ProjecT-SpreciFic ANALYSIS AND ADDENDUM TO THE CALV TP ProcrAM EIR
CALVTP Project ID: 2024-18

Hyampom Valley PrOJect

Prepared for:

Trinity County Resource Conservation District
30 Horseshoe Lane
Weaverville, CA 96093

Kelly Sheen, District Manager

Trinity Timberlands LLC
2229 San Felipe St.
Suite 1150
Houston, TX 77019
Alice Bailey, Vice President

The Watershed Research and Training Center
98 Clinic Ave
Hayfork, CA 96041

Randi Paris, Forestry & Fuels Program Director

Prepared by:

Baldwin, Blomstrom, Wilkinson, & Associates
494 H Street
Arcata, CA 95521




O TABLE OF CONTENTS

TABLE OF CONTENTS ..ottt eeeetteessetseessetsesesessse s s s ss e esse s eessass e ess s s s sse e se e e e s se b s s s st ne e ssnetnsnes 2
INTRODUGCTION ....octtieeeeeneiereeiseeiseesseessessseesss s essesssse s e ss e ss e ss s es e 2s 1288 Re 588858 ne et 3
1.1 CAIVTP OVEIVIEW ..ot eeeeeeeeaeeeeseseess st ssss s ssss e ees s s £ 8828282 R AR 82 RE 2SR SRR R8s 3
1.2 PrOPOSEA PTOJECE ...ceeuvreeeemseeeeeseeceeseeeessseeeeessseseesssseesessesseseessss e eeseseecessss e et et e bR eee s st s sne e 3
1.3 AGENCY ROIES.....o ettt ettt et ss eS8 588 eSSttt 3
1.4 PUrpose Of this PSA/AGQGENAUM ....veeeerceeeereeeieeeesmeeeessseseessssesessssseseessssessssessesssssssesessessssssssessssssessssssnesssssnns 4
1.5 PropoSed PrOJECE REVISIONS.........viueiieieeseeeeieesetes e seses s s s s ssss st st sss s s sttt ss s ssnsssnssan 5
1.6 PrOJECt SIE @NA LOCATION ¢.ceeeeeeeeee ettt ees et ss e se e se s ee st e bbb bbb 9
TREATMENT DESCRIPTION ...ccouiiieitreitneeeseeseeeeesssesssesssesssesasee s s ssse s st s ss st ss st et e sssessessessessnessneses 14
2.1 TFEATMENT TYPES ..ottt ettt ettt sb e ss e se s s e e e e e 15
2.2 TrEATMENT ACHIVITIES ...ttt sesessse e et e e e e 18
2.3 Duration of Treatments and MaiNTENANCE .........ovwreereeeieeiireeeesreeeesseeesssee e s sssss st ssessssssessss st sssesesens 20
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST .cooveeeeeecereeeseeseesseessecsssesssesssecsseesssesse s ssessssesssesssesssesssessssesssssssessssesssesssesssecssessssessnssssessanes 21
PD-3.2: AeSthetiCS and ViSUAI RESOUITES .......ccuurveeeeeeeeeemeeeeieeeesseessse et sessssesssse sttt ssssssess st s st s ssssesesens 26
PD-3.3: AQriCUltUre and FOIESIrY RESOUICES ......cvorrucreesesieesesisssnsssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnssssssssssssssssssessssss 29
PD-3.4: AN QUAILY covververeeerie sttt sss st ss s s s bbb s bbb eSS bbbttt 31
PD-3.5: Archaeological, Historical, and Tribal Cultural RESOUICES ..........orvriemrieeriresisesiesssssesssssssss s sssessssssenns 36
PD-3.6: BiOlOGICAI RESOUITES.......cvoureernriiaerieessiesssssessss s sssssssssssssssssssss s st ssssss st sss s st s s bt ss st b s s ss s sast e 40
PD-3.7: Geology, Soils, Paleontology, and Mineral RESOUICES.........c.wivnrrinsiensiisessisssisssesssssssssssssssssessssesssssssenns 73
PD-3.8: Gre€NNOUSE GaS EMISSIONS ...uureeeumereeemmsrreesseseessmeseessssesessssseseessssesesssssesssssssessesssssesesssssesssssassesssssssessessssesesssnesesssnns 76
PD=3.9: ENEIGY RESOUICES ...ouceunrererirerineeireeeireesieessessssessssesssesssse e et sssss s sssss st st s e e ssssesss it sisessiscsenee 78
PD-3.10:Hazardous Materials, PUblic Health @and Safety ..........iririiisnssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssens 80
PD-3.11: Hydrology and Water QUAIITY ..........oererreereeeeeesnreesssessesesssssssssssessssssssssssesssssssssssssssssssssssessssssssssssssssssssssssssessssnsssnns 83
PD-3.12:Land Use and Planning, Population @nd HOUSING ........couirieeeeineeeenneceesee e sssssesssesesssssesssssesssssssssesesens 87
PD =3 3INO0ISE. ... coeeeeceircrirerriecriesssse st s saseesssssesessesessssessssessssessssesesseseses et et e s s e e R e e R e 89
PD=3.T4:RECIEELION ..ottt st sese e se st ss e ss s st s e s s s s eSS eSS eSS bbb A e e e e e bbb 91
PD=3.15: TranNSPOITATION ..ouveecercereereetsete ettt eeseeese e eese e e es e se e ss e es e ee bbb e e se e bbb bbb 93
PD-3.16: Public Services, Utilities and SEIVICE SYSLEMS .......vcuureeueeeereeeeeeiesseeeeseeesssseesssseesessessssssssssesesssssesssssesssssssssesssens 96
PO =317 WIIATITE. . ettt 98
PD 4 REFEIENCES.....ooreeeeemseeeeimseeeessseeeeesssseseessseseessss s essss s e85 R 8RR 88444 E R R 000 101
ATTACHMENT A ottt ss et b s s a2 eS8 e8RS 8 e8RS e bbbt be et ees 106
ATTACHMENT B ..ottt esseeeeeessesssess s s s s s es s ss s 8eb s8R0ttt e s s 170
ATTACHMENT €ttt es et seeess s es st e se s s s s £s 88508028ttt re s 192




