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Appendix B - Full Application Checklist
SNC Reference#: 865

Project Name: Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed Restoration Project

App|icant; Pit Resource Conservation District

Please mark each box if item is included 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

(@] 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 6a only)
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)
(W] 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
(W Long-Term Management Plan (EFN: LTMP.pdf)

h. [H] Performance Measures

Budget documents

a. M| Detailed Budget Form (EFN: Budget.xls, .xIsx)

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)
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(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.

2/29/2016

Signed  (Authorized Representative) Date

Thomas W. Esgate, Project Director

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

SNC REFERENCE #gg5

PROJECT NAME |ookout/Upper Pit River Watershed Restoration Project

APPLICANT NAME (Legal name, address, and zip code)
Pit Resource Conservation District, PO Box 301, Bieber, CA 96009

AMOUNT OF GRANT REQUEST $500,000.00

TOTAL PROJECT COST $1,070,000

PROJECT LOCATION (County with approx. lat/long, center of project area)
Modoc County, California; N41.23667, W121.22745

SENATE DISTRICT NUMBER

ASSEMBLY DISTRICT NUMBER
1

PERSON WITH MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR GRANT CONTRACT

Name and title

[m] Mr.  Thomas W. Esgate, Project

[ ]Ms.

Phone Email Address

530-310-0146 twesgate@sbcglobal.net

TRIBAL CONSULTATION CONTACT(S) INFORMATION

Name:

Phone Number:

Mikey Gimmel, Pit River Tribal Chairman 530-945-0769
Email address: resistance@outlook.com

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR OR PLANNING DIRECTOR CONTACT INFORMATION

Name:
Chester Robertson

Email address: cao@co.modoc.ca.us

Phone Number:
530-233-7660

NEAREST PUBLIC WATER AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION

Name:

Phone Number:

Central Valley Water Quality Control BD. (530) 224-4129
Email address: bletton@waterboards.ca.gov

865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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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

Project Area: 900
Total Acres: 6000/planned & completed
SNC Portion (if different): g

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

865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
Pit Resource Conservation District




Eidman, Patrick@SNC Updated CCC Consult Added 3/28/2016 (PE)

From: Tom Esgate <twesgate@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2016 12:26 PM

To: Eidman, Patrick@SNC

Cc: Forma, Lisa@SNC; Fristensky, Andy@SNC; Hoffman, Kristy@SNC
Subject: FW: SNC Project Review Request

Importance: High

Patrick,

In reviewing my emails | also just found this, which is for both 865 & 866.

It is not quite as official looking as the ones | received from the local corp.

It looks like there might have been a change in CCC staff issue that generated this response, which is still the same, they
are unable to do the work for either of the projects.

Regards,

Tom

From: Prop 1@CCC [mailto:Prop1@CCC.CA.GOV]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 3:31 PM

To: Tom Esgate <twesgate@sbcglobal.net>
Subject: RE: SNC Project Review Request

Hey Tom.

| was going through emails and it appears you have received responses for the local corps and | just wanted to forward
the CCC’s response. Unfortunately this is something we are unable to do. Please include this email as proof that you
reached out to the California Conservation Corps for the following projects:

Diamond Mountain Watershed Restoration Project
Lookout Watershed Restoration Project

Please let me know if you need separate emails individualizing our responses.
Thanks,

Nick Martinez

Region Il Analyst

California Conservation Corps
Office (916) 341-3157
Nicholas.Martinez@ccc.ca.gov

&
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Updated CCC Consult Added 3/28/2016 (PE)

From: Tom Esgate [mailto:twesgate@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 2:45 PM

To: Prop 1@CCC <Propl@CCC.CA.GOV>

Subject: RE: SNC Project Review Request

Hi Nick,

| received responses for both projects (one was amended to reflect the correct name) yesterday so | think we are
covered.

Regards,

Tom Esgate

Managing Director

Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc.
http://www.lassenfiresafecouncil.org/
twesgate@sbcglobal.net
530-310-0146 Cell Phone

From: Prop 1@CCC [mailto:Propl@CCC.CA.GOV]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 2:39 PM

To: Tom Esgate <twesgate@sbcglobal.net>
Subject: RE: SNC Project Review Request

Hello Tom.

| wanted to touch base with you as | have been granted the pleasure to handle Prop | for the CCC. | apologize for the
delayed response as | am still deciphering where the former Prop 1 person left off. | have sent this to our district that is
responsible for this area of the application to obtain a response. | should receive a response no later than tomorrow
afternoon which will be relayed to you.

Sorry for the inconvenience and | appreciate your patience.
Thanks,

Nick Martinez

Region Il Analyst

California Conservation Corps
Office (916) 341-3157
Nicholas.Martinez@ccc.ca.gov

&

From: Tom Esgate [mailto:twesgate @sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2016 3:32 PM

To: Prop 1@CCC <Propl@CCC.CA.GOV>; inquiry@proplcommunitycorps.org
Subject: SNC Project Review Request

Importance: High
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Updated CCC Consult Added 3/28/2016 (PE)
Prop 1 Coordinator & Crystal Muhlenkamp:

Greetings Again!

My apologies for being redundant but Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc. is in the process
of re-submitting our Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) Prop 1 Grant Application for our
Diamond Mountain Watershed Restoration Project. There are no changes to the project that
we previously submitted for your review, however SNC is requiring that we again submit our
project to you for review and that we also obtain a new response that needs to be submitted
with our application. Per the SNC Grant guidelines we are again providing you with the
attached project information.

We look forward to your review and response to the project information we have submitted.

Regards,

Tom Esgate

Managing Director

Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc.
http://www.lassenfiresafecouncil.org/
twesgate@sbcglobal.net
530-310-0146 Cell Phone

From: Tom Esgate [mailto:twesgate @sbcglobal.net]

Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2015 5:46 PM

To: 'Propl@ccc.ca.gov' <Propl@ccc.ca.gov>; 'inquiry@proplcommunitycorps.org'
<inquiry@proplcommunitycorps.org>

Subject: SNC Project Review Request

Importance: High

Prop 1 Coordinator & Crystal Muhlenkamp:

Greetings, Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc. is in the process of preparing a Sierra Nevada
Conservancy (SNC) Prop 1 Grant Application. Per the SNC Grant guidelines we are providing you
with the attached project information.

We look forward to your review and response to the project information we have submitted.

Tom Esgate

Managing Director

Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc.
http://www.lassenfiresafecouncil.org/
twesgate@sbcglobal.net
530-310-0146 Cell Phone
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4. CCC/Local Conservation Corps Document (865: CCC.pdf)
Tom Esgate

From: Prop1 Community Corps <inquiry@prop1communitycorps.org>
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2016 4:49 PM

To: Tom Esgate

Cc: Prop 1@CCC

Subject: Re: SNC Project Review Request

Hello Tom,

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in the Lookout Watershed
Restoration Project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation
Corps.

Thank you,

Dominique

California Association of Local Conservation Corps
Proposition 1 — Water Bond

Consultation Review Document

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

Vv'Yes (applicant has submitted all necessary information to CALCC)

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

VIt is NOT feasible for CALCC to be used on the project (deemed compliant)

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

On Fri, Jan 29, 2016 at 3:40 PM, Tom Esgate <twesgate(@sbcglobal.net> wrote:

Prop 1 Coordinator & Crystal Muhlenkamp:

3 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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Greetings Again!

My apologies for being redundant but the Pit Resource Conservation District is in the process
of re-submitting our Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) Prop 1 Grant Application for our
Lookout Watershed Restoration Project. There are no changes to the project that we
previously submitted for your review, however SNC is requiring that we again submit our
project to you for review and that we also obtain a new response that needs to be submitted
with our application. Per the SNC Grant guidelines we are again providing you with the
attached project information.

We look forward to your review and response to the project information we have submitted.

Regards,

Tom Esgate

Pit Resource Conservation District Project Director

http://www.pitriveralliance.net/pitrcd/

twesgate(@sbcglobal.net

530-310-0146 Cell Phone

4 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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5. Authorization to Apply or Resolution (865: authorization.pdf)

5 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
Pit Resource Conservation District
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5. Organizational Information

We have verified with SNC staff that all our required organizational information is on file

7 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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865 Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed Restoration Project
6. Narrative Description
a. Detailed Project Description (865: Narrative.docx)

The purpose of the Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed Restoration Project is to expand
restoration efforts in the Upper Pit River Watershed that will protect and enhance the
local water supply and protect the community of Lookout from wildfire.

