBTOTAL: $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $9,900.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,900.00
PROJECT TOTAL: $141,275.00| $148,000.00| $55,900.00 $0.00 $0.00 $345,175.00
SECTION THREE

Administrative Costs (Costs may not exceed 15% of the above listed Project costs) : Total
*QOrganization operating/overhead costs

10% of $345,175 = $34,517 spread across

36 months $11,506.00| $11,506.00| $11,506.00 $34,518.00
ADMINISTRATIVE TOTAL: $11,506.00f $11,506.00( $11,506.00 $0.00 $0.00 $34,518.00
SNC TOTAL GRANT REQUEST: $152,781.00| $159,506.00( $67,406.00 $0.00 $0.00 $379,693.00
SECTION FOUR

OTHER PROJECT CONTRIBUTIONS Year One Year Two Year Three | Year Four | Year Five Total

List other funding or in-kind contributors to project (i.e. Sierra Business Council, Department of Water Resources, etc.)

California Conservation Corps see letter of

support $39,600 labor and $12,500 chipping

= $52,100 $26,050.00|  $26,050.00 $52,100.00
Butte County Fire Safe Council community

forest health education through staff and

volunteer time. $4,000.00|  $4,000.00|  $3,000.00 $11,000.00
Paradise Irrigation District mapping and

community outreach. $500.00 $500.00
Total Other Contributions: $30,550.00f $30,050.00 $3,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $63,600.00

NOTE: The categories listed on this form are examples and may or may not be an expense related to the project. Rows may be
added or deleted on the form as needed. Applicants should contact the SNC if questions arise.










California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
Environmental Review Report for an Exempt Project

Noute: This report form ia intended for use by California Depariment of Forestry and Fire Protoction (CAL FIRE} staff to document a
limited environmental impect annlysis supporting the filing of a Notice of Exeraption (NOE) docament Tor a proposed CAL FIRE
project. Although the projeci appears to it within the descriptions for allowable Catogoricaf Fxemptions, this report presents CAL
FIRYY's review for possible “Exceptions™ that would preclude finding the project to be categorically exempt as discussed in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15300.2. This report will be filod with the CEQA administrative record [or this project te documient the
environmental impact analysiz conducted by the Bepartment,

Author: Randolph Vasquez
Title: Registered Professional Forester LON#1884
Address:  Randolph Vasquez Forest Mgt
1600 Feather River Bivd Suite B
Orovitlc CA 95965
Flione: 530-334-5229 (Office)  530-518-0259 (Ceilular)

Bmail: vspish3938¢sbeglobal net

Project Name: Magalia Reservoir Shaded Fuel Break Phase 2
Project Number; N/A

Programn Type: Fire Protection

CAL FIRE Unit; Butte

County: Butte

Acres: 16 total acres

Legal Location: Sections 25,and 36 T23N, R3E; Mi. Diablo Base & Meridian
Name of USGS 7.5’Quad Map(s): Paradise East
XIProject Vicinity Map Attached [IProject Location Map Attached [JPhotos Atiached

Other Public Agency Review/Permit Required;

Would the project result in: YES NO
alterations to a watercourse (DFG - Lake and Stream Alieration A greement) 'l
conversion of timberland (CAL FIRE - Conversion Permit or Exemption) ] X
demolition (f.ocal Air District - Demolition Permit) ] [
soil disturbance over 1 acre (RWQCB - SWPPP) ]
fill of possible wetlands (404 Permit - USACE) f]
other: NAQMD Burn Permit X [J

Discuss any above-listed topic item checked Yes and consultation with agencies: A burn permnit will
be obtained from the Butte County Air Quality Management Disfrict,

Praject Description and Environmental Setting (Describe the project activitics, project site and its surroundings, its
location, and the environmental setting):

This project involves the hand clearing of brush, small trees (trees less than 6” in diameter) and dead
woody debris (snags less than 117 in diameter) within two designated areas totaling 16 acres (see map)
to reduce the fire hazard and create shaded fuel breaks. Fuels will be hand piled for burning later in the
season when moisture levels are sufficiently high enough to allow for safe disposal and minimal risk
for escape.

Environmental Impact Analysis

Aestheties
[ This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further,
B This topic could apply 10 this project, and results of the assessient are provided below:

This project will be partially visible along the Skyway. The Clearing of vegetation and dead woody debris will not aller the
acsthetics of the vicinity. The retention of (rees larger than 6” diameler will ecnhance and maintain fhe acsthetics along the

LT T



|_No negative impact to Aesthetic resources is expected from this project.

Agriculture and Forest Resources
This topic does nof apply to this project and was not evaluated further.
B Yes [JNo Would any trees be felled? If yes, discuss protection of nesiing birds and compliance with FPRs,
[]Yes D No Would the project convert any prime or unique farmiand?
[]Yes [XINo Would the project result in the conversion of forest land/timberland to non-forest use?

< This topic could apply to this project, and resulis of the assessment arc provided below:

Only small non-cormercial trees less than 6” diameter will be felled. There are no portions of this project that would
constitute Timber Operations under the California Forest Practice Rules. No land conversions or changes in land use will
occur as a result of the project. Felling operations that occur during nesting season will be visually inspected for nests. Signs
of nest include complcicd nests, accumulation of nesting material at the base of the tree, accumulation of bird droppings, and
sounds associated with nesting birds. Trees with active nests will not inientionatly be felled.

No negative impact to Agricolture or Forest Resources is expected from this project.

Air Quality

[} This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further,

1 Yes BXINo The local Air Quality Management District guidelines for dust abatement and other air quality concerns were
reviewed for this project.

< ‘This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

Air quality from the crew vehicles and saws will have a minor impact on air quality, in addition the disposal of the debris piles
by burning will also have a winor impact on air quality. Visual estimates of the project area has detcrmined that
approximately 500 tons of debris will be disposed of by burning. The reduction of the potential risk for catastrophic wildfire
resutting from the project greatly out-weighs the minor impacts from the project activities. Additionaily, burning will be done
through permit issued by tocal AQMD and only on those days designated as acceptable for burning by the AQMD.

Biological Resources

[} This topic does not apply to this projcct and was not evaluated further.

X Yes [} No Wilt the project potentially effect biological resources?