1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 CALVTP OVERVIEW

The California Board of Forestry and Fire Protection (Board) certified the Program Environmental Impact Report
(Program EIR) for the California Vegetation Treatment Program (CalVTP) in December 2019. The Program EIR
evaluates the potential environmental effects of implementing vegetation treatments throughout the State
Responsibility Area (SRA) in California. This document is a project-specific analysis (PSA) and addendum to the
Program EIR (PSA/Addendum). The PSA process was designed during Program EIR preparation for use by many
state, special district, and local agencies to help increase the pace and scale of vegetation treatments by employing
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) streamlining tools, i.e., a within-the-scope finding based on the PSA. An
Addendum to the Program EIR is another CEQA streamlining tool designed to address those project components
that are not within the scope of the Program EIR. This PSA/Addendum comprises the joint implementation of these
CEQA streamlining tools in a single document.

1.2 PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project consists of ecological restoration, wildland urban interface fuel reduction, and fuel break
treatment types to address fuel accumulation through thinning and prescribed burning in order to create a more
resilient forest condition. The project includes implementation of vegetation treatments on up to 20,324 acres of
private land in Trinity County (Figure 1). Approximately 637 acres of this project area have already received funding
for implementation through a CalFire Forest Health grant and protocol-level botany surveys and archaeological
surveys were completed in 2024. Implementation will begin on the 637 acres after the PSA is approved and all other
required surveys are completed.

Over the past two decades, communities across California have become increasingly affected by wildfire. Factors
leading to these conditions include the ban of cultural burning since the late 1800s, fire exclusion over the last 150
years, a lack of vegetation management, climate change, successive periods of drought, and substantial
development in the WUI. These factors have resulted in overstocked forests and high fuel loading, in turn creating
dangerous conditions for wildfire ignition.

These factors have contributed to substantial changes in forested landscapes across Trinity County. Compounding
these effects are a suite of related ecological feedbacks, including conifer species displacing hardwoods and other
fire resilient native plant species. This has reduced overall biodiversity and is affecting the suitability of these
habitats for special-status wildlife and plants. In addition, altered fire regimes and increased fuel loads are driving
larger and more catastrophic wildfires. As a result, these systems have undergone unsustainable structural and
compositional changes at the ecosystem level that require environmentally sensitive landscape-level treatments to
redirect the effects of changing climatic and ecological conditions. To address these issues, Trinity County has
prioritized these landscape-level treatments that will also protect Trinity County’'s communities and increase local
capacity for integrated forest and wildfire management.

Fuel break, wildland urban interface (WUI) fuel reduction, and ecological restoration treatment types and the
treatment activities (prescribed burning, manual treatment, and mechanical treatment) are consistent with those
evaluated in the CalVTP Program EIR. Maintenance treatments would involve the same vegetation treatment types
and activities used in the initial treatments.

1.3 AGENCY ROLES

This document is being prepared to comply with CEQA for the implementation of vegetation treatments that
require a discretionary action by a state or local agency. The Trinity County Resource Conservation District (TCRCD)
is the CEQA lead agency. In this PSA/Addendum, Trinity Timberlands LLC (Trinity Timberlands) and The Watershed




Research and Training Center (WRTC) are referred to as “implementing entities” reflecting their role(s) as lead
implementer of treatments and/or landowner. As the CEQA lead agency, TCRCD has delegated responsibility to
Trinity Timberlands and/or WRTC for the implementation of CalVTP standard project requirements (SPRs) and
mitigation measures (MMs), and to confirm that implementation occurs in accordance with the mitigation
monitoring and reporting program (MMRP), pursuant to Section 15097(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines.