The 900-acre SNC project area is private land located primarily in the Harvel Canyon
Planning Watershed (CalWater 2.2) of the Upper Pit Watershed. The Harvel Canyon
watershed feeds Taylor Creek, which flows into the Pit River (which eventually joins the
Sacramento River). A small portion (<10%) drains into the Widow Valley Creek. Taylor
Creek, Widow Valley Creek, their appurtenant reservoirs, and the Pit River are
important sources of water for agricultural use in the area. They are also critical sources
of water for wildlife, domestic use, power generation, and recreation. Area residents
also rely extensively on groundwater from the Big Valley groundwater basin (recently
named a priority basin) for irrigation and domestic use. Vegetation management within
the project area and throughout the Upper Pit River Watershed will positively impact
water availability for human use, including ground water recharge.

Over 20,000 acres of overstocked, heavy-fuel-laden forest lie to the west of the Lookout
Ranchettes community in the direction of the prevailing winds. This is mixed conifer
forest choked with white fir and “dog hair” pine. Fire history in the area shows most fires
travel from the SW to the NE. Therefore, the proposed treatment area to the west of the
community was identified as the best strategy to reduce the risks of catastrophic
wildfire. It is also a critical continuation of our 6,000 acre Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed
Restoration project.

Scope

Project will conduct biomass thinning treatments on 900 acres to a 40% -50% crown
closure and also some mastication of brush in an effort that will continue our landscape-
scale watershed restoration treatments and provide protection to the community.

Location

The SNC component of our project is directly west and adjacent to the Lookout
Ranchettes subdivision in Modoc County. The project area rises up at the base of Big
Valley Mountain and treatments there are critical for the restoration of the watershed
and the protection of the populated area.

Goals

Increase water available for surface and groundwater recharge. Recent drought and
accompanying use restrictions on the Big Valley aquifer have underscored the
importance of vegetation management at the landscape/watershed scale to manage

8 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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water yield. Thinning canopies from 60-90% canopy cover to 40-50% canopy cover will
result in 16-40% less precipitation (primarily snow) intercepted by and evaporated from
canopies and less water lost to transpiration. By reducing water loss from overstocked
forest, flows to Taylor Creek, and deep drainage to the Big Valley groundwater basin,
will increase modestly, which is expected to increase downstream water delivery.

Reduce risk of catastrophic wildfire and associated water and air quality concerns.
Unnaturally large or severely burned areas pose a problem to watershed health. The
combination of no cover or stabilizing vegetation, loose ash and soil, and the potential
for rapid snow melt in burned and regenerating areas can result in harmful quantities of
sediment reaching watercourses in and around these areas.

Improve health of the Upper Pit River Watershed and restore forest health. Healthy
vegetation representative of the historic ecological site type is an indicator of watershed
health. Forest thinning will improve forest health by reducing competition for limited
light, nutrients, and water among retained trees. Removing insect and disease affected
trees will prevent further spread. Healthy, growing forests are more resistant to drought
and more adaptable to climate change.

Improve public safety and reduce severity and spatial extent of a wildfire should one
occur. Forest thinning treatments have been shown to slow and limit the spread of
wildfire when fires enter treated areas. The proposed project will act as a shaded fuel
break for Lookout, protecting it from potential losses of life and property.

Improve habitat for game and non-game species and associated recreational
opportunities by opening up the canopy to allow understory and groundcover species
used by wildlife to regenerate. The road system within the project area is open to the
public and provides access to recreational opportunities, primarily hunting and
sightseeing. Hunters come from all over California to hunt deer, antelope, elk, upland
game birds, turkeys, and occasionally waterfowl.

Improve local socioeconomic conditions. Local contractors will complete all project
work. The project will produce biomass fuel to produce renewable energy at a local
biomass generation facilities, Burney Forest Power & HL Power. By managing for
healthy forests and increased watershed yield for use in irrigation the project will protect
working forest and agricultural landscapes.

9 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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6. b. Work Plan and Schedule

The SNC project is part of a larger project and connects with previously completed work
within a 6,000+ acre overall project area. In 2012 PRCD, in partnership with Lassen
County Fire Safe Council, Inc. (LCFSC), completed 1,900 acres of landscape-scale and
community fuel treatments along the Burlington Northern Railroad corridor to the south
and within Lookout Ranchettes. The work was funded by SNC, the Western States
Foresters/Western WWUI (WWUI) program and the California Fire Safe Council
(CFSC).

In this next phase our treatments will fully connect with our previously completed work
to the south. In addition, companion/partner funded work will treat an additional 947
acres of watershed restoration work to the North, West and South of the SNC project
area, bringing the total restored acres in this phase to 1,847 acres.

In the SNC funded portion of our project 900 acres of mixed conifer forest will be
mechanically thinned from 60-90% crown closure to 40%-50% crown closure. Some
mastication of brush will be conducted where deemed necessary. All work will be
conducted in compliance with the California Forest Practice Act. W.M. Beaty &
Associates (Beaty), the manager of the land to be treated with SNC funds, has agreed
to partner with the PRCD, LCSFC, and the community to implement the project and to
contribute the required RPF services. Companion projects for this phase include the
treatment of 465 acres with $200,000 in CFSC funding awarded in July of 2015. In
addition, in July 2015 we made a request for an additional $260,000 in WWUI funds to
complete the balance of this phase, 482 acres of treatment. In January of 2016 we also
made a $100,000 request for Calfire SRA funds. We will continue to seek out
opportunities in order to complete the entire project.

Overall project management, the filing of reports and performance reporting will be the
responsibility of the PRCD Project Director. PRCD Business Manager will be
responsible for the processing of invoices and project accounting. Beaty will provide
Registered Professional Forester services as an in-kind donation of services. Project
will be advertised and awarded on the basis of competitive bids.

Mechanical work will be accomplished by a Licensed Timber Operator using timbcos,
shears, skidders, chippers and masticators. Biomass utilization of material will be used
to reduce costs. Pre and post treatment monitoring of forest stands will be conducted by
our contracted PhD Ecologist in conjunction with performance measure reporting.

The implementation work anticipates that the majority of the watershed restoration
treatments will be implemented through the biomass utilization of the removed chipped
material that would be taken to Burney Forest Power of Burney, California, and/or HL
Power, located east of Susanville, California. The chips would be used for fuel in the
production of clean renewable energy. This would be the highest and best use of the
removed material. For the past decade both Burney Forest Power & HL Power have
had their contracts to sell its power to PG&E renewed annually and we expect that will
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continue. However, in the unlikely event that both of their contracts are not renewed, the
watershed restoration work can still be implemented through mastication treatments, as
is being done in many other watershed restoration projects, at approximately the same

costs.

DETAILED PROJECT DELIVERABLES | TIMELINE

INCLUDE SPECIFIC DELIVERABLES ASSUME START DATE 60 DAYS

IDENTIFIED IN SCOPE AND ALL AFTER SNC BOARD

PROGRESS REPORTS, ETC. AUTHORIZATION (Assumes June
2016 Award)

_Sr,f;zgeig-treatment Monitoring 7/15/2016

Prepare Bid Documents 7/15/2016

Project Layout 7/30/2016

Bid Solicitation & Award 8/30/2016

Project Treatments/Implementation 10/1/2016

First 6 Month Reporting 1/15/2017

Second 6 Month Reporting 7/15/2017

Post Treatment Monitoring of Transects 11/1/2017

Final Project Reporting/800 Acres of

Forest & Watershed Restored * 1/31/2018

* Per applicant, this project is 900 acres (PE)

11
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6. C. Restrictions, Technical/Environmental Documents and Agreements

i Restrictions/Agreements (865: RestAgree.pdf)

There are no restrictions that would impede the successful implementation of our
project. The project will fully comply with the California Forest Practice Act.

There are no additional agreements necessary to implement and/or monitor our project,
other than the executed Tenure Agreement that is included in this application.

12 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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6. C. ii. Regulatory Requirements / Permits (865: RegPermit.pdf)

All regulatory requirements have been satisfied with the issuance of the 14 CCR §
1038(b) Exemption, 2-15EX-882-MOQOD, by the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection (an annually issued exemption which will be refiled 8/24/16). A copy of
the exemption is included with the application. (Note: The exemption covers not only the
865 SNC project, but also the Beaty portion of our CFSC and WWUI projects as well.)

13 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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6. d. Organizational Capacity

PRCD employs a Business Manager who handles day to day activities and also serves
as their bookkeeper. All other work is furnished by independent contractors, including a
Watershed Coordinator and a Project Director who manages our terrestrial projects. We
also contract for Registered Professional Forester, Biological, Botanical and Cultural
Resource/Archaeological services. Our contracted PhD Ecologist will perform the
monitoring work for this project. All of our contracted staff work closely together to
successfully implement our projects.