I Yes [1No Wasa current NDDB review completed? Results discussed below:

B Yes [INo Was a biological survey of the project arca coinpleted? Results discussed below:
B This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

A search of nine USGS 7.5-min quads (Paradise East (592D) 3912175, Cherokee (576A) 3912165, Hamtiu Canyon {(576B)
3912166, Kimshew Point (591B) 3912184, Pulga (591C) 3912174, Berry Creck (575B) 3912164, Stirling City (592A)
3912185, Cohasset (592B) 3912186, Paradise West (592C) 3912176) for the CNDDB and CNPS did not identify within
potential project arca any observed occurrences on record for rate, threatened ot endangercd plant or animal species that could
be negatively impacted by this project. The evaluations were then followed up by field examination. Surveys concentrated
on habitat and presence/absence of potential plant and animal species. No raptor specics or nests were found within the
project arca. A Bald Eagle (Haliacetus leucocephalus) nest site is located approximately 1600 feet NE of the project
boundary. 'The location of the nest arca provides a buffer area greater than 40 acres, which is significantly greater than that
required for timber harvesting activities (10 acres). Due to the topography, and physical location the project, activities will be
outside of the expected area of influence on the vesting site.  No neo-migratory tropical avian specics/nests were found. No
deer fawning, or turkey nesting was found. No plant species of concern were identified. The results of the field survey were
consistent with the CNDDB and CNPS search. No sites or species were found withiu or adjacent to the proposed sites.

No impact to Biological resources is expected from this project. - ..




Cultural Resources

[] This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.

Yes [ ]No Wasa current archacological records check completed? Results discussed below:

Yes [JNo Wasa CAL FIRE staff or contract Archaeologist consulted? Results discussed below:
B Yes [INo Wasan Archaeological survey of the project areas completed? Results discussed below:
{1 Yes No  Will the project effoct any historic buildings or archacological site?

[X] This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

The North East Information Center at Chico State University performed a record check IC#F13-2 dated September 12,2013,
That data-base was rcviewed for this project. From these records check reviews it has been determined that no known
cultural resource sites or antifacts have been identified within the project area.

Archaeological surveys for the project area was conducted by Peter K. Sundahl, RPF #2861 , and Randolph Vasquez RPF
#1884 October 9, 2013, Two historic canal segments havc been recorded. No work will occnr within the sites identified
and as work will consist of hand generated piles and the burning of such piles, these sites will not be altered nor disturbed.
Native American notification letters have been sent.

CAL FIRE Archaeologist Richard Jenkins was consulted regarding this project and offered suggestions conceming research
methods and statements made in this report. He has recommended approval.

This project as proposed will not have a negattve impact upon Cultural Resources.

Geology and Soils
[_] This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further,
(X This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

Hand clearing of fuels will not significantly disturb the soil as no heavy equipment will be nsed. With the organic a horizon of
the s0il kept intact no significant impacts will occur.
No negative impact 1o Geology and Soils is expected from this project.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

{7 This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.

[JYes DINo Would the project generate significant greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions?

[JYes IXINo Would these GHG cmissions result i a significant impact on the enviromnent? Discuss below:

[T Yes No  Wonld the projeet conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases? Discuss below:

The impact of burning of project created slash wilt have a temporary impact upon GHG’s. There will be an estimated 31 tons
per acre of material burned. The projeci lics within a very productive site classification (Dunning Site 1). According to the
Mater study on sequestration rates for Sierra Nevada coniferous forests, a high forest site ean expect to sequester 27 tons per
acre of CO, In consultation with CAL FIRE resource managesmnent staff, utilizing the First Order Fire Effects Mode! for the
type, size, and anount of material to be treated on this project burning will produce approximately 38 tons of CO2 emissions
per acre. At this rate, it will take approximately 1.4 years to sequester the project generated emissions. After this point, the
existing conifer vegetation will become carbon nentral or a net sequester of carbon, 1.4 years is not considered a significant
timne frame (temporary in nature),

No negative impact to Greenhouse Gas Emissions is expected from this project,

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
{-{_] This topic docs not apply to this project-and was-not evaluated further, - -
B This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

The main hazards of this type of project are the use of live fire. Safety training will be provided to all workers, All personsel
will wear the appropriate personal protection equipment.

The only “hazardons material” being utilized for this project is the gasoline, oil and diesel used in the power equipment and as
fuct for the torches. Equipment used on this project wilk not be serviced in locations where grease, oil, or fuct could pass into
a watercourse, No fmpacts are expecied.




Hydrology and Water Quality

"This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.
{1 Yes No  Will the project potentially effect any watercourse or body of water?
This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

No project work will be permitted within 50°-75 of the high water mark of Little Butte Creek.
No negative impact to Hydrology and Water Quality is expected from this project.

Land Use and Planning
This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated forther.
(L] This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

Mineral Resources
B This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further,
[] This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

Noise
[_] This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.
24 This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessinent are provided below:

Vehicles and chain saws used for the clearing operation will produce fow to moderate noise levels during operation, As the
project arca within a moderate traffic level noise area (Skyway) vehicle noisc is a regular and normat oceurrence for this area.
Operations will occur from 10:00 ain to 3:00 pn, which is considered to be notnal business operation tines for the area. No
negative impact to the assessment arca is anticipated, no negative impact to Noise is expected from this project.

Popuiation and Housing
X This topic does not apply 1o this project and was not evaluated forther.
[ This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

Public Services
This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further,
[] This topic conld apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided below:

Rccreation
This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.
[ This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessinent arc provided below:

Transportation/Traffic
<] This topic does not apply to this project and was 1ot evaluated further.
[ ] This topic coukd apply to this project, and results of the assessiment are provided below:

Utilities and Service Systems
[ This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated firrther.
] This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are provided betow:

Changes Made to Aveid Environmental Impucts:

No changes proposed for the project,

| Mandatory Findings of Significance: YES NO |



(a) Docs the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantiatly reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlifc species, causc a fish or wildlife population to drop below sclf-sustaining Icvels,
threaten fo eliminate a plant or animal comumumity, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
cndangered plant or aniinal, or climinate importaut examples of the ajor periods of California history or
prehistory?

(t) Does the project have impacts that arc individuslly limited, but cumulatively considerable? N ]
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed

in connection with the effccts of past projects, the cffects of other current projects, and the cffects of

probably future projects)

{cy Does the project have envirommental effects which will cause substantin! adverse effects on human  [] 4
beings, cither directly or mdirectly?

Justification for Use of a Categorical Exemption (discuss why the project is exempt, cife exemption number(s), and
describe how the project fits the class):

The project is classified as a Categorical Exemption, Cat Ex Class 4, Section 15304 Minor Alterations to the Land, and
Actions by Regulatory Agencics for Protection of the Environment. The project consists of the hand clearing of brush, sinall
trees less than 6” in diameter) and dead woody debris (snags less than 11” in diameter) along the Magalia Reservoir and below
the Town of Magalia to reduce the firc hazard and create a fucl break. Fuels will be hand piled for burning later in the season
when moisture Jevels are sufficiently high enough to allow for safe disposal and minimal risk for escape. Documentation of

the environmental review completed by the Vasquez Forest Management is kept on file at 1600 Feather River Bivd Suite B
Oroville CA 95965,

Conclusion:

B After assessing potential environmental imnpacts and evaluating the description for the various classes of Categorical
Excinptions to CEQA, CAL FIRE has determined that the project fits within one or more of the exemption classes and no
exceptions exist at the project site which would preclude the use of this exemption. The Department considered the possibility
of (a} sensilive location, (b) cumulative impact, () significant impact due to unusual circumstances, (dy impacts fo sceaic
highways, () activitics within a hazardous waste site, and (f) significant adverse change to the significance of a historical
resource. A Notice of Exemption will be filed at the State Clearinghouse.