As defined in the CalVTP PEIR, the project proponent is a public agency that provides funding for vegetation
treatment or has land ownership, land management, or other regulatory responsibility in the treatable landscape
and is seeking to fund, authorize, or implement vegetation treatments consistent with the CalVTP. The PEIR
contemplated that the primary discretionary approval of the public agency project proponent would be
implementing the treatments, as well as associated SPRs and MMs. However, for this proposed project, TCRCD's
discretionary approval is to serve as CEQA lead; the implementing entities will be implementing treatments and
associated SPRs and MMs. Therefore, as used in this PSA/Addendum, unless otherwise noted, Trinity Timberlands
and WRTC are collectively referred to as the project proponent.

1.4 PURPOSE OF THIS PSA/ADDENDUM

This document serves as a PSA to evaluate whether the proposed treatments would be within the scope of the
CalVTP Program EIR. As stated above, the treatment types and treatment activities are consistent with the CalVTP.
Among the other criteria for determining whether a treatment project is within the scope of the CalVTP Program
EIR is whether it is within the CalVTP treatable landscape (i.e., the geographic extent of analysis covered in the
Program EIR). If a proposed vegetation treatment project is covered by the evaluation of environmental effects in
the Program EIR, it may be approved using a finding that the project is within the scope of the Program EIR for its
CEQA compliance, consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c)(2).

Portions of the project area extend outside of the treatable landscape described in the CalVTP Program EIR. In
total, these areas outside the treatable landscape encompass approximately 2,460 acres of the 20,324 -acre project
area; they are small sections dispersed throughout the project area (refer to Section 2, "Treatment Description”).
The scattered array of acres outside of the mapped CalVTP treatable landscape is due to the digital expression of
the CalVTP treatable landscape that resulted in a pixelated mapping resolution. Using desktop applications to
apply buffers around geographic and topographic features and demarcate jurisdictional boundaries (i.e., State
Responsibility Area and Local Responsibility Area), the method resulted in some treatable landscape areas that are
shown on maps to be disjoined and scattered and some that are inheld areas surrounded by the mapped
treatable landscape. If the areas of the proposed project outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape have
essentially the same, or at least substantially similar, landscape conditions as the adjacent areas within the
treatable landscape, the environmental analysis in the Program EIR would be applicable to the adjacent areas.

An Addendum to an EIR is appropriate where a previously certified EIR has been prepared and some changes or
revisions to the project are proposed, or the circumstances surrounding the project have changed, but none of the
changes or revisions would result in new or substantially more severe significant environmental impacts, consistent
with CEQA Section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162, 15163, 15164, and 15168. In this case, there are no
changed circumstances, but the proposed revision or change in the project, compared to the Program EIR, is the
inclusion of areas outside of and adjacent to the CalVTP treatable landscape. The PSA checklist (refer to Section 4,
"Project-Specific Analysis/Addendum”) includes the criteria to support an Addendum to the CalVTP Program EIR
for the inclusion of treatment areas outside the CalVTP treatable landscape. The checklist evaluates each resource
in terms of whether the later treatment project, including the “changed condition” of additional geographic area,
would result in significant impacts that would be substantially more severe than those covered in the Program EIR
or would result in any new impacts that were not covered in the Program EIR. If a new impact arises, the checklist
analysis would provide substantial evidence about whether it would be a significant or potentially significant
impact. If the new impact would not be significant, it could be addressed in the addendum to the Program EIR.

This document serves as both a PSA and an Addendum to the CalVTP Program EIR for TCRCD review and analysis
under CEQA regarding the proposed Hyampom Valley Project within and outside the treatable landscape covered




by the Program EIR. It provides environmental information supported by substantial evidence to TCRCD in its
consideration of approving implementation of the work by Trinity Timberlands, WRTC, or its contractor(s). The
project-specific MMRP, which identifies the CalVTP SPRs and mitigation measures applicable to the proposed
project is presented in Attachment A. The SPRs identified in the MMRP have been incorporated into the proposed
vegetation treatments as a standard part of treatment design and implementation.

1.5 PROPOSED PROJECT REVISIONS

Project Area Outside the CalVTP Treatable Landscape

Among the criteria for determining if a treatment project is within the scope of the CalVTP PEIR is whether it is
located in the CalVTP treatable landscape (i.e., the geographic extent of analysis covered in the PEIR). While most of
the project area would be inside, portions of the project area would extend outside of the treatable landscape
described in the CalVTP PEIR. In total, the areas outside the treatable landscape encompass approximately 2,460
acres of the 20,324-acre project area; they are dispersed in small sections of the project area. If the

areas of the proposed project outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape have essentially the same, or at least
substantially similar, landscape conditions as the adjacent areas within the treatable landscape, the environmental
analysis in the PEIR would be applicable.

Proposed Revision to CalVTP SPRs and MMs

While the proposed treatment types and treatment activities are consistent with the CalVTP, the project proponent
has deemed that certain requirements of ten CalVTP SPRs and MMs are infeasible, are not warranted to maintain
the impact significance conclusions in the Program EIR due to site-specific circumstances, and, if implemented as
presented in the Program EIR, would prevent the project proponent from meeting treatment objectives. Because
SPRs are part of the CalVTP and are incorporated into the proposed vegetation treatments as a standard part of
treatment design and implementation, revisions (beyond clarifying edits) would constitute a change to the CalVTP
Program EIR’s description of later project activities.