Our treatment work will be accomplished through a Licensed Timber Operator who will
be hired through a competitive bidding process.

We have treated and restored over 20,000 acres in Lassen & Modoc Counties over the
last 12 years. We have completed and are successfully managing several SNC funded
projects. Our most recent projects include:

Lookout/Kramer Ranch Project (2013), Sierra Nevada Conservancy, California Fire
Safe Council, U.S. Forest Service, Modoc County, Cal Fire Conservation crews
completed 2013 community assessment. Total project cost $810,000, Firewise
Community USA recognition, 60 Risk Assessments, 1,900 acres of landscape scale and
community fuel treatments.

Ash Creek Wildlife Restoration Project Phases 1,11, & 11l (2012-2015), an approximately
3,500 acre stream and habitat restoration project. Total project cost $3,500,000, primary
funding sources: Sierra Nevada Conservancy, CA Dept. Water Resources, and CA
Wildlife Conservation Board, National Fish & Wildlife Foundation.

Dutch Flat Creek Enhancement and Sustainability Project (2014). The Dutch Flat Creek
project enhanced and integrated a pivot irrigation system with a stream bank
enhancement project by re-sloping stream banks, replanting, and creating grade control
structures for the pivot wheels to cross the creek. Total project cost $150,000. Primary
funding entity was the Sierra Nevada Conservancy.

Butte Creek Meadow Restoration Project (2014-2015). This project consists of
reconnecting a creek (i.e. Butte Creek) to its historic floodplain (80 acres) by filling
ditches and entrenched channels and re-contouring the stream. Total project cost
$300,000. Primary funding entity is the Sierra Nevada Conservancy.

We have completed all our projects on time, within budget and treated significantly more
acres at lower costs than initial estimates. In summary, PRCD has the expertise and
capacity to complete the Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project.

14 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
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6. e. Cooperation & Community Support

The 13,000 acre Day Fire in 2014, which stopped about 1/4 mile NW of the Lookout
community, raised awareness that more needs to be done to restore and protect the
watershed and to buffer and protect the Lookout community from a wildfire approaching
from adjacent timberland. In addition, this project is a priority project of the following
supporting agencies/endorsers of the Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s Watershed
Improvement Program: US Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, the US Fish
and Wildlife Service (see Letters of Support) and Pit Resource Conservation District. It
is also a priority project in the Upper Pit River Integrated Regional Management Plan.

The Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed Restoration Project is exemplary of the intent of the
SNC WIP. The project is located in the Pit River Watershed, one of the 16 watersheds
identified for initial information gathering and assessment of restoration needs. A
diverse group of stakeholders has already joined and identified this project as one of the
landscape-level watershed restoration needs on public and private lands in the Pit River
Watershed. Furthermore, these stakeholders have sought and garnered funding to
complete treatments and private landowners have contributed in kind services. These
efforts are detailed below. The proposed project also complements SNC and statewide
initiatives summarized in the table below.

Our project was developed as part of the collaborative Modoc & Lassen County
Community Wildfire Protection Plans (CWPP). It is one of the top priorities in Lassen
County CWPP and the #2 priority in the Modoc County CWPP (our overall project area
spans across the two counties). The Lassen County CWPP is unique in that it
incorporates a formal Memo of Understanding (MOU) executed by Lassen County Fire
Safe Council, Lassen County, 3 National Forests, 2 BLM Field Offices, Calfire, NRCS,
local Fire Departments, Tribes, 4 Private Timber Companies and HL Power, together
known as the CWPP Working Group which meets annually. The project is also identified
as the top priority in the Lookout Community Assessment which was adopted by the
Lookout Firewise Board in 2013.

Three major landowners, Kramer Ranch, Sierra Pacific Industries and Red River
Forests (managed by W.M. Beaty & Associates) have been working with the community
to restore the watershed and reduce wildfire risk. Further up the mountain the Bureau of
Land Management and U.S. Forest Service have also instituted complementary
watershed restoration treatments. Forestlands managed by W. M. Beaty & Associates,
Inc. (WBA) are generally open to recreational use such as hiking, bicycling, fishing,
hunting, cross-country skiing, sight-seeing, and photography as long as individuals are
properly licensed by the State where necessary.
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Proposed project goals™ as they relate to select California initiatives that address
forest health and watershed restoration?.

Initiative Initiative goals, objectives, or outcomes Proposed
project goals
that meet
initiative
goals,
objectives or
outcomes
Proposition 1 Implement fuel treatment projects to reduce wildfire 2,3,
risks, protect watersheds tributary to water storage
facilities, and promote watershed health.
Protect and restore rural and urban watershed health | 1, 2, 3, 4
to improve watershed storage capacity, forest health,
protection of life and property, and greenhouse gas
reduction.
Implement watershed adaptation projects in orderto | 3
reduce the impacts of climate changes on California’s
communities and ecosystems.
California Water Action 4: Protect and Restore Important Ecosystems. | 1,2, 5

Action Plan

Manage Headwaters for multiple benefits.
Specifically the plan emphasizes “the need to restore
forest health through ecologically sound forest
management” as a means to improve wildlife habitat,
water quality, natural system function, to increase
water yield, and to reduce wildfire risk.

State conservancies from San Diego to Lake Tahoe
to the coast will develop new Proposition 1 grant
programs to assist with the restoration of watersheds
critical to California’s water supply systems.

Project would
fall under one of
these programs

Sierra Nevada
Forest and

Community Initiative

(SNFCI)

Improve the long-term environmental, economic and
social well-being of the Sierra Nevada Region. The
SNC is fostering collaboration locally and regionally in
an effort to support a cohesive, economically viable,

2,3,56

and sustainable approach to reducing fire risk,
creating jobs, and protecting this priceless resource.

*1. Increase water available for surface and groundwater recharge.

2. Reduce risk of catastrophic wildfire and associated water and air quality concerns.

3. Improve health of the Upper Pit River Watershed and restore forest health.

4. Improve public safety and reduce severity and spatial extent of a wildfire should one occur.
5. Improve habitat for game and non-game species and associated recreational opportunities.
6. Improve local socioeconomic conditions.

" Please see section 6a: Detailed project description for full description of goals.
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Sierra Nevada 3

Watershed Restore Sierra forests and watersheds to a healthier
Improvement state
Program

Improve the quantity and quality of water throughout | 1, 2
the year

Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and stabilize 2,3
carbon storage

Improve local socio-economic conditions and public 4,6
safety

Improve habitat for wildlife, fish, and plant species

Reduce the risk of large, damaging wildfires

Preserve working landscapes

N O Nl O

Protect air quality

A.B. 685, Human Aid in providing safe, clean, affordable, and 1, 2,
Right to Water accessible water adequate for human consumption,
cooking and sanitary purposes.

Public Access

The SNC project area is used and enjoyed by the adjacent community, and many visitors
to the area, for hunting, hiking, bird watching, photography and cross country skiing. As
with all forestland managed by W. M. Beaty & Associates, Inc.(WBA), the lands within the
SNC project area are generally open to recreational use. Additional information on public
access to WBA managed lands is available at the following link.

http://www.wmbeaty.com/management/recreation.htm
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i Letters of Support (865: LOS.pdf)
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STATE CAPITOL COMMITTEES
P.O. BOX 942849 (Aﬁg?mh[g VICE CHAIR: ENVIRONMENTAL SAFETY
SACRAMENTO, CA 94249-0001 AND TOXIC MATERIALS

(916) 319-2001 VICE CHAIR: NATURAL RESOURCES

-~ - o1 Y
FAX (916) 319-2101 (ﬂahfnrnta %EBBI&I&{]IL‘B PRIVACY AND CONSUMER PROTECTION
UTILITIES AND COMMERCE
DISTRICT OFFICE : WATER, PARKS AND WILDLIFE
280 HEMSTED DRIVE, SUITE 110 g

REDDING, CA 96002
(530) 223-6300
FAX (530) 223-6737

E-MAIL
Assemblymember.Dahle @ assembly.ca.gov ASSEMBLYMAN, FIRST DISTRICT

Aug. 26, 2015

Jim Branham, Executive Officer
Sierra Nevada Conservancy
11521 Blocker Drive, Suite 205
Auburn, CA 95603

Dear Jim,

[ write to offer my enthusiastic support for the Pit Resource Conservation District’s application for grant
funding to complete the Lookout/Upper Pit River Watershed Restoration Project.

This shaded fuel break will protect the residents of Lookout from wildfires. It will also restore the watershed of
the Upper Pit River, one of the most critical tributaries to the Sacramento, and enhance wildlife habitat.