[1 Afier assessing potential environmental impacts and evaluating the description for the various classes of Categorical
Exemptions to CEQA, CAL FIRE has detennined that the project does not fit within the description for the various cxemption
classes or has found that exceptions exist at the project site which precludes the use of a Categorical Exemption for this project,
Additional environmental review will be conducted and the appropriate CEQA document used may be a Negative Declaration
or a Mitigated Negative Declaration.







¥ NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
Little Butte Creek Forest Health Project
Page Two

Goals:

1. Restore Little Butte Creek watershed health by enhancing the forest ecosystem.

2. Protect drinking water supplies for the Town of Paradise which are contiguous to the project
area with the Paradise Lake and Magalia Reservoir,

3. Benefit the McNab Cyprus Tree Population on US Forest Service Land, which is scheduled
for under burn treatment in the Plumas National Forest Concow Project.

4. Improve the probability that fires developing in the community of Magalia can be contained

in the initial attack phase and will not damage US Forest Service lands,
Proposed Activities and Outcomes:

1. Ephance 30 acres of forest ecosystem by hand cutting and pile burning overstocked brush
and small trees 8°” diameter or less. Conservation and private crews will conduct the work.

2. Monitor the project with a field survey.

3. Provide firewise education through a field trip, an education newsletter, and web site posting,

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Paradise [rrigation District

Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project: Butte Fire Safe Council

Exempt Status: (Check Onc)

Ministerial Exemption (Public Resources Code Section 21 080(b)(1); 14 CCR 15268);
Declared Emergency (Section 21080(bX3); 15269(a));
Emergency Project (Section 21 080(bX4); 15269(b)(c));

X Categorical Exemption. State type and section number: Class 4: 15304:Class 1:15301
Statutory Exemption. State type and code nwmber:

Reasons why project is exempt:

Class 4, Section 15304 allows minor alteration of vegetation including fuel management activities to
reduce the volume of flammable vegetation, provided the activities do not result in the taking of

surface waters,

Class 1, Section 15301 allows for the maintenance of existing public facilities including native growth,

To ensure the project will not result in the taking of species, the following restrictions will be imposed:
1. Spags that provide wildlife habitat wil] be retained;

2. Areas of wetlands or riparian areas will be avoided;

3. Elderberry plants and rare or endangered species will be avoided;

17



NOTICE OF EXEMPTION
Littie Butte Creek Forest Health Project
Page Three

4. Trees greater than 10 inches in diameter at breast height will be retained.

5. Shrub or small tree vegetation may be retained if they do not occur adjacent to trees, and do
not meet the definition of a ladder fuel.

6. Work shall be restricted to between September 1st and February 28th with the exception of
buming piles,

Lead Agency Contact Person;__George Barber, District Manager Paradise Irrigation District

(Area CodeYTelephone/Extension: {530) 877-4971

/JA et M 1/20/2012

Geo}ge/M. Barber, District Manager Date







o Personnel specifically trained in the identification of List 1, List 2 and List 3 species
or a professional botanist should evaluate potential habitat for these species prior to
implementation of work within the project area during the appropriate blooming or
identification period. Such personnel will also evaluate potential findings of any such
plants within treatment areas during the execution of project work. If any Federal or
State listed threatened or endangered species are detected in the project area that may
be impacted by the project work, then all project related activities will immediately
stop within that area which will be flagged with a 25-foot “No Treatment Zone”. All
sightings will be documented using the California Natural Diversely Data Base
(CNDDB) field survey form, a copy of which will be submitted to the CNDDB and
the USFWS. A copy will also be incorporated into the project files. Qualification for
personnel who will make evaluations of sites include those found in the California
Department of Fish and Game’s 2009 document entitled “Protocols for Surveying
and Evaluation Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural
Communities".

o In order to prevent the spread of invasive plant species all heavy equipment to be
used in the execution of project work will be cleaned off site prior to use within the
project area. The Project Manager will assure and document equipment cleaning.
Documentation of cleaning will be incorporated into the project file.

2. A cultural (archaeological and historical) resource inventory field examination of the
project Area of Potential Effect (APE) indicates there will be no impact to archaeological
sites. However, if unanticipated resources are located during the project activities, work
shall cease until an archeologist can assess the situation.

3. Follow the California Forest Practice Rules regarding the protection and exclusion of
heavy equipment within the water course and Lake Protection Zone, Refer to table |
(page 72) and sections 916.5, 936.5 and 956.5 in the 2012 California Forest Practices.
Within the project area, riparian vegetation will not be removed and other vegetation will
be left as necessary to maintain stream temperature. All stream areas will be kept free of
slash and debris, except as intended for woody debris enhancement for fisheries and
wildlife. Accidental slash deposits will be immediately removed from streams and will be
consistent with management guidelines detailed in the CFIP PEIR.

4. Bumning of any piles created will be done under an approved Smoke Management Plan
with an authorized air pollution permit and in coordination with the local Air Quality
Management District, Smoke emissions from pile burming will be limited to burn periods,
but emissions are not expected to impact air quality.

5. Due to the high potential for bald eagles, osprey, and other bird and raptor species
protected under the MBTA, to occur within the project area, it is highly recommended
that vegetation removal or ground disturbance should be conducted between September 1
and February 28 (i.e. the non-breeding season). If vegetation removal or ground
disturbance occurs during the breeding season (March 1 to August 31) for bird or raptor
species protected by the MBTA and CFGC consult with Forest Service Biologist to
conduct survey to detect lack of presence before proceeding.

These actions are categorically excluded from documentation in an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) or an Environmental Assessment (EA) because they are routine activities that
meet requirements of the Forest Service Handbook (FSH) 1909.15, Chapter 30, Categorical



Exclusion from Documentation, 31.2, Category 6, “Timber stand and/or wildlife habitat
improvement activities that do not include the use of herbicides or do not require more than 1
mile of low standard road construction.”

The categorical exclusion is appropriate in this situation because there are no extraordinary
circumstances potentially having effects which may significantly affect the environment as
documented in the Magalia Shaded Fuel Break approved CFIP management plan, archeological
survey and environmental checklist completed for the entire property, The property currently has
all the required documentation to continue with any type of treatment identified within the CFIP
Guidelines. The project is in compliance with CEQA, as a PEIR has been completed for the
CFIP. The PEIR identifies standard mitigation measures to minimize adverse environmental
impacts caused by CFIP projects.