The project proponent’s proposed revisions to ten SPRs and MMs are described below. These proposed revisions
would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts on any of the resources evaluated in the
Program EIR and described in this PSA/Addendum. Evidence to explain this conclusion is presented under each
applicable resource, as described below.

SPR AD-4 Public Notifications for Prescribed Burning

SPR AD-4, as presented in the Program EIR, requires that at least 3 days prior to prescribed burning the project
proponent post signs along the closest public roadway to the treatment area, publish a public interest notification in
a local newspaper or other widely distributed media source, and send a notification letter to the local county
supervisor describing the activity, its necessity, timing, and measures being taken to protect the environment and
prevent prescribed burn escape. The project proponent instead proposes to post signs along the closest public
roadway to the treatment area on the day of the prescribed burning operations, and for as long as smoke is visible,
to encourage greater visibility while mitigating for increased sign theft associated with posting length. In addition, the
project proponent would implement other public notifications as appropriate, potentially including any of the
following: publishing in the local newspaper, hosting public meetings; posting notices on local, public bulletin boards
or social media pages; and/or contacting project neighbors at least one day prior to prescribed burning. The project
proponent proposes these revisions to tailor SPR AD-4 to include public outreach mechanisms that are proven to be
successful in their community. These revisions are consistent with the purpose of SPR AD-4 to make a good faith
effort to notify the local community in advance of prescribed burning treatments. Potential impacts resulting from
revisions to SPR AD-4 are discussed below in the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections, the
proposed revisions to SPR AD-4 would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts than
were analyzed in the Program EIR. The proposed revisions to SPR AD-4 are shown in underline and strikethrough in
the MMRP (Attachment A).




SPR AQ-3 Create Burn Plan

SPR AQ-3, as presented in the PEIR, requires preparation of a burn plan using the CAL FIRE burn plan template, or
similar template, prior to prescribed burning treatment activities. Pursuant to SPR AQ-3, the burn plan will include
fire behavior modeling performed by an experienced prescribed fire practitioner, certified State burn boss, or
federally recognized burn boss, will minimize soil burn severity from broadcast burning to reduce the potential for
runoff and soil erosion, and will be created with input from an experienced prescribed fire practitioner, certified State
burn boss, or federally recognized burn boss. The project proponent proposes to prepare burn plans prior to
prescribed burning activities using burn plan templates developed by the California State-Certified Burn Boss
curriculum development committee, or an equivalent template (California PBA 2022). The CAL FIRE Prescribed Fire
Guidebook provides the template and required elements of CAL FIRE burn plans: a description of the burn areg;
target weather conditions; hazards that may be encountered; personnel needs, safety, and contacts to make prior
to burning; and short and long-term management goals (CAL FIRE 2019). The burn plan templates proposed to be
used by the project proponent contain all of these elements. In addition to these elements, the project proponent
proposes to include elements in the burn plan that are required to obtain burn permits and any additional elements
that are needed to design a burn that will minimize soil burn severity from broadcast burning to reduce the potential
for runoff and soil erosion. This may, but is not required to, include outputs from fire behavior modeling programs.
Potential impacts resulting from revisions to SPR AQ-3 are discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As
explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to SPR AQ-3 would not result in any new or substantially more
severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the PEIR. The proposed revisions to SPR AQ-3 are shown in
underline and strikethrough in the MMRP (Attachment A).

SPR AQ-6 Prescribed Burn Safety Procedures

SPR AQ-6, as presented in the PEIR, requires non-CAL FIRE crews to implement all safety procedures required of CAL
FIRE crews. This includes implementation of an approved Incident Action Plan, and outlines the elements required in
the Incident Action Plan. To maintain personnel and public safety, the project proponent proposes to prepare
Incident Action Plans which may take on different forms, including a printout, white board use, and/or verbal briefing,
that include elements appropriate for the size and scope of the burn. IAP elements may include burn organization
and assignments, prescribed fire objectives and prescription, description of the prescribed fire area, expected weather
and fire behavior, communications, ignition plan, holding plan, contingency plan and assignments, wildfire
declaration, and safety and medical plans. All assigned personnel for a prescribed burn will be briefed to ensure
personnel safety and convey prescribed fire objectives. Potential impacts resulting from revisions to SPR AQ-6 are
discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to SPR
AQ-6 would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the PEIR.
The proposed revisions to SPR AQ-6 are shown in underline and strikethrough in the MMRP (Attachment A).