The project’s 1,500-plus acres build upon earlier regional fuel treatments to create a truly landscape-scale
improvement across the boundaries of both private landowners and the Modoc National Forest.

The community and environmental benefits of the project make it a win-win for the Sierra Nevada
Conservancy. Thank you for giving it your careful consideration.

Sincerely,

BRIAN DAHLE
Assemblyman, 1% District
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6. f. Tribal Consultation Narrative (865: tribal.docx)

We have been working with Pit River Tribe over the last eight months in an effort to
garner their input and support for our project. Our efforts were consummated with an on
site visit and the Tribe. They followed up and issued a Letter of Support for our project,
which is included in our Tribal Consultation documentation, as well in our Letter of
Support file.

Tribal Contact Information:

Mikey Gimmel, Pit River Tribal Chairman
Telephone: 530-945-0769
Email: resistance@outlook.com

Tribal Communications w/PRCD Business Manager

7/127/15 At 9:40 am | phoned the main phone number listed for the Pit River Tribe
(530-335-5421) and spoke with receptionist Raquel Caberra to determine
who to speak with regarding our project. | was transferred to Mickey Gimmel
but the voice mail box was full and could not receive messages. | phoned
back to the receptionist and she gave me Mr. Gimmel’s cell number (530-945-
0769. | phoned the number and left a voicemail asking Mr. Gimmel to contact
me.

7/28/15 | mailed a letter to Mr. Gimmel explaining our project and asking him to
contact me. | sent one letter certified and one letter via regular mail.

7/30/15 | phoned Mr. Gimmel again and left another message on his cell phone
asking him to please contact me regarding the letter that | had sent.

8/14/15 Phoned Mr. Gimmel again but this time his cell phone was not accepting
messages so | phoned back to the main office and spoke with Ms. Caberra.
She gave me a new name and phone number, Morning Star Gali who was not
in the office but is good at returning calls she said. | phoned Morning Star
Gali (510-827-6719) and left a message asking to be contacted.

8/26/15 Phoned Morning Star Gali and left a second message asking to be contacted.

8/26/15 Phoned the tribal office receptionist again to see if there was anyone else that
might be able to help.

1/7/16  Bob Kingman contacted Tom Esgate regarding our Tribal communication.
Tom contacted me, Sharmie Stevenson, and asked me to phone Bob and
discuss Tribal contacts. | spoke with Bob and he forwarded an e-mail to me
that he had sent to the tribe that listed all parties that sat-in on a phone
conference that was led by Marissa Fierro. At the conclusion of my call with
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1/9/16

1/11/16

1/24/16

1/25/16

1/25/16

1/26/16

1/29/16

2/4/16

2/4/16

2/5/16

2/5/16
2/8/16

Bob | sent an e-mail to Marissa asking her to contact me either by phone or e-
mail. Marissa never responded to this request.

| sent a group e-mail to all parties listed on the contact page given to me by
Bob, Administrator Charles White, Ignacia Venegas, Feather Wolfin, Darcie
Houck, Marissa Fierro, Morning Star Gali, Raquel Cabrera. | requested their
help in making contact with someone within the tribe and explained my
difficulties in getting a response.

| received a response from Charles White informing me that this was the first
he had heard of my trying to contact someone within the tribe. Morning Star
sent an e-mail with a similar response and included her contact phone
numbers. | sent another group e-mail to all parties with the documentation
log and copy of certified letter pick-up.

| sent an e-mail to Charles, Morning Star, and Marissa with the project
information that | had sent to Mickey Gimmel and asked to have a
conversation about the project. Morning Star sent a message back with time
that she would be available to talk. We set up a phone conference for Jan.
25" at 9:00 a.m.

Morning Star and | set up a meeting date of Feb. 8™ at 10:00 am. Meeting
was to include: Morning Star, Herb Quinn, Jennifer Quinn, Jeff Oldson, and
Sharmie Stevenson.

Marissa sent an e-mail to request maps and GIS. | responded the same day
with maps cc’d to the group and told her it would take a few days to get the
GIS but | would send it to her.

Herb Quinn sent an e-mail to request that the meeting take place in Big Valley
and to meet at Big Valley Market with a site tour to follow.

| sent out an e-mail to the group confirming date, time, and location of the
meeting.

| sent an e-mail of the GIS info. to Marissa, Morning Star, Herb, Jennifer, and
Charles.

Marissa requested meeting minutes from the meeting last week. | responded
to inquire what meeting she was referring to so | could comply with her
request.

Marissa sent an e-mail to tell me that she found out that the meeting was next
week.

| sent a group e-mail to remind everyone of the meeting on Feb 8.

Morning Star, Herb, Jennifer, Jeff, and Sharmie met at 10:00 am at Big Valley
Market in Bieber to discuss the Lookout project and from there went on a site
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tour to the project area. (see attached follow-up e-mail from the meeting and
tour).

2/15/16 | sent an e-mail to Morning Star, Herb, Jennifer, and Jeff to inquire about the
letter of support as the Tribal meeting was held on 2/12/16. No response.

2/22/16 | phoned Morning Star and left a message and sent a follow up e-mail to
again inquire about the letter of support (see attached).

2/26/16 Letter of Support received from Pit River Tribe, which is included in this
Tribal Consultation Narrative and our Letters of Support file.
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6. g. Long Term Management and Sustainability Narrative

The attached Long Term Management Plan (LTMP) sets forth our plans for the long
term management and sustainability of our project, through and beyond the 10 year
SNC Prop1 requirement. W.M. Beaty and Associates, the manager of the land for the
landowner, Red River Forests LLC., will be taking the lead management role as set
forth in our Cooperative Agreement and Tenure Document, and the LTMP.
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6.

g. i. Long Term Management Plan (865: LTMP.pdf)

Long-term maintenance of this resilient stand condition will occur with follow-up timber
harvesting, as well as prescribed cultural practices as needed (including prescribed
herbivory, mastication, etc.). Timber harvesting on Red River Forests complies with an
approved Sustained Yield Plan which details allowable harvesting levels, and ensures
sustainable and environmentally acceptable practices.

Additional long-term goals for the project area:

Provide a defensible fuel condition to protect the Lookout/Lookout Ranchettes
Communities

Improve wildlife habitat;

Utilize prescribed grazing when appropriate;

Provide biomass for renewable energy production;

Keep forest stands free of noxious weeds;

Reduce encroachment by western juniper;

Maintain water quality and quantity

Protection and Maintenance

The following activities will take place in order to meet the long-term goals and
objectives:

Inspections for insects and disease will be conducted annually and non-endemic
level infestations will be treated as needed;

Roads will be inspected annually to reduce the potential for erosion to effect
water quality;

Inspections for noxious weeds will be conducted annually and potential
infestations will be treated immediately;

Fuel and vegetative conditions will be monitored annually, to determine if cultural
maintenance practices are needed to maintain fire resiliency;

Every 10-15 years stands will be inventoried by a Registered Professional
Forester to determine if a timber harvest is warranted;

Management Plan will be reviewed every five years to review goals and
objectives and determine whether protection and maintenance measures are
working to meet the outlined goals and objectives.
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6. h. Performance Measures
We will report quantities and/or values of the following performance measures:
SNC Reporting/All Projects:

Number and Type of Jobs Created
Project will preserve and create forest products sector jobs

Number and Value of New, Improved, or Preserved Economic Activities
Project will help preserve employment in the forest products sector and
renewable energy production activities, both of which are currently under
stress.

Number of People Reached
The Pit RCD will provide updates on our website,
http://www.pitriveralliance.net/pitrcd/ regarding project implementation and
successes. The project will also be featured in our quarterly newsletter and a
field tour.

Resources Leveraged for the Sierra Nevada
The Pit RCD has a successful track record leveraging funds and we will
leverage additional resources beyond those included in our budget.

Selected SNC Performance Measures:

Acres of Land Improved or Restored
GIS layer will be delivered to SNC documenting the number of acres restored.

Kilowatts of Renewable Energy Production Capacity Maintained or Created
The biomass developed from this project will create renewable energy
kilowatts.

PRCD Developed Performance Measure:
Changes in tree density and species composition toward a greater dominance of
eastside pine and a reduction in canopy cover to less than 50%.
PRCD will collect pre- and post-treatment data to document changes in tree
canopy cover, tree density, and species composition to demonstrate that the
project has met its goals with respect to forest stand conditions.
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7. Budget Documents

Budget Narrative:

This SNC request covers a portion of the second phase of a larger project as spelled out
in Section 6/Narrative Description. Treatment costs for the balance of this phase will be
covered by a $200,000 California Fires Safe Council grant that was awarded in July of
2015. A $260,000 grant from the Western States Foresters/Western WUI program which
was applied for in July of 2015 and, a $100,000 Calfire SRA grant request that was made
on January 7, 2016. Decisions on the two outstanding grant requests are expected in
March of 2016. Each grant will treat a specific area of this phase of our project in order to
ensure accountability to each individual grantor.