In arriving at this determination, I considered:

a. Federally listed threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitat, species
proposed for Federal listing or proposed critical habitat, and Region 5 Forest Service
sensitive species:

The Department of Fish and Game’s Natural Diversity Database and the California Native
Plant Society's registers were consulted for evidence of species occurrences in the project
area, Special status and species of concern located within the project area will be protected
by avoidance mitigations.

b. Flood plains, wetlands, or municipal watersheds:

Magalia Reservoir is part of a municipal watershed; however, according to the hydrologic
assessment (July, 2012), the application of 2012 California Forest Practices will protect
hydrologic and soil resources with low potential for increased sedimentation and no
measurable change to water yield or chemical constituents of water quality. Project design
features will provide further protection of flood plains, wetlands and riparian areas by
applying “avoidance” mitigation within the project area.

¢. Congressionally designated areas, such as wilderness, wilderness study areas, or national
recreation areas:

The project is not within or adjacent to any congressionally designated areas.
d. Inventoried roadless areas or potential wilderness areas:

The project is not within or adjacent to any inventoried roadless areas.
e. Research natural areas:

The project is not within or adjacent to any research natural areas.
f.  American Indian religious or cultural sites:

There are no known religious sites or cultural sites in the project area.



g Archaeological sites, or historic properties or areas:

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as amended (16
USC 470), regulations of the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and Forest Service
Policy (Forest Service Manual 2361), and a cultural (archaeological and historical) resource
inventory has been conducted within the project area. Upon field examination of the project
Area of Potential Effect (APE), there will be no impact to archaeological sites. However, if
unanticipated resources are located during the project activities, work shall cease until an
archeologist can assess the situation.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

The Butte County Fire Safe Council hosts monthly public meetings to discuss new community
proposals and the status of current and past projects. The Little Butte Creek project was
developed in collaboration with the Butte Fire Safe Council, Paradise Irrigation District,
community members and local fire management. A legal notice was published in the Feather
River Bulletin on July 11, 2012, commencing the 30 day comment period. No comments were
received.

FINDINGS REQUIRED BY OTHER LAWS

This project will be conducted in accordance with requirements of the California Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Control Board to ensure compliance with California Water Code and the
Federal Clean Water Act.

The private property has an approved CFIP management plan for the entire acreage. A PEIR has
been completed for the California Forest Improvement Project and is compliant with CEQA.

This project and corresponding survey meet the requirements of the State Historic Preservation
Act.

The project does not affect any threatened, endangered or candidate species and thereby
complies with the Endangered Species Act of 1973,

This project complies with the Clean Air Act. All prescribed burn operations require compliance
with the local Air Quality District(s} in compliance with the State of California and Federal
particulate and clean air standards and guidelines.

IMPLEMENTATION DATE
Implementation is planned for spring, 2013,

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL AND REVIEW OPPORTUNITIES
This decision is not subject to appeal because the project takes place on private land and does not
implement the Forest Plan.



CONTACT PERSON
For more information, please contact Deirdre Cherry at the Feather River Ranger District, 875
Mitchell Avenue, Oroville, CA 95965; (530) 534-6500; dcherry@fs.fed.us.

Z%Q Wl |-93-2013

EARL W. FORD DATE
Forest Supervisor

The U.5. Department of Agriculture (USDA} prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis
of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, famitial status, parental
status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an
individual’s income is derived from any public assistance. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons
with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print,
audiotape, etc.} shoutd contact USDA's TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDI). To file a complaint of
discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC
20250-9410 or call toll free (866) 632-9992 (voice). TDD users can contact USDA through local refay or the Federal
relay at (800) 877-8339 (TDD) or (







MNOTICE OF EXEMPTION

A curxent Archaeological recorda scarch and field surveys were conducted on this project. No new sites
wore found. Two previously recorded resources, Coutolone Fance and Butte County Railroad grade,
were re-examined, Por Archueologiat's protection messures, no buxn piles will be placed within tan {10)
foot of any fence feature. To the east of the railroad grads all burning pilea will be checked by a
professional archascologist or CDF foreater with current archaasological certification prior to burning,
Burning will be done psr Batte County Fire Plan, and only on days declared permissibla by the local
Butie County Air Quality Control Board.

Thia project an proposed will not have a significant impact on the environmoat.
DATE ReCHivED FOR FlLUNG

- i, Qﬁ Suloc

William E. Snyder Date
Daputy Diractor
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Appendix F - CEQA/NEPA Compliance Form
(California Environmental Quality Act & National Environmental Policy Act)

Instructions: All applicants must complete the CEQA compliance section. Check the box that
describes the CEQA status of the proposed project. You must also complete the documentation
component and submit any surveys, and/or reports that support the checked CEQA status.

If NEPA is applicable to your project, you must complete the NEPA section in addition to the
CEQA section. Check the box that describes the NEPA status of the proposed project. Submit
any surveys, and/or reports that support the NEPA status. For both CEQA and NEPA, submittal
of permits is only necessary if they contain conditions providing information regarding potential
environmental impacts.

NOTE: Effective July 1, 2015, AB52 compliance is required.

CEQA STATUS
(All applicants must complete this section)
Check the box that corresponds with the CEQA compliance for your project. The proposed action
is either Categorically Exempt from CEQA, requires a Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative
Declaration, or an Environmental Impact Report per CEQA.

(W] Categorical Exemption or Statutory Exemption

If a project is exempt from CEQA, all applicants, including public agencies that provide a filed
Notice of Exemption, are required to provide a clear and comprehensive description of the physical
attributes of the project site, including potential and known special-status species and habitat, in
order for the SNC to make a determination that the project is exempt. A particular project that
ordinarily would fall under a specific category of exemption may require further CEQA review due to
individual circumstances, i.e., it is within a sensitive location, has a cumulative impact, has a
significant effect on the environment , is within a scenic highway, impacts an historical resource, or
is on a hazardous waste site. Potential cultural/archaeological resources must be noted, but do not
need to be specifically listed or mapped at the time of application submittal. Backup data informing
the exemption decision, such as biological surveys, Cultural Information Center requests, research
papers, etc. should accompany the full application. Applicants anticipating the SNC to file an
exemption should conduct the appropriate surveys and submit an information request to an office
of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).

1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for claiming a Categorical
or Statutory Exemption per CEQA:

The project will take place on the lands of three landowners: Paradise Irrigation
District (PID) , U.S. Forest Service and Bureau of Land Management. Each of
these landowners has completed environmental review as follows:

1. PID - A Notice of Exemption NOE) was filed for the project. Four prior projects
adjacent to the project area have also had NOE's and one Decision Memo see
attached documents tiled Past NOE's

2. U.S. Forest Service Lands and Bureau of Land Management- A joint
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) was filed for lands within the project area.
The EIS is titled the Concow Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project and was filed in
December of 2010. It can be accessed at
http://www.fs.usda.gov/wps/portal/fsinternet/!



2.