SPR CUL-4

As currently written in the Program EIR, SPR CUL-4 requires an archaeological and historical survey be conducted
prior to implementation of any treatment activity, including treatments that do not result in ground disturbance or
other risk to archaeological or historical resources (e.g., lop and scatter treatments). However, Cultural Resource
Review Procedures for CAL FIRE Projects (CAL FIRE 2020), exempts from survey requirements vegetation treatment
activities that are unlikely to impact cultural resources. The treatment of vegetation for timber stand improvement,
shaded fuel breaks, and fire-safe projects using hand tools and non-ground disturbing equipment falls under this
exemption, provided that woody material is chipped or lopped and removed or chipped or lopped and scattered.
The project proponent is proposing to use CAL FIRE's Cultural Resource Review Procedures. The project proponent
will still conduct archaeological surveys for all ground-disturbing treatments and prescribed fire treatments that have
the potential to impact cultural resources, but the project proponent will not conduct archaeological surveys for
treatments that do not disturb the ground such as chipping or lopping and scattering. Potential impacts resulting
from revisions to SPR CUL-4 are discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections,
the proposed revisions to SPR CUL-4 would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts
than were analyzed in the PEIR. The proposed revisions to SPR CUL-4 are shown in underline and strikethrough in the
MMRP (Attachment A).




SPR HAZ-1 Maintain All Equipment

SPR HAZ-1, as presented in the Program EIR, requires that the project proponent inspect all equipment for leaks prior
to the start of treatment activities and everyday thereafter until equipment is removed from the site, and any
equipment found leaking be promptly removed from the treatment area. The project proponent proposes to
promptly stabilize any equipment found leaking and fix it on-site or remove the leaking equipment from the
treatment area. This gives the project proponent the flexibility to fix equipment on-site if feasible and continue
treatment rather than requiring all leaking equipment be removed. This would help to prevent unnecessarily slowing
down project implementation while maintaining the overall intent of SPR HAZ-1 to minimize hazardous material
releases in treatment areas from equipment use. Potential impacts resulting from revisions to SPR HAZ-1 are
discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to SPR
HAZ-1 would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the PEIR.
The proposed revisions to SPR HAZ-1 are shown in underline and strikethrough in the MMRP (Attachment A).

SPR HAZ-3 Require Fire Extinguishers

SPR HAZ-3, as presented in the Program EIR, requires that tree cutting crews carry one fire extinguisher per chainsaw,
and requires that each vehicle be equipped with the one long-handled shovel and one axe or Pulaski, consistent with
Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 4428. The project proponent proposes to require tree cutting crews to carry
one backpack pump type fire extinguisher filled with water and each vehicle to carry the required hand tools for
firefighting, consistent with PRC Section 4428. This revision clarifies alignment of the measure with the requirements
of PRC Section 4428 and is consistent with the purpose of SPR HAZ-3 to equip treatment crews with adequate
firefighting tools to minimize the risk of wildfire during treatments. This revision would not reduce the effectiveness of
the measure regarding addressing safety and wildfire. Potential impacts resulting from revisions to SPR HAZ-3 are
discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to SPR
HAZ-3 would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the
Program EIR. The proposed revisions to SPR HAZ-3 are shown in underline and strikethrough in the MMRP
(Attachment A).

SPR GEO-1 Suspend Disturbance during Heavy Precipitation

SPR GEO-1, as presented in the Program EIR, requires that the project proponent suspend mechanical, prescribed
herbivory, and herbicide treatments if the National Weather Service forecast is a “chance” (30 percent or more) of
rain within the next 24 hours. Activities that cause mechanical soil disturbance may resume when precipitation
stops and soils are no longer saturated._The project proponent proposes to suspend mechanical treatments if: (1) it
is raining, (2) soils are saturated, and/or (3) soils are wet enough to be compacted by mechanical activities.
Activities that cause mechanical soil disturbance may resume when precipitation stops and soils are no longer
saturated. In the region where the project is located, forecasts often include a chance of rain; however, precipitation
sometimes does not materialize. Therefore, suspension of treatment activities in these cases could result in
unnecessary loss of work time. This revision is consistent with the purpose of SPR GEO-1 to suspend disturbance
during heavy precipitation to minimize the risk of soil compaction and disturbance. Potential impacts resulting from
revisions to SPR GEO-1 are discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections, the
proposed revisions to SPR GEO-1 would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts than
were analyzed in the Program EIR. The proposed revisions to SPR GEO-1 are shown in underline and strikethrough
in the MMRP (Attachment A).

SPR TRAN-1 Implement Traffic Control During Treatments

SPR TRAN-1, as presented in the Program EIR, requires that prior to initiating vegetation treatments the project
proponent works with the agency(ies) with jurisdiction over affected roadways to determine if a Traffic Management
Plan (TMP) is needed. A TMP will be needed if traffic generated by the project would result in obstructions, hazards,
or delays exceeding applicable jurisdictional standards along access routes for individual vegetation treatments. If
needed, a TMP will be prepared to provide measures to reduce potential traffic obstructions, hazards, and service
level degradation along affected roadway facilities. The scope of the TMP will depend on the type, intensity, and




duration of the specific treatment activities under the CalVTP. Smoke generated during prescribed burn operations
could potentially affect driver visibility and traffic operations along nearby roadways. Direct smoke impacts to
roadway visibility and indirect impacts related to driver distraction will be considered during the planning phase of
burning operations. Smoke impacts and smoke management practices specific to traffic operations during prescribed
fire operations will be identified and addressed within the TMP. The TMP will include measures to monitor smoke
dispersion onto public roadways, and traffic control operations will be initiated in the event burning operations could
affect traffic safety along any roadways.