Project Director will be responsible for the overall project management including the
preparation of bid documents and contracts, contractor management, review of
invoices, presentation of invoices to PRCD Board for payment approval, progress
reporting, invoicing SNC for reimbursements and advances, performance reporting and
final reporting/performance reporting and project closeout.

Treatment work will be conducted by a Licensed Timber Operator (LTO) in compliance
with the California Forest Practice Act (CFPA). The LTO will gain ownership of the
removed material as partial compensation for services provided. The removed material
will be hauled to a biomass fueled electrical generating facility where it will be used in
the production of renewable energy. We know from past experience that the value of
the material alone will not pay for the treatments. Therefore LTOs will bid the job on the
basis of a subsidy per acre, estimated to be between $400-$500 per acre.

The implementation work anticipates that the majority of the watershed restoration
treatments will be implemented through the biomass utilization of the removed material
that would be taken to either Burney Forest Power, Burney, California or HL Power,
located east of Susanville, California, and used as fuel in the production of clean
renewable energy. This would be the highest and best use of the removed material. For
the past decade both Burney Forest Power & HL Power have had their contracts to sell
power to PG&E renewed annually and we expect that will continue. However, in the
unlikely event that both of their contracts are not renewed, the watershed restoration
work can still be implemented through mastication treatments, as is being done in many
other watershed restoration projects, at approximately the same costs

Beaty Registered Professional Foresters will ensure CFPA compliance by laying out
units, flagging water courses and communicating with contractors and Project Director.

PRCD Business Manager will manage project accounts, receive funds on behalf of
PRCD and issue checks upon PRCD Board approval.
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SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY
SNC Watershed Improvement Program - DETAILED BUDGET FORM

Project Name: Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed Restoration Project

Applicant: Pit Resource Conservation District

SECTION ONE
DIRECT COSTS Year One Year Two | Year Three | Year Four Year Five Total
Project Management Costs $20,000.00] $20,000.00 $40,000.00
Biomass UtilzationTreatments $180,000.00{ $180,000.00 $360,000.00
Mastication Treatments $31,000.00] $31,000.00 $62,000.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
DIRECT COSTS SUBTOTAL: $231,000.00f $231,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $462,000.00
SECTION TWO
PARTIAL INDIRECT COSTS Year One Year Two | Year Three | Year Four Year Five Total
Monitoring $3,000.00 $2,500.00 $5,500.00
Reporting/Performance Measures $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $4,000.00
Invoice Billing & Bookkeeping $2,000.00 $2,000.00 $4,000.00
Travel to and from Project Site $3,000.00 $3,000.00 $6,000.00
Prop 1 Sign & Instalation $750.00 $750.00
INDIRECT COSTS SUBTOTAL.: $5,000.00 $4,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20,250.00
PROJECT TOTAL.: $236,000.00 $235,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $482,250.00
SECTION THREE
Administrative Costs (Costs may not exceed 15% of the above listed Project costs) : Total
Administrative Costs $8,875.00 $8,875.00 $17,750.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
ADMINISTRATIVE TOTAL.: $8,875.00 $8,875.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $17,750.00
SNC TOTAL GRANT REQUEST: $244,875.00 $244,375.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $500,000.00
SECTION FOUR
OTHER PROJECT CONTRIBUTIONS Year One Year Two | Year Three | Year Four Year Five Total
List other funding or in-kind contibutors to project (i.e. Sierra Business Council, Department of Water Resources, etc.)
California Fire Safe Council $200,000.00 $200,000.00
Western States Foresters* $100,000.00] $160,000.00 $260,000.00
W.M. Beaty (RPF Services) $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $10,000.00
Calfire SRA* $50,000.00| $50,000.00 $100,000.00
$0.00
*Decision expected by 3/31/16 $0.00
Total Other Contributions: $355,000.00f $215,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $570,000.00

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.
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8. Supplementary Documents

a. Environmental Documentation
i California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documentation
(865: CEQA.pdf)

CEQA clearance has been accomplished by a filed Notice of Exemption with the Modoc
County Clerk and an Exemption issued by the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection. Documentation is attached.
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8. a. i. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) documentation

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:

CEQA for this project is being met through a Notice of Exemption issued by the Pit
Resource Conservation District (Lead Agency):

Exempt Status (Guidelines Section and Class): Categorical Exemption:

15304, which exempts minor alterations in the condition of land, water, and/or
vegetation which do not involve removal of healthy, mature, scenic trees except for
forestry or agricultural purposes.

Reasons Why Project is Exempt:
(Continued in section 3 that follows due to space limitations)
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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.

(Continued from Section 1 above due to space limitations)

The project’s implementation will result in multiple benefits, including restoration of the
forest, watershed, and wildlife habitat and it will also help protect the community of
Lookout Ranchettes from wildfires. There will be no significant adverse impacts on
endangered, rare, or threatened species or their habitats. There are no hazardous
materials at or around the project site. The project will avoid all archaeological resource
sites. The project will not result in cumulatively significant impacts. The Project will
have no significant adverse effect on the environment.

[ ] 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:
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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.
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Lookout/Upper Pit River Watershed Restoration Project

CEQA Compliance

CEQA for this project is being met through exemption 14 CCR 1038(b) which exempts persons from plan
preparation and submission under certain conditions. Exemptions have a one year lifespan, with the
current exemption expiring on 8/24/16. Just prior to this expiration, a new exemption will be submitted
so operations (and CEQA compliance) may continue uninterrupted. 1038(b) is an exemption for the
harvesting of dead, dying or diseased trees of any size, and fuelwood or split products in amounts less
than 10% of the average volume per acre when certain conditions are met. The proposed project will
include biomass thinning of suppressed and overstocked understory trees, with a total harvest of less
than 10% of the average volume. The specific requirements of 1038 are listed below:

1038 Exemption

Persons who conduct the following types of timber operations are exempt from the plan
preparation and submission requirements (PRC § 4581) and from the completion report and
stocking report requirements (PRC §§ 4585 and 4587) of the Act with the following exceptions
and requirements:

(i) no tree that existed before 1800 A.D and is greater than sixty (60) inches in diameter
at stump height for Sierra or Coastal Redwoods, and forty-eight (48) inches in diameter at stump
height for all other tree species shall be harvested unless done so under the conditions or
criteria set forth in subsection 1038(h).

(ii) all timber operations conducted in the Lake Tahoe Region pursuant to 14 CCR §
1038 must have a valid Tahoe Basin Tree Removal Permit (as defined by the Tahoe Regional
Planning Agency) or shall be conducted under a valid TRPA Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU), when such a permit is required by TRPA.

(b) Harvesting dead, dying or diseased trees of any size, fuelwood or split products in amounts
less than 10% of the average volume per acre when the following conditions are met:

(1) No tractor or heavy equipment operations on slopes greater than 50%.
(2) No construction of new tractor roads on slopes greater than 40%.

(3) Timber operations within any Special Treatment Area, as defined in 14 CCR 895.1,
shall comply with the rules associated with that Special Treatment Area.

(4) No tractor or heavy equipment operations on known slides or unstable areas.

(5) No new road construction or reconstruction, as defined in 14 CCR 895.1.
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(6) No heavy equipment operations within the standard width of a watercourse or lake
protection zone, as defined in 14 CCR 916.4 [936.4, 956.4](b), except for maintenance of roads
and drainage facilities or structures.

(7) No known sites of rare, threatened or endangered plants or animals will be
disturbed, threatened or damaged.

(8) No timber operations within the buffer zone of a sensitive species, as defined in 14
CCR 895.1.

(9) No timber harvesting within the standard width of a watercourse or lake protection
zone, as defined in 14 CCR 916.4 [936.4, 956.4](b), except sanitation-salvage harvesting, as
defined in 14 CCR 913.3 [933.3,953.3], where immediately after completion of operations, the
area shall meet the stocking standards of 14 CCR 912.7 [932.7,952.7](b)(2), or, except the
removal of dead or dying trees where consistent with 14 CCR 916.4 [936.4,956.4] (b). Trees to
be harvested shall be marked by, or under the supervision of, an RPF prior to timber operations.

(10) No timber operations on any site that satisfies the criteria listed in 895.1 for a
significant archaeological or historical site. Information on some of these sites may be available
from the Information Centers of the California Historical Resources Information System within
the Department of Parks and Recreation.