If your organization is a state or local governmental agency, submit a signed,

approved Notice of Exemption (NOE) documenting the use of the Categorical
Exemption or Statutory Exemption, along with any permits, surveys, and/or reports

that have been completed to support this CEQA status. The Notice of Exemption

must bear a date stamp to show that it has been filed with the State Clearinghouse
and/or County Clerk, as required by CEQA.

If your organization is a nonprofit, there is no other California public agency having
discretionary authority over your project, and you would like the SNC to prepare a NOE for
your project, let us know that and list any permits, surveys, and/or reports that have been
completed to support the CEQA status. All supplementary documentation must be
provided to the SNC before the NOE can be prepared.

The Butte County Fire Safe Council is a nonprofit organization and would like the SNC
to prepare a NOE for the project.

[ ] Negative Declaration OR
[ ] Mitigated Negative Declaration

If a project requires a Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration, then applicants must
work with a qualified public agency, i.e., one that has discretionary authority over project approval
or permitting, to complete the CEQA process.

1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for the use of a Negative

Declaration or a Mitigated Negative Declaration per CEQA:



2. Submit the approved Initial Study and Negative Declaration/Mitigated Negative
Declaration along with any Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Plans, permits, surveys,
and/or reports that have been completed to support this CEQA status. The IS/IND/MND
must be accompanied by a signed, approved Notice of Determination, which must bear
a date stamp to show that it has been filed with the State Clearinghouse and/or County
Clerk, as required by CEQA.

[_] Environmental Impact Report

If a project requires an Environmental Impact Report, then applicants must work with a qualified
public agency, i.e., one that has discretionary authority over project approval or permitting, to
complete the CEQA process.

1. Describe how your project complies with the requirements for the use of an
Environmental Impact Report per CEQA:

2. Submit the Draft and Final Environmental Impact Report along with any Mitigation
Monitoring or Reporting Plans, permits, surveys, and/or reports that have been
completed to support this CEQA status. The EIR documentation must be accompanied
by a signed, approved Notice of Determination, which must bear a date stamp to show
that it has been filed with the State Clearinghouse and/or County Clerk, as required by
CEQA.



NEPA STATUS
Check the box that corresponds with the NEPA compliance for your project.

[ ] Categorical Exclusion
Submit the signed, approved Decision Memo and Categorical Exclusion, as well as
documentation to support the Categorical Exclusion, including any permits, surveys,
and/or reports that have been completed to support this NEPA status.

[ ] Environmental Assessment & Finding of No Significant Impact
Submit the signed, approved Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant
Impact along with any permits, surveys, and/or reports that have been completed to
support this NEPA status.

[W] Environmental Impact Statement
Submit the Draft and approved, Final Environmental Impact Statement, along with the
Record of Decision and any permits, surveys, and/or reports that have been completed
to support this NEPA status.
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Introduction

This Record of Decision (ROD) documents Karen L. Hayden, United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA) Forest Service, Feather River District Ranger of the Plumas National Forest (PNF) and Steve
Anderson, United States Department of Interior (USDI) Bureau of Land Management, Redding Field
Office, Northern California District Field Manager mutual decisions to implement Alternative B, as
described in the 2010 Concow Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS).

The Concow Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project is designed to further the completion of a landscape
scale Defensible Fuel Profile Zone (DFPZ) network, characterized as a series of corridors cleared of
hazardous vegetative fuels approximately % mile in width, in compliance with the 1998 Herger-Feinstein
Quincy Library Group Forest Recovery Act (HFQLG Act), as amended. The FEIS discloses the
environmental impacts associated with the agencies No-action Alternative, the preferred Alternative B
along with one additional action Alternative C, developed to meet elements of the purpose and need for

action, and respond to issues raised by agencies and the public.

Background

Initially on August 17, 2007, the original
Proposed Action, called the Flea Hazardous
Fuels Reduction Project, was published in
the Federal Register indicating the Forest
Service’s intent to prepare an environmental
impact statement (EIS).

In June, 2008, during the scoping period for
the Flea EIS, lightning struck repeatedly,
igniting distinct forest fires called the Butte
Lightning Complex, in numerous locations
around the towns of Paradise, Magalia,
Concow, and Yankee Hill in Butte County,
California. Due to steep local topography,
weather and forest fuels conditions, these
separate fires expanded until they joined,
burning forestlands and consuming homes
in the central and eastern portions of the
Flea Planning Area (FEIS section 1.6).

Severities [Black indicates high severity]

Reoore of Deosion
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Shortly after containing the Butte Lightning Complex fires, the Forest Service began determining the
severity of the fires’ environmental effects, and how best to respond to the needs of affected communities
and altered landscape. In November 2008, the Flea Project was renamed the Concow Hazardous Fuels
Reduction Project and the planning area boundary was modified (Map 2).

In July 2009, the Forest Service contacted the BLM regarding 32 acres of adjoining BLM administered
land, identified during the planning process, to discuss the opportunity to collaborate on complimentary
treatments in a strategically key area. For this reason, the BLM is a cooperating agency for the purposes
of the Concow Project EIS (FEIS section 1.6.1). On September 23, 2009, the Forest Service published a
corrected Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register for the Concow Hazardous Fuels Reduction
Project EIS, indicating 2003 Healthy Forest Restoration Act (HFRA sections104 -106) notice, comment
and objection procedures would apply (FEIS section 1.6.2).

Purpose and Need

In 1993, the Quincy Library Group (QLG), a grassroots citizen group interested in collaborative
management of public lands, developed the “Community Stability Proposal,” eventually lobbying for
passage of the 1998 Herger-Feinstein Quincy Library Group Forest Recovery Act (HFQLG Act), as
amended. The HFQLG Pilot Project Area covers a large landscape, including the Lassen and Plumas
National Forests, and the Sierraville District of the Tahoe National Forest. Since the Concow Project Area
is administered by the Plumas National Forest and overlaps the HFQLG Pilot Project Area, legislative
policies linked to the HFQLG Act serve as the basis for the Purpose and Need. This section provides a
brief overview of the four elements of the purpose and need for action (FEIS sections 1.2):

FIRE AND FUELS IN THE WUL There is a need to thin overcrowded unburned forests and selectively
remove burned dead trees to establish DFPZ conditions within the wildland urban-interface (WUI) to
reduce risks to rural communities from wildfires.

FIRE SUPPRESSION IN THE WUL There is a need to provide safer and more effective locations, for
firefighters to initiate fire suppression by establishing and maintaining Defensible Fuel Profile Zones
(DFPZs) to control and contain wildfire.

ECOSYSTEM MANAGEMENT. There is a need to reestablish and sustain healthy forests, habitats,

watershed and aquatic resources to restore recently fire-damaged forests to promote forest health and
habitat diversity.

SOCIOECONOMICS. There is a need to encourage local labor involvement, while offering forest by-

products resulting from ecologically appropriate vegetative fuels reduction treatments for the purpose of
contributing to the stability of local communities.