The project proponent is proposing to edit SPR TRAN-1 to clarify that some prescribed fires may occur near
roadways whose agency(ies) with jurisdiction do not require a TMP for prescribed burns. For prescribed burns that
do not require a TMP, the project proponent will address smoke impacts and smoke management practices specific
to traffic operations during prescribed fire operations within the Burn Plan, Smoke Management Plan, and/or TMP.
The Burn Plan, Smoke Management Plan, and/or TMP will include measures to monitor smoke dispersion onto
public roadways, and traffic control operations will be initiated in the event burning operations could affect traffic
safety along any roadways. This revision would not reduce the effectiveness of the measure regarding traffic
control. Potential impacts resulting from revisions to SPR TRAN-1 are discussed below under the relevant impact
sections. As explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to SPR TRAN-1 would not result in any new or
substantially more severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the Program EIR. The proposed revisions to SPR
TRAN-1 are shown in underline and strikethrough in the MMRP (Attachment A).

MM BIO-2f Avoid Habitat for Special-Status Beetles, Flies, Grasshoppers, and Snails

Mitigation Measure BIO-2f, as written, precludes all treatment activities from Trinity bristle snail habitat. The project
area overlaps extensive Trinity bristle snail habitat and it is not feasible to eliminate all treatment activities from Trinity
bristle snail habitat. Treatment activities within Trinity bristle snail habitat would maintain and improve their habitat.
The potential for high-severity forest fire has been identified as one of the primary risk factors for conservation of
endemic species of terrestrial gastropods (Sullivan, 2022b). Numerous studies have documented that fire exerts a
major impact on terrestrial snail communities by strongly reducing plant diversity and species richness (Sullivan,
2022b). This is because wildfire-caused removal of vegetative cover and opening up the vegetation matrix
fundamentally changes light and humidity levels, which are major threats to the survival of land snail populations
(Sullivan, 2022b). Proposed treatments are focused on reducing the risk of high-severity wildfire through thinning of
horizontally and vertically continuous ladder fuels. Sullivan’s 2022 study also found that sites where Trinity bristle
snails were sampled were strongly affiliated with mixed conifer stands containing medium to large sized trees, which
provided abundant overstory cover shade (Sullivan, 2022a). Proposed treatment activities would focus on mainly
removing ladder fuels less than 16 inches DBH. Thinning smaller trees has been shown to promote residual tree
growth (Zald et al, 2022), and encouraging the growth of larger trees across the project area will improve productive
snail habitat.

The project proponent consulted with CDFW and worked collaboratively with CDFW to develop revised mitigation
measures. The revised MM BIO-2f states that Trinity bristle snail critical and high suitable habitat determined by
Robert Sullivan’s 2022 macrohabitat suitability model will continue to fall under MM BIO-2f with no treatment
unless a Restoration Management Permit (RMP) is acquired. Areas of low, low medium, medium and medium-high
habitat may be treated with manual treatment and low intensity prescribed burns in a patchy pattern, avoiding
rocky outcroppings to reduce impacts of mortality and injury and maintain habitat function. Habitat suitability is to
be verified by a qualified biologist in coordination with CDFW. CDFW responded on October 8™, 2024, and
concurred that the revised MM BIO-2f is satisfactory. Potential impacts resulting from revisions to MM BIO-2f are
discussed below under the relevant impact sections. As explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to MM
BIO-2f would not result in any new or substantially more severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the
Program EIR. The proposed revisions to MM BIO-2f are shown in underline and strikethrough in the MMRP
(Attachment A).




MM BIO-2g Design Treatment to Avoid Mortality, Injury, or Disturbance and Maintain Habitat Function for Special-
Status Bumble Bees

MM BIO-2g, as presented in the PEIR, requires that if special-status bumble bees are identified as occurring during
reviews and surveys under SPR BIO-1 and confirmed during protocol-level surveys per SPR BIO-10, or if suitable
habitat for special-status bumble bees is identified during review and surveys under SPR BIO-1, then the Project
Proponent will implement measures including limiting prescribed burning to October - February, dividing treatment
areas into multiple treatment units, conducting treatments in patchy patterns, and not applying herbicides to
flowering native plants during flight season (March through September). One bumble bee species, Western bumble
bee, has the potential to occur within the Hyampom Valley project area. The project proponent consulted with CDFW
on rewriting a portion of Mitigation Measure BIO-2g as limiting prescribed burning to only October - February is not
feasible. Fall burn windows could open up in September and there is a potential need for early summer burning to
eliminate invasives such as medusahead grass and yellow starthistle. Research has shown that when exotic plants
invade native communities, plant species diversity can decline due to intense competition for the available pollinators,
which might lead to concomitant decreases in the abundance and diversity of native pollinators (Mciver et al., 2009).
Medusahead and yellow starthistle can create a monoculture that alters the functioning of the ecosystem. The loss of
native forbs and rapid spread of medusahead can impact native pollinators such as bees. Early summer burns will
focus on targeting these invasive species and improving habitat for the native floral resources that Western bumble
bees rely on.