Rare, Threatened, and Endangered Plant Considerations

The W.M. Beaty & Associates, Inc. wildlife department performed an assessment of potential sensitive
plants in the area, and identified one plant as requiring surveys in potential habitat prior to operations.
This assessment included a search of the California Natural Diversity Databased for all quads within
three miles of the project area (based on the protocol identified in Red River Forests approved Sustained
Yield Plan), a search of the company GIS database, and consideration of past experiences in the area.
The CNDDB query is included as an attachment at the end of this report; species within three miles of
the project area are highlighted in yellow, and species within the project area are highlighted in yellow
and circled in pink. This assessment identified long haired star tulip (rare plant rank 1B.2) as a sensitive
plant species which could potentially be affected by operations.

Should the project receive funding, no operations will occur near meadow margins (where the species
may occur) unless botanical surveys are first undertaken in these areas. Should meadow margins
require treatment under the proposed project, botanical surveys for this species will be performed by
W.M. Beaty & Associates, Inc. staff in June or July of 2016. Any plants which are discovered will be
flagged and avoided such that direct impacts to individual plants do not occur and immediately
surrounding habitat conditions do not change. The SYP’s description of the plant and its protection
measures is included below:

FW.11.D.15 Calochortus longebarbatus var. longebarbatus - Long-haired star-tulip
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CNPS List 1B.2

Adin/Canby, Jimmerson, Pondosa, and Terry Tracts

This bulbiferous herb occurs in vernal pools, meadows, seeps, Great Basin scrub and
near openings and drainages in lower montane coniferous forests at elevation ranges of
3,200 to 6,200 feet. The blooming period for this species is June to August.

FW.II.D.15.a Threats

The CNPS electronic inventory lists threats to this species as logging and vehicles.

FW.II.D.15.b Mitigations

Standard mitigations that protect wet areas are usually sufficient to ensure against
adverse impacts to this plant. Nonetheless, if timber operations will occur near meadow
margins surveys for this species are appropriate. Surveys for this species would be
limited to areas along meadow edges in areas where significant ground disturbance may
occur (i.e. skid trail, landings, and new roads). A photographic reference and habitat
description has been provided to field personnel working within the range of this species.

Care will be taken to identify areas where this plant is growing via inspection of suitable
areas and comparisons to other known populations or a photographic reference of this
species. If individual plants are discovered, they will be flagged and avoided in such a
way that direct impacts to individual plants do not occur and immediately surrounding
habitat conditions do not change (i.e. no significant changes to hydrology, shade
canopy, or soil conditions). Operations that maintain meadow conditions and limit
encroachment by conifers may be beneficial. Additionally, no slash piling or pile burning
in the immediate vicinity of known locations of this species will occur.

Threatened and Endangered Wildlife Species Considerations

The W.M. Beaty & Associates, Inc. wildlife department performed a thorough assessment of potential
sensitive wildlife species in the area, and identified two animal species which warranted special
consideration. This assessment included a search of the California Natural Diversity Databased for all
guads within three miles of the project area (based on the protocol identified in Red River Forests
approved Sustained Yield Plan), a search of the company GIS database, and consideration of past
experiences in the area. The CNDDB query is included as an attachment at the end of this report;
species within three miles of the project area are highlighted in yellow, and species within the project
area are highlighted in yellow and circled in pink. This assessment identified the northern goshawk
(state Species of Special Concern) as a species which nested in the project area previously. Sandhill
Cranes (state Threatened) were also identified by the company biologist as having the potential to occur
within approximately % mile of the NE edge of the project area (although no known suitable habitat for
the species occurs within the project area). Despite repeated site visits to the project are by WBA staff,
no evidence of the species has been observed. Field personnel will remain vigilant to evidence of the
species within or adjacent to the project area. Northern goshawk had a nest within the project area in
1995, however, there is no current evidence of a nest, and a 2007 survey states that the previous nest is
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completely gone. Field personnel will remain vigilant for the species at all times. The SYP description
and protection measures for these species are listed below:

FW.11.A.5 Greater Sandhill Crane (Grus canadensis tabida)
State threatened

Greater sandhill cranes are large, gray birds with long necks, long legs, and long, stout bills.
Heights may reach nearly 4 feet (1.2 m) and wing spans may reach 6.5 feet (2 m). Adult
sandhill cranes have light gray (sometimes rust colored) plumage, a bald red crown, and a
"bustle" at the rear of the body. The sexes are similar. Juveniles are more brownish and lack
the red crowns. Sandhill cranes can be distinguished from great blue herons by the crane’s
overall gray coloration, its extended neck in flight, and the manner in which it moves its
wings with slow down strokes but quick upstrokes. Their loud calls are often heard as large
flocks of cranes, migrating northward to their breeding grounds, pass high overhead. The
calls also form part of their courtship dance on the roosting and nesting grounds. They have
been described as a rolling, guttural, rattle, "krooo-00" or "garooo-a-a-a", which is repeated,
and can be heard for well over one mile (0.62 kilometers).

The Central Valley population numbers approximately 6,000-7,000 birds, with 200-250 pairs
nesting in northeastern California including Lassen, Modoc, Plumas, and Siskiyou counties
(Littlefield 1989). Most pairs breeding in California do so in Modoc County. The remainder of
the Central Valley population breeds in Oregon, Washington, and into British Columbia west
of the Cascades, (Tacha et al. 1994). This population winters in the Central Valley of
California.

Greater sandhill cranes inhabit wet prairies, treeless marshes, grain fields, and other open,
wet areas (Zeiner et al. 1990). Crane pairs are frequently found in mowed or winter grazed
meadows in the early spring (Littlefield 1989). In California, greater sandhill cranes typically
arrive on their territories in February or early March. Pairs are generally established by
March 25, and nesting usually commences by April 15. Both sexes incubate. Nest success
averages about 50% (Tacha et al. 1992). Most pairs are finished incubating by June 15
(Littlefield 1989) although some pairs may still be nesting in August (Zeiner et al. 1990).
Sandhill cranes raise one brood a year but will re-nest if the first clutch is lost. Clutch size
ranges from 1 to 3 with the average of 48 nests examined in California being 1.91 (Littlefield
1989). Incubation lasts about 30 days and the young, termed colts, have usually fledged by
70 days of age. Typically, only one colt survives to fledging.

Greater sandhill cranes build nests of grasses, bulrushes, and other pliable vegetation on
mounds in, or near standing water (Drewien 1973). Standing water should persist through
the summer. Of the 56 nests measured in 1988, mean water depth for nest locations was
10.3 cm (Littlefield 1989). Average vegetation height surrounding these nests was 29.6 cm.
Cranes did not attempt to conceal their nests in many cases. Of nests measured, 80.4%
were poorly concealed, 17.9% had fair concealment, and 1.8% were well concealed.
Drought conditions and early desiccation of the ground can prevent nest initiation and
severely limit reproductive effort for the year (Littlefield 1989). Cranes often use existing
mounds or hummocks for nesting but will also build their own. Nests located in shallow
standing water provide better protection from terrestrial predators (coyotes, skunks,
raccoons, etc.) than nests located on dry ground and may provide an area of unrestricted
view so that incubating adults can watch for predators.

Roosting (and possibly nesting) cranes may use areas where screening disrupts direct view
of human activity, suggesting that disturbance may play an important role in roost and nest
site selection (Folk and Tacha 1990, Lovvorn and Kirkpatrick 1981). Although areas that are
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wet early in the year but dry out prior to the middle of July may be used by cranes, they are
typically poor nesting sites. Sandhill cranes nesting in areas that dry out too early may get
“stranded” with young that are too young to fly to more suitable, wetter areas. Areas that
have vegetation that is too high do not provide the unrestricted view that cranes depend on
for predator detection and avoidance. Roosting habitat in semi-permanent wetlands is
influenced by variables such as distance from shore, water depth, and wetland width (Folk
and Tacha 1990). Sandhill cranes in Nebraska preferred to roost in water 5.0-24.4 cm deep,
used wetlands >23 m wide 90% of the time, and roosted >9 m from the closest shore 73%
of the time (Folk and Tacha 1990).

Sandhill cranes are omnivorous and eat a variety of small animals (vertebrates and
invertebrates) and plants. Foraging usually occurs on dry ground and often in agricultural
fields or on rangeland near water (Hunt and Slack 1989, Dolbeer 1994).

FW.II.A.5.a Threats

Greater sandhill cranes are long-lived birds and have reached 75 years of age in captivity
(M. Nagendran, pers. comm.). Most sandhill cranes do not reproduce until they are 5 to 8
years old. Thus, coupled with low nest success and colt survival, this species has a very low
biotic potential. Some sandhill cranes are very sensitive to disturbance and may abandon
nests if encroached upon within 0.5 miles. Other pairs seem to tolerate activity near the nest
fairly well and nests have been found near highways and other major roads.