£y, o NN AT SR
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Decision

Based on the analysis in the Concow Hazardous Fuels Reduction Project FEIS and the associated
planning record, public comments, including consistency with the HFQLG Act, HFRA Act and the Butte
Unit’s Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP), we have decided to select Alternative B (FEIS
section 2.2.2). We believe the selection of Alternative B will best fulfill the purpose and respond to the
need for action and the three significant issues identified by agencies and the public including: 1)
cumulative effects to municipal and other water related (aquatic) resources; 2) cumulative effects to
terrestrial wildlife habitat (particularly snag habitat in burned areas); and 3) social debate over forest
management of public lands (FEIS, section 1.6.4 and Concow ROD, Public Involvement). Our
conclusions are based on a review of the record that demonstrates a robust collaborative effort on behalf
of all agency and interested parties and a thorough environmental analysis using the best available
science.

We realize our ability to affect widespread overstocked, unhealthy vegeta
checkerboard land ownership patterns; with public lands comprising only 26 percent of the Concow
Planning Area. Although our decisions will only affect 5 percent of the Concow Planning Area, we are
convinced establishing and maintaining a Defensible Fuel Profile Zone (DFPZ) networks across an
estimated 1,510 acres is in the public’s best interest. Despite these spatial limitations, we find Alternative
B treatments will further the completion of the HFQLG Pilot Project’s larger Defensible Fuel Profile
Zone (DFPZ) network, while filling in gaps to link shaded fuelbreak networks to achieve a
comprehensive defensible space landscape strategy, as recommended in the Butte Unit’s Community
Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP)(Maps 1 and 2; Table 1).

Equally as important, we believe Alternative B strikes a balance between responding appropriately to the
needs of the people by contributing potentially 30 forestry-related jobs and up to 2 million board feet of
timber volume and 3,750 tons of biomass, while restoring diverse habitat conditions, also resilient to
wildfire disturbance (FEIS sections 2.2.2 and 4.7). it

With this in mind, we feel it is prudent to establish and maintain DFPZ conditions by implementing
Alternative B in three spatially overlapping treatment phases, as designed (FEIS section 2.2.2). We
support this implementation design feature, as it will optimize treatment effectiveness up to 20 years; the
full extent operational feasibility using available technology. In light of the most recent 2008 wildfires,
we believe this makes sense. Therefore, we believe it best to implement integrated DFPZ hazardous fuels
reduction and forest health treatments at points in time roughly five years apart, beginning with the initial
treatments, followed by two maintenance entries approximately 5-7 years and 8-10 years in the future.

Fecord of Decision 5
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In making our decisions, we considered the FEIS analysis of the environmental effects of this action,
along with all associated project specific design features and mitigation measures that will prevent, avoid
or minimize the potential for adverse effects. In addition to required time tested, standard contractual
operating practices (referred to as B provisions), our decisions will implement unique, project specific
design features and mitigation measures to prevent damage to heritage resources, while minimizing
potential adverse impacts to already highly disturbed watersheds (beneficial uses) and other associated
resources (aquatic habitat), wildlife habitats, soils, air quality, sensitive plants and scenic quality, and
other resource concerns (FEIS appendix A). By mitigating potential adverse effects to resources of
concern, we enable our agencies to perform necessary treatment to recover these areas, incurring only
negligible environmental impacts to ensure full compliance with laws, regulations and policies. Key
mitigations are discussed in this ROD, Consideration for Significant Issues and Other Considerations.
Table 1 provides a detailed list of authorized initial and maintenance treatments and area of extent
(treatment acres) in both unburned and 2008 post-fire burned areas (FEIS section 2.2.2).

Table 1 Description of Alternative B Treatments

* Aemative B: DFPZ ntial Eniry e Aué?’j‘“ﬁ"eg" ok “pDFPZ "me"’mfm -
Handcut Pile and Bum 666 acres Handcut Pile and Burn 666 acres
Lop and Scatter 118 acres Lop and Scatter 118 acres
Masticate 671 acres Masticate 671 acres
Remove Dead (Burned) Trees 320 acres Underburn 468 acres
Radial Release and Thin 217 acres Oak Release (Prune) 213 acres
Underburn 127 acres
Plantation and Spot Planting 96 acres
Chip 385 acres
Oak Release (Prune) 213 acres R
Construct up to 2 miles of temporary road
Implement heavy road maintenance on up to 4 miles

Monitoring

We recognize there may be short term disturbances to the human environment from the use of machinery,
presence of field crews and associated increased traffic and noise, and smoke from prescribed burning
while operations are underway. Our decisions require monitoring of DFPZs to ensure land management

activities are conducted safely and responsibly as authorized, and in compliance with forest, regional and
national standards.

cora of Decision 4
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Monitoring is fundamental to informed decision making that can influence future conditions. The
objective of the Concow Monitoring Plan is to: 1. gather new information to determine the effectiveness
of management decisions; 2. establish a baseline for various measures prior to DFPZ implementation and

mitigations, and; 3 verify the accuracy of analysis assumptions and conclusions (FEIS appendix A).

Akey component of the Concow Monitoring Plan includes evaluating DFPZ conditions over time.
Monitoring will occur on a rotation basis of 2 to 3 year intervals, until the DFPZ network is no deemed
longer necessary (refer to the HFQLG Act final supplemental EIS Record of Decision (pages 13-14).
Monitoring will evaluate levels of surface fuels less than 3 inches DBH, tons per acre by fuel condition
(1.e., surface and ladder) and amount of large down woody material. When both surface fuels (needles,
twigs, branches) and fuel ladders (shrubs, brush, understory trees) exceed predetermined levels (Table 2),
then DFPZ maintenance treatments will be scheduled. The priorities for DFPZ treatments on a site-
specific basis are (1) stands that meet both surface fuels and fuel ladder criteria, (2) stands that meet the
surface fuel criteria, and (3) stands that meet the fuel ladder criteria.

Table 2 DFPZ monitoring criteria

0-3 inch diameter Greater than ( > ) 7 tons per acre Around 5 tons per acre

> 15 tons per acre _ ’ ,10f15 tons per acre

Shrubs/brush > 25 percent ground cover > 5 feet

Understory trees > 15 percent canopy cover > 8 feet

Additionally, our decisions require implementation and effectiveness monitoring to ensure public health
and safety, while evaluating post-initial DFPZ treatment and maintenance operations on sediment delivery
to streams, vegetative response (stand structure and species composition (brush/oak/conifer), and effects
to Threatened, Endangered and Sensitive rare plant, aquatic and terrestrial wildlife species
(presence/absence) and habitat quality. Heritage resources will be monitored consistent with the n
provisions described in the 2001 Programmatic Agreement with the State Historic Preservation Office
(FEIS section 2.2.2 and appendix A).
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Reasons for the Decision

The Forest Service (FS) and Bureau of Land Management (BLM) policies for fire suppression guide
tactics to be timely and efficient with a high regard for public and firefighter safety (FEIS sections 2.2.1
and 1.4). Around the local communities of Paradise, Magalia, Concow and Yankee Hill in Butte County,
California, historic records indicate é dozen large fires occurred between 1917 and 2009. The outcome of
the most recent large-scale Butte Lightning Complex on immediate surroundings suggests wildfire will
continue to influence both forest conditions and the safety of those residing within the Concow Planning
Area (FEIS section 1.2.1). We do not take lightly our responsibility to citizens relying on effective
wildfire suppression to save them and their assets during a fire. Similarly, we do not take lightly our
responsibility to make every effort to keep our firefighters safe. For these reasons, we feel compelled to
act now by selecting Alternative B.