The project proponent provided evidence regarding how proposed treatments would maintain and improve
Western bumble bee habitat and based on the evidence provided, worked collaboratively with CDFW to develop
revised mitigation measures. Revised mitigation measures include setting aside treatment areas with the highest
densities of foraging bees as refugia; dividing treatment areas into a sufficient number of treatment units such that
the entirety of the habitat is not treated within the same year; conducting treatments in a patchy pattern to the
extent feasible in occupied or suitable habitat, such that the entirety of the habitat is not burned or removed and
untreated portions of occupied or suitable habitat are retained; refraining from herbicide use across the entire
project area, and monitoring post-burn areas and seeding post-burn areas as needed with a native grass and forb
seed mix. CDFW responded on October 8™, 2024, and concurred that the revised MM BIO-2g is satisfactory.
Potential impacts resulting from revisions to MM BIO-2g are discussed below under the relevant impact sections.
As explained in these sections, the proposed revisions to MM BIO-2g would not result in any new or substantially
more severe significant impacts than were analyzed in the Program EIR. The proposed revisions to MM BIO-2g are
shown in underline and strikethrough in the MMRP (Attachment A).

1.6 PROJECT SITE AND LOCATION

The Project is located on private land owned by Trinity Timberlands LLC and multiple private landowners in western
Trinity County, surrounding the rural community of Hyampom (Figure 1). It is within the South Fork Trinity watershed
on the east side of South Fork Mountain, immediately adjacent to the South Fork of the Trinity River. The project area
is within the Sims Mountain, Hyampom Mountain, Big Bar, Blake Mountain, Hyampom, and Sportshaven USGS 7.5
quadrangles. It is also within township and ranges T4N R6E, T4N R7E, T3N R6E, T3N R7E, T2N 6E, T2N 7E, and TIN
R6E Humboldt Meridian. The project elevation ranges between 948’ and 5606'. The total Project area evaluated in the
PSA Addendum encompasses 20,324 acres of private land. The project proponent has secured a CalFire Forest Health
grant that will fund the immediate implementation of 637 acres of fuel breaks and manual treatment, mechanical
treatment, and prescribed burning. As funding becomes available in the future, additional treatments will be
completed across the Project.




Figure 1. Hyampom Valley CalVTP Project Maps
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2 TREATMENT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project consists of vegetation treatments for wildfire risk reduction and forest health improvement on
lands owned by Trinity Timberlands LLC and other private landowners. The project area encompasses approximately
20,324 acres. The project proponent does not anticipate that they would treat every acre within the project area. The
purpose of a more expansive project area is to facilitate consideration of strategic treatment locations among
adjacent large and small landowners in upcoming planning efforts such as updated Unit Fire Plans, Community
Wildfire Prevention Plans, or other strategic planning efforts. The area encompassed in this PSA can act as a datum of
permitted landscape from which adjacent project opportunities and collaborations can be created to increase the
health and safety of the forest and the communities that surround it. In addition, the project area includes some areas
that due to site-specific conditions, may not be treated because of operational considerations (e.g., steep slopes,

road limitations), economic feasibility, or to avoid sensitive resources, including cultural sites and presence of special -
status species or habitat.

Existing permanent staff, temporary seasonal staff, and contractors would implement project treatments. The

CalVTP treatment types that would be implemented are fuel breaks, WUI fuel reduction, and ecological
restoration. The proposed CalVTP treatment activities are manual treatments, mechanical treatments, and

prescribed burning. Table 1 summarizes the proposed treatments.