Terrestrial predators such as skunks, coyotes, mink, and others can take significant portions
of eggs and colts. Once cranes have fledged predation is relatively rare. Adult annual
mortality probably averages around 5% and is frequently caused by disease and collisions
with powerlines, especially on the wintering grounds (Tacha et al. 1994).

The primary threat to greater sandhill cranes from operations on Red River Forests is
disturbance to nesting birds.

FW.II.A.5.b Mitigations

W.M. Beaty & Associates, Inc. has developed specific measures that are taken to ensure
that breeding greater sandhill cranes are not adversely impacted by timber operations. As
part of timber sale preparation, areas of crane habitat are surveyed and nest sites are
identified and monitored to make certain that breeding sandhill cranes are not disturbed.

Following the methods of Littlefield (1989) the surveyor uses binoculars or a spotting scope
to search for cranes along designated transects. Transects or observation stations
surrounding crane habitat are established based on the configuration of the habitat present;
generally the circumference of the flats or the edge in closest proximity to WBA ground or
haul road. Because sandhill cranes are gregarious outside the breeding season but
territorial once nesting has been initiated, groups of >2 individuals are probably not nesting
or defending territories. Conversely, single adult birds often indicate the presence of an
incubating mate, and efforts should be made to locate a nesting territory within the general
vicinity (M. Nagendran, pers. comm.). Areas identified as crane habitat are visited
repeatedly through the survey season. If cranes are observed on multiple occasions in a
given area then particular attention is focused there to ensure against missing a nesting
pair.

If nesting sandhill cranes are discovered, and operations could cause adverse impacts, site
specific mitigations are employed. Examples of mitigations include delaying operations until
colts have fledged, or using alternate haul routes and access roads. Specific protection
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measures for greater sandhill cranes will be developed in consultation with DFG during the
review and implementation of individual THPs.

FW.11.A.7 Northern Goshawk (Accipiter gentilis)
Board of Forestry and Fire Protection “sensitive species”

Northern goshawks are large, fast-flying, powerful forest hawks that occur mainly in open to
dense mature coniferous forests. Resident populations occur in the mountainous regions of
northern and central California. They are as large and powerful as buteos but have the
speed and maneuverability characteristic of the accipiters (Cooper’s and sharp-shinned
hawks). All accipiters have short rounded wings that taper towards the tip and a long tail that
is held closed unless soaring. Adult goshawks are dark gray above with a light gray chest
and belly streaked with black and darker grays. Fluffy white under tail coverts are an easily
recognized feature of this species. They have a prominent dark patch extending from the
nape to the eye and a distinctive pale eyeline. Adults have orange to red eyes. The tail is
strongly barred and the wings lightly barred. The legs and feet are yellow.

Immature goshawks are brown above with heavy vertical streaking of brown and white on
the belly and paler on the breast. In flight, northern goshawks have heavy, deep wingbeats
when flying level and often use a pattern of several wingbeats followed by a short glide.
Northern goshawks can be confused with Cooper's Hawks. Generally Cooper’s hawks are
considerably smaller and have a rusty or chestnut colored breast. Although adult goshawks
look distinctly different from adult Cooper's hawks, immature plumage patterns are similar
and juveniles are difficult to tell apart. During immature plumage, goshawks also resemble
buteos like the red-tailed, or red-shouldered hawks.

Northern goshawks tend to remain close to forest cover where they are sometimes seen
flying through open forest, across clearings, or soaring along mountain slopes. Often these
flights offer the observer only a brief glimpse of a large bird flying rapidly through the forest
canopy with exceptional maneuverability. Like all accipiters, goshawks are "sit and wait"
predators that perch in a concealed place, then dash out quickly to capture prey. They tend
to hunt prey on the ground or in the lower canopy. Prey, such as rabbits or squirrels, is
frequently taken from the ground, but medium to small birds are also pursued and captured
in the air. These hunting strategies require a fairly open understory so that goshawks can
see and fly through the forest stand. Golden-mantled ground squirrels (Spermophilus
lateralis) and Douglas squirrels (Tamiusciurus douglasii) are preferred mammalian prey,
while Steller's jays (Cyanocitta stelleri) and northern flickers (Colaptes auritus) are the birds
most often eaten (USFS 1995). Prey is often carried to a traditional plucking perch, where it
is plucked and torn apart. Plucking posts are often within 160 feet of the nest during the
breeding season. Plucking posts can usually be identified because feathers, fur, blood, and
whitewash are scattered about the site.

Goshawks in northern California usually nest in mixed or pure coniferous forests, but may
also use deciduous forests. Territories may contain multiple nests (up to 5) and a different
site may be used from year to year. The selected nest is usually rebuilt early in the season
and nests with newly added materials (i.e. green fir sprigs) should be monitored for
occupancy. Nests are large, bulky platforms of sticks usually placed in a main crotch, or
near the bole of a tree. Nest trees can vary considerably in size. Nests are placed beneath
the upper canopy of the forest but may be difficult to see in dense conifers. Nests generally
have fairly open approaches needed by these large birds. Active nests can usually be
identified by whitewash and scattered prey remains on the forest floor beneath the nest.
Nest stands for goshawks tend to be older and more open than for the other accipiters.
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Once a territory is established and sufficient energy has been devoted to nesting, goshawks
aggressively defend their nest site from predators and will strike large mammals, and even
humans, who venture too close. During these defensive displays goshawks utter a series of
loud “kek kek kek” alarm calls and swoop at intruders.

Male goshawks show strong attachment to traditional nesting territories and pairs may
remain together for many years. Females lay clutches of two to five eggs, but three to four
eggs are most common with one egg laid every second or third day. As with many raptors,
because of the asynchronous laying, chick size and development varies among nestlings.
Older nestlings may Kill siblings by pushing them from the nest, out competing them for food,
or by direct attack.

Breeding season in northeastern California (including post fledging dependency) is from
approximately May through late August. Incubation begins once the first egg is laid and lasts
between 32 and 42 days. Female goshawks perform virtually all incubation while the male
brings food to the nest. Males take short turns at incubating while the female leaves the nest
to consume food brought by the male. Replacement clutches are laid if the first clutch is lost
two to four weeks after the loss. Young remain in the nest for about five weeks. Young are
brooded constantly by the female for the first three weeks. After three weeks the female
begins to leave the nest regularly to hunt for food for the young. Nestlings tend to walk out
onto branches around the nest a few days before taking first flight. Most young goshawks
are fully fledged by 40-45 days from hatching. After fledging, young return to the nest for
one to two (and sometimes more) weeks to receive food. Juvenile goshawks can frequently
be heard begging for food in the nest stand. Parents care for young for up to five to six
weeks after they first leave the nest, at which time the young tend to disperse.

FW.ILLA.7.a Threats

During the breeding season northern goshawks are vulnerable to accidental disturbance
from forestry operations, as well as deliberate human interference at nest sites. Once
disturbed, goshawks may abandon reproductive efforts for the season. Goshawks may not
display the characteristic defensive behavior if nesting is disrupted early in the season;
rather birds may leave the territory silently and not return. For this reason it is important to
monitor known territories unobtrusively early in the nesting season and take precautions
against excessive activity (prior to June 1) around suspected territories if goshawks are
observed in forest stands.

The estimated life span for goshawks in the wild is about 20 years. Mortality rates are quite
high in the first year, about 80 percent from all causes, then declining to about 40 percent
annually thereafter. Starvation and illegal shooting is the leading cause of mortality. Some
adults and young are killed at the nest by great horned owls.

Timber operations on Red River Forests could pose threats to goshawks if nest sites are
disturbed or damaged during harvest.

FW.ILLA.7.b Mitigations

Because northern goshawks are sensitive to disturbance an active survey effort is
undertaken by WBA to locate nests in areas where goshawks have previously been
observed. Known territories are monitored by WBA annually to determine site occupancy.
Active nests are monitored for fledging success. Generally, all field personnel are trained to
recognize goshawks and indications of goshawk presence (i.e. plucking posts, nest
structures, etc.). When an active goshawk nest is discovered during field activities, DFG
and/or CAL FIRE are notified and proper mitigations are employed for specific situations.
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Generally, a buffer zone and critical period limitations are established so as not to disrupt
breeding and habitat elements to be retained are designated. If known nests occur within
the assessment area, land managers responsible for the land on which the nest is located
are contacted prior to operations to try to determine the status of nests within 3 miles of Red
River Forests.