We recognize that we are making this decision in the aftermath of the 2008 Butte Lightning Complex,
where many residents were evacuated, one civilian fatality and 69 injuries were reported and 200 homes
were destroyed. (FEIS sections 1.1 and 4.7.4). By carefully determining how and where we reduce
vegetative fuel hazards and establish healthy, fire resilient forests — near the communities of Paradise,
Magalia, Concow and Yankee Hill and in strategic locations to protect watersheds and wildlife — we
believe implementing Alternative B will make a difference. As federal land managers, we cannot affect
inherent environmental factors such as residential expansion into the wildand-urban interface (wul,
steep local topography, extreme summer weather, or human caused and natural wildfire ignitions.
However, we can authorize integrated DFPZ fuels reduction and forest health treatments on public land to
address overcrowded forests, aging shrubfields and remaining 2008 post-fire fuel conditions, highly
vulnerable to wildfire and declining health. For these reasons, we believe aiding fire suppression capacity,
ecological and socioeconomic benefits outweigh short term impacts identified by agencies and the public
(Concow ROD, Consideration for Significant Issues and Other Considerations).

The following sections disclose why we believe Alternative B will best fulfill the purpose and respondto
the need (FEIS section 1.2):

Fire Suppression and Fuels Reduction

Our decisions to select Alternative B will best test and demonstrate the effectiveness of Defensible Fuel
Profile Zones (DFPZs) to achieve fuels reduction benefits, in compliance with the 1998 Herger-Feinstein
Quincy Library Group Forest Recovery Act (HFQLG Act), as amended. Under Alternative B, initial and
maintenance of Defensible Fuel Profile Zone (DFPZs) are designed to effectively reduce fuel loading and
break up continuous vegetative vertical and horizontal fuels on public land, to achieve desired diminished

fire behavior during the hottest, driest (90th to 97th percentile) worst weather conditions (FEIS section
4.6.4).

(w3
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In making our decisions, we fully recognized fire is a dynamic process, predictable in occurrence but
uncertain in scope, behavior and outcomes, varying over time and space. Our greatest concern centers on
what could happen if we defer proactively reducing fuel loading in the burned areas and establishing more
open forest conditions in areas unaffected by the 2008 Butte Lightning Complex. Our review of fuel
modeling predictions indicate without management, current trends of larger fires of high intensity and
extensive resource losses, similar to the scope of the 2008 Butte Lightning Complex, will persist. Without
improving forest conditions, stands will not be fire resilient and the ecological characteristics of high
frequency; low to moderate severity fire regimes, will not be restored (FEIS sections 4.6.4 and 4.6.5).

In light of this uncertainty, along with the likely serious long term impacts to local communities, families,
infra-structures and natural resources, we believe it is prudent we take immediate steps to increase the
ability of fire management personnel to suppress and contain wildfires during initial and extended
operations, while increasing firefighter and public safety. Most important, our decisions to implement

Alternative B treatments is predicted to attain desired fire characteristic

Q
111, 22 eallllldl Aal Qv il JOLAWD LA

i esfo’n“n]nr;r} o

nd maint
aviiolivd dliv 1

DFPZs including: 1. flame lengths less than or equal to 4 ft.; 2. average canopy base heights under 15 ft.;
3. surface fuel loads < 3 inches DBH at <5 tons per acre and large logs >20 inches DBH, >10 feet in
length (~8-12 logs) at 10-15 tons per acre, and; 4. rate of flame spread to less than or equal to 4 chains per

hour is maintained.

Unburned Areas. Based on our review of fuel modeling predictions, we are convinced Alternative B will
help restore fire resilient, healthy forest conditions, as findings in the project record indicate our intact
unburned forests will have greater capacity to survive future natural disturbances and large scale threats to
sustainability. As a preventative measure, we believe this is extremely important to consider, especially in
light of their proximity to the towns of Paradise and Magalia, changing and uncertain future

environmental conditions, such as those driven by climate change, increasing human expansion and uses.

We believe Alternative B will effectively achieve desired DFPZ conditions by lowering the forest catopy
cover via radial release or thinning, and thinning from below, ranging from 40 to 60 percent within the
Size Class 4 trees (11-24 inches DBH) and Size Class 5 trees (greater than 24 inches DBH), as defined by
the California Wildlife Habitat Relationship (CWHR) classification system. Ladder and canopy (a.k.a.
crown) fuels will be thinned from below, beginning by felling the smallest trees and proceeding according
to sizes, until desired DFPZ tree crown separation is achieved; allowing for the removal of conifer trees
ranging from 9.0” to 29.9 inches DBH. In this way, we can assure the healthiest, largest, and tallest
conifers and black oaks, most likely to survive heat and scorching from future wildfires, will be retained.
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By achieving desired DFPZ fuel and vegetative conditions, as described under Alternative B, fuel
modeling predicts: 1. potential flame lengths during a wildfire will drop from about 6 feet to 2 feet; 2. fuel
loading of dead woody material smaller than 3 inches in diameter will decrease from 9 tons per acre to 6
tons per acre; 3. canopy base height (height of tree limbs) will rise from 5 feet to 52 feet, measured from
ground level; and 4. the rate of spread will decrease from 16 chain(s) per hour to 4 chains per hour (FEIS
section 2.3). Fuel loading and snag levels will be reduced strategically next to homes and private
properties, evacuation routes or fire suppression access roads (FEIS sections 2.2.2, 2.3 and 4.7.4).

The outcome will be more open forest conditions that allow retardant and water applied aerially to
penetrate the tree canopy to reach the forest floor. This will help us achieve our ultimate desired reduced

potential for rapid rate of fire spread and torching potential to aid ground crews in fire suppression (FEIS
sections 4.6.4 and 4.6.5).

We believe these fire characteristics will reduce the potential for 2008 post fire dead debris from
burning, high severity fire behavior and long range spread of flames (spotting) caused by torching and
wind-carried embers igniting new fires. For these reasons, we believe implementing Alternative B will
provide safe places for fire fighters and adjacent neighbors when wildfire danger is imminent (FEIS

section 4.6).