Table 1. CalVTP Treatment Types and Activities

spread of wildfire
between wildlands
and structures

chipping, machine
piling), Prescribed
Fire (Pile Burn),

excavators,
masticators, hand
tools, trucks, pole

el Treatment el .Tr.e.atment Equipment Used for Typical Duration of | Treatment
Ve Description FEaEs Treatments Treatments Size
Type (Acres)
Oak woodland Manual (hand Feller bunchers, Prescribed 13,726
restoration, thin/hand pile, lop chippers, skid burning: 1- 8
meadow and scatter, pruning) ?Stﬁg:/se,lLC)ngclJoaders weeks; Mechanical
restoration, habitat Mechanical trucks dl'ng and Manual
Ecological improvement, fire (mechanical ’ " 11—
) provement, trucks, forwarders, treatments: 1-7
Restoration resiliency thinning, skidders, yoders, months
treatments, mastication, tractors,
enhancement of chipping, machine excavators,
forest ecosystems piling), Prescribed masticators, hand
Fire (Pile Burn) tools, trucks, pole
) o saws, weed-
Prescribed Fire trimmers, water
(Broadcast Burn) tenders, fire
engines, ATVs,
UTVs, portable
water tanks, water
pumps, fire hoses,
leaf blowers,
mowers, chainsaws,
drip torches,
propane torches,
bulldozers
Reducing hazardous Manual (hand Feller bunchers, Prescribed 4,923
fuels along ingress thin/hand pile, lop chippers, skid burning: 1- 8
Wildland egress routes, and scatter, pruning) ?Stﬁg:/se,llsc))gkljoaders weeks; Mechanical
Urban development of fire- Mechanical trucks, dl,ng and Manual
Interface adapted communities, (mechanical trucks, forwarders, treatments: 1—7
(WUI) Fuel removal of vegetation thinning, skidders, yoders, months
Reduction to prevent or slow the mastication, tractors,




Prescribed Fire
(Broadcast Burn)

saws, weedlO
trimmers, water
tenders, fire
engines, ATVs,
UTVs, portable
water tanks, water
pumps, fire hoses,
leaf blowers,
mowers, chainsaws,
drip torches,
propane torches,
bulldozers

Fuel Breaks | Support fire suppression | Manual (hand Feller bunchers, Prescribed 1,675
by providing responders | thin/hand pile, lop chippers, skid burning: 1- 8
with a staging area or and scatter, pruning) ?Stﬁgzlséllsc;glcl)oaders weeks; Mechanical
access to a remote Mechanical trucks, dll,lmg and Manual
landscape for fire (mechanical trucks, forwarders, treatments: 1 -7
control actions. Create thinning, skidders, yoders, months
and improve control mastication, tractors,
lines for prescribed fire chipping, machine excavators,
and managed wildfire. piling), Prescribed masticators, hand

. . tools, trucks, pole

Fire (P.||e Bur.n), saws, weed-

Prescribed Fire trimmers, water

(Broadcast Burn) tenders, fire
engines, ATVs,
UTVs, portable
water tanks, water
pumps, fire hoses,
leaf blowers,
mowers, chainsaws,
drip torches,
propane torches,
bulldozers

Total 20,324

Acres

2.1

TREATMENT TYPES

Each treatment type is described in more detail below and is consistent with the treatment types described in the
CalVTP. Refer to Figure 1 for the location of each treatment type. Table 1 provides a summary of the proposed

treatment types and associated activities.

Ecological Restoration

Within the Hyampom Valley CalVTP project area, forest stand conditions include riparian areas with uncharacteristic
fuel loads, hazardous roadside snags, encroached black and white oak woodlands, encroached meadows, drought-
induced tree mortality, and areas of dense manzanita, whitethorn, and buck brush. In addition, some portions of the
project area are actively maintained with fuels reduction and frequent fire, so treatments will continue to maintain
those ecosystems in their proper fire regimes. Ecological restoration treatments will reduce hazardous vertically and
horizontally contiguous fuels, return and maintain beneficial fire to the landscape, remove invasive plants, restore
riparian areas, improve wildlife habitat, protect important watersheds, restore meadows and oak woodlands, and
assist the recovery of areas that were burned during past wildfires. The goal of ecological restoration treatments is to
create fire-adapted ecosystems that are more resilient to high intensity wildfires and future predicted climate

scenarios.

The Hyampom Valley is located in a fire adapted area. The vegetation types, combined with a pronounced annual dry
period, result in conditions that favor fire. It is estimated that the natural regime in Trinity County is one of frequent
mixed-severity fires (approximately every 5 to 15 years) (Trinity County CWPP, 2020). In some areas, in particular

grasslands and oak woodlands, fire may have occurred on a much more frequent basis. Prior to European settlement




in the 1850s, Native Americans in Trinity County used fire regularly for a variety of different resource objectives.
Beginning in the early 1900’s, negative attitudes of fire on the landscape led to federal policies that required
immediate suppression of all fire on the landscape. At the same time, Native Americans in Trinity County were being
forcibly removed from their land, putting an end to thousands of years of careful land management. These policies
effectively eliminated frequent fire regimes for decades. As a result of fire suppression, elimination of intentional fire
use, logging, and the development of mono-culture tree plantations, the landscape in Trinity County has changed
significantly. Fire is now under-represented on the landscape, and it can be estimated that most of the county has
missed at least 5 to 10 fires in the last 100 years (Trinity County CWPP, 2020). Some areas, in particular around
grasslands that were intentionally burned by Native Americans and then ranchers, may have missed upward of 100
fires (Trinity County CWPP, 2020).

To address this fire deficit and treat forest stands, ecological restoration treatments would be implemented on up to
13,726 acres of the entire project area. Ecological restoration treatments will include mechanical, manual, and
prescribed fire treatment activities. Treatments will vary depending on the vegetation type and stand condition but in
general will:

e Remove 