Specific protection measures for northern goshawks are provided in 14 CCR §895.1, and
§939.3 (b)(4), (c)(4), (d)(4), and (e)(2). These protection measures are applied by WBA in
cooperation with DFG and CAL FIRE. Typically, a series of concentric buffer zones are
established around active goshawks nests such that stand structure is maintained
immediately adjacent to the nest, and disturbance during sensitive periods is avoided.

Cultural Resource Considerations

A Registered Professional Forester with a current “Archaeological Training for Resource Professionals”
certificate assessed the area for cultural resources. This assessment included a search of the September
2014 ownership wide records check (which includes the project area), a search of previous surveys in
the area, a consideration of previous experience in the area, and a discussion with other company staff
regarding existing and potential sites in the area. Based on this assessment, the RPF determined that no
additional archaeological surveying of the project area is necessary, as all areas likely to contain cultural
resources have been sufficiently surveyed in the past (a map of previous surveys is included as an
attachment to this report). Within the project area, multiple historic railroad grades exist, however,
field observation and past experience in the area shows that they have been converted to modern roads
and no intact segments exist (this map is confidential, and has not been included with this report).
Never-the-less, field personnel will remain vigilant for any unmapped railroad grades, or other
previously unknown cultural resource sites during all aspects of the project.
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8. a. ii. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation
(865: NEPA.pdf)

NA No federal funds will be used in this project.

60 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
Pit Resource Conservation District



b.

Maps and Photos
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Several of the maps in the application show Modoc NF lands within the project boundary. See below for
clarification from the applicant and research from SNC staff (added to file 3/28/2016 by PE):

Applicant:

There are no Modoc National Forest Lands within the project area. What is shown on the USGS
Quadrangle Base Map are legacy USFS parcels that were disposed of by the USFS decades ago. This is a
common issue with all USGS Quadrangle Maps. In the case of those shown within the SNC project area,
these are owned by Red River Forests/managed by W.M. Beaty & Associates. All the other provided
maps, which used other base maps, and the Assessor’s Parcel Maps, reflect private/Red River
Forests/WM Beaty ownership/management and no USFS ownership.

SNC Staff Research (KH):

| spoke with Wendy in the Modoc County Assessor’s Office this afternoon. She pulled the Assessor’s
Map 11-32 included with SNC application #867 Lookout/Upper Pit project area. She stated that Red
River Forests is the owner for parcels #8, 9, 10, 15 and 25.
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8. b. iii. Topographic Map (865: Topo.pdf) XMap® 7

865 Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed Restoration Project
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Topo Map
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b.

Topographic Map/Aerial (865: Topo.pdf) XMap® 7
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Overstocked Stands
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Overstocked Stands
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Project Landscape
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8. C. Additional submission requirement for Fee Title Acquisition

NA Not at Fee Title Acquisition
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8. d. Additional submission requirements for Site Improvement /
Restoration Project

Applicant is following the Land Tenure Requirements (Alternate Process) as set forth in
the Grant Guidelines. A Draft Land Tenure document is attached for SNC review. Once
the project has been selected for funding a Land Tenure document acceptable to SNC,
the applicant and the landowner will be executed within 90 days of project selection as

specified in the Grant Guidelines.
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8. d. i. Land Tenure Documents (865: Tenure.pdf)

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
and
TENURE DOCUMENT

WHEREAS Red River Forests, LLC., hereinafter called OWNER, is the owner of certain
property in the Lookout area of Modoc County, California, more particularly described as
Assessors Parcels 11-32-10, 15, 25, 29 & 30; 11-34-36, as identified in the Project Map attached
hereto and made a part hereof, hereinafter called PROPERTY, and;

WHEREAS Pit Resource Conservation District (PRCD) desires to implement a
watershed restoration project in and around the Lookout area in Modoc County, California,
hereinafter called PROJECT, and;

WHEREAS OWNER wishes to participate in the project and PRCD desires to assist
OWNER with watershed/fuel reduction treatments that would benefit the Lookout Area and
its watershed.

NOWTHEREFORE OWNER and PRCD agree to work together to implement the
PROJECT jointly subject to the following conditions:

1. Availability of Funds. The parties hereto understand that any work to be conducted is
subject to funds being awarded PRCD to accomplish said treatments. Furthermore, the
parties hereto understand that once funds are secured, PRCD will prioritize the areas for
treatment based on the amount awarded, and any stipulations placed by any grantor on
funds awarded to PRCD.

2. Treatment Prescription. In general PROJECT treatments will consist of the removal of
the thinning of overstocked pine stands or mastication treatments on PROPERTY that
would result in the restoration of the forest and adjacent meadows to a healthier condition.
It is anticipated that mechanical equipment will be used with possible follow-—up hand
treatments. Biomass utilization will be used wherever possible and practical with any
revenue derived being used to offset project costs. Individual site specific prescriptions
will be further defined and agreed to by W.M. Beaty & Associates, Contract Manager for
OWNER, hereinafter called BEATY, and PRCD prior to start- up.

3. Project Management. BEATY will have primary responsibility for treatment contractor
selection and management on PROPERTY with PRCD concurrence. Any agreements
entered into between BEATY and treatment contractors, including payment rates, must
be approved by PRCD in writing, in advance, to ensure they are within PROJECT
budget and that the terms and prescriptions meet grantor requirements. BEATY will
identify one of their Registered Professional Foresters (RPF) as the Project Manager for
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BEATY who will perform his duties at its sole expense and will coordinate BEATY
activities with PRCD Project Director and/or PRCD designees. Upon completion of a
treatment phase BEATY will submit completion maps and invoices to PRCD. Upon
receipt of invoices and completion maps PRCD will perform an inspection of
PROPERTY and approve and process payments.

4. Notice to Proceed. PRCD and BEATY will finalize the selection of specific acres for
treatment, site specific prescriptions and budgets for PROPERTY treatments after funds
have been awarded to PRCD and after PRCD has established a final PROJECT budget.
These terms and conditions will be part of a Notice to Proceed document that will be
executed by BEATY and PRCD.

Tenure and Access. Subject to all the terms and conditions contained herein and for a term of
10 years from the effective date of this agreement, OWNER agrees to grant access to
PROPERTY to PRCD for the purposes of applying for and securing PROJECT funding and
implementing treatments on PROPERTY and, for a period of 25 years to Sierra Nevada
Conservancy (SNC) for monitoring purposes. BEATY shall be notified 48 hours in advance of
any and all monitoring activities to occur by PRCD or Sierra Nevada Conservancy. PRCD and
SNC shall indemnify, defend, hold harmless, and name W.M. Beaty & Associates, Inc. and Red
River Forests LLC as additionally insured on PRCD’s commercial general liability and
automobile liability insurance policies. Contractors, consultants and all others conducting
implementation work and/or management activities authorized under this Agreement shall
execute separate agreement(s) with the landowner or its Manager, W.M. Beaty & Associates,
Inc., that include provisions to indemnify, defend and hold harmless the Landowner and its
Manager and name both as additional insured on Contractor’s general and automobile insurance
policies with minimum limits of coverage as required by Manager.

This Cooperative Agreement and Tenure document is entered into this day of ,
2016 by and between:

Red River Forests, LLC.
By:

Pit Resource Conservation District

By:

Sierra Nevada Conservancy

By:
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8. d. ii. SitePlan (865 SitePlan.pdf

XMap® 7

865 Lookout/Upper Pit Watershed
Pit Resource Conservation Distric
Site Plan Map

Orig Date: 1983

USGS Quad Series: 7.5'
Lookout Topographic 1:24,000
Quad Order ID: 40121-h2
Coverage: Modoc County, CA

Restoration Project
t

[Taylor Creek Watershed |—————>

865

|Widow Creek Watershed \ \

Lookout
Ranchettes
Community at

Extreme Risk from
Wildfire Migrating
from West to East

Data use subject to license. ™

o

1000

Scale 1: 34,375

2000 3000 4000

© DeLorme. XMap® 7. T/ MN (14.3°E) 0 200 400 600 800 1000
1"=2,864.6 ft

www.delorme.com

78 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project

Pit Resourc

e Conservation District

5000
ft
m

Data Zoom 13-0


twesg_000
Callout
Lookout Ranchettes Community at Extreme Risk from Wildfire Migrating
from West to East

twesg_000
Callout
Taylor Creek Watershed

twesg_000
Callout
Widow Creek Watershed


79 865 Upper Pit/Lookout Watershed Restoration Project
Pit Resource Conservation District



8. d. iii. Leases or Agreements (865: LeaseAgmnt.pdf)

No other leases or agreements are needed to carry out our project.
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