Burned Areas. Based on our review of fuel modeling predictions, we are convinced Alternative B will
help restore fire resilient, healthy forest conditions, as findings in the project record indicate fire-damaged
forests will have greater capacity to recovery and survive future natural disturbances FEIS section 4.6).
As a restoration measure, we believe this is extremely important to consider, especially as flammable,
2008 fire-killed debris lies next to homes and structures near the towns of Concow and Yankee Hill,
placing lives and property at risk to wildfire.

As a first step toward establishing future optimal DFPZ canopy cover, our decisions will effectively ' -
achieve desired DFPZ conditions by tending post fire re-growth. We are convinced this is key to
achieving and maintaining desired DFPZ conditions. For these reasons, in areas devoid of seed stock and
sprouting tree Species (hardwoods), DFPZs will be spot planted with ponderosa pine, sugar pine and
Douglas-fir to ensure desired stocking densities are achieved and sustained over time.

In order to maintain open conditions and reduce hazardous fuels, our decisions will masticate select
shrubs and dead trees up to 19.9 inches DBH, retaining small, less than % acre untreated areas for
structural diversity. Black oak stump sprouts will be left untreated at an approximate spacing from 18 to
25 feet, with mastication in between. Mastication in combination with hand pruning of basal sprouts will

also be applied as a follow-up maintenance treatment to reduce overcrowding and aggressive shrub
growth.
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We believe the outcome will be more open, tree-dominated forested conditions that will allow retardant
and water applied aerially to penetrate the tree canopy to reach the forest floor. This will help us achieve
our ultimate desired condition, whereby rapid rate of fire spread and torching potential are reduced to aid
ground crews (FEIS sections 4.6.4 and 4.6.5).

By achieving desired DFPZ fuel and vegetative conditions as described under Alternative B (FEIS section
2.2.2), fuel modeling predicts the greatest benefit will occur in the long term, indicates flame lengths 10
years from initial treatments will be reduced from 6-11 ft. to 3-4 ft.; and in 20 years, lengths will be
lowered from 26-40 ft. to 3-4 ft., for a noteworthy benefit. In 20 years, fuel loading of dead woody
material smaller than 3 in. diameter is predicted to decline from 1.99 tons/per to 1.22 tons per acre. Larger
fuel loading is predicted to drop from 19.50 tons per acre to 11.17 tons per acre by year 20. The current
number of snags on average per acre in the burned treatment areas is predicted to decrease from 409 per
area to 40 per acre (FEIS section 2.3).

Equally important, DFPZs will be established and maintained immediately adjacent to private properties,
designed to increase the landowner’s hazardous fuels clearance for better home protection from future
damage (FEIS section 4.6.5). For these reasons, we believe implementing Alternative B will provide safe

places for fire fighters and adjacent neighbors when wildfire danger is imminent.

Landscape Scale. We selected Alternative B, because DFPZ networks, in combination with private land
shaded fuelbreaks, will make it easier to suppress fires during initial attack by firefighters on the ground,
while providing safe, strategic locations for directly and indirectly fighting approaching wildfire. Opening
overstory and understory forest canopy in strategic locations, along roads, ridge tops and near the
communities of Magalia, Paradise, Yankee Hill and Concow will aid fire suppression resources, by
allowing for a combination of ground and air attack. Aerial suppression methods (retardant or helicopter
bucket drops) are more effective with back up of ground suppression resources (building fire line, back
firing or laying hose)(FEIS sections 2.3 and 4.6.4).

i

In light of the devastating outcome of the most recent 2008 Butte Lightning Complex and lessons learned,
we are determined to implement responsible land management practices that serve our local communities.
Although much of the work in the burned area will cost taxpayers initially, the cost of future fire
suppression will far exceed by many millions this preventive financial investment (FEIS sections 4.5.4
and 4.5.5).
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Ecosystem Management

Our decisions to select Alternative B will best test and demonstrate the effectiveness of Defensible Fuel
Profile Zone (DFPZ) integrated forest health and diversity vegetative treatments to achieve ecological
benefits, in compliance with the 1998 Herger-Feinstein Quincy Library Group Forest Recovery Act
(HFQLG Act), as amended.

We realize fire suppression practices initiated in the 1940s (still practiced today), erroneously reduced the
frequency of low severity fire disturbances, allowing many trees to survive in unnaturally close-growing
conditions. These unintended consequences are visibly evident by the presence of overstocked forests,
proliferation of shade tolerant trees and understory plants, and a conversion from open to closed forest
canopy cover habitats. Based on a review of pertinent information, we know from historic records that our
fire suppression practices have affected natural fire return intervals ranging from 5-15 years on drier,
itions (FEIS sections 4.6.4 and 4.7.4).

As each habitat type develops under a certain balance of sunlight, moisture, air temperature, soil
temperature, and nutrients; a change in any one of these environmental factors can cause a chain reaction
affecting wildlife species’ survival. We are very concerned forests that once supported a high percentage
of open forest and healthy riparian habitats on public land, where a multitude of California's aquatic,
aviary and mammalian wildlife species lived, have been degraded (FEIS sections 3.3.4, 3.3.5, 4.9.4 and

4.10.4; appendix C-2 - C-5). Our decisions aim to incrementally reverse, to extent feasible in 3 potential
DFPZ treatment entries, these unintended outcomes of well-intended, prior human intervention.

Unburned Area. Our decisions will promote the health and retention of black oak by removing
competition, while retaining large conifers by applying radial release around all living black oak trees 6
inches in diameter or greater, on up to 5 trees per acre. Residual spacing of conifers will establish a
random mosaic pattern in DFPZs to restore unique forest stand and fuel conditions (FEIS section 2'.2). b

In order to restore structural diversity, our decisions will apply radial release of conifers around one to
three of the largest healthiest growing sugar pine, or ponderosa pine greater than 24 inches in diameter on
a per acre basis. Based on best available science and expert local knowledge, radial thinning will correlate
to tree DBH. In the inner zone surrounding the edge of the black oak tree crown, from 0-20 ft., all
ponderosa pine less than 24 inches DBH and all other conifers less than 30 inches DBH will be removed.
In the zone extending from 20-50 ft. from the outer edge of the black oak’s tree crown, healthy growing
conifers will be retained at an approximate density of 50 to 100 square feet of basal area per acre. Radial
thinning or release will not exceed a 30 foot radius (Figure 1).
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Figure 1 DFPZ radial release treatment

If we defer treatment, Forest Vegetation Simulator (FVS) growth model stand predictions indicate tree
vigor will continue to decline in overstocked dense stands, putting these forests increasingly at risk for
insect and disease related mortality. The combination of overly dense stands, continued drought and
pathogens are predicted to lead to higher levels of tree mortality, especially in the lower crown classes and
will act to increase surface fuel loading. In addition, as shade tolerant fir and incense cedar tree species
become established, they will form a multiple layer of vegetation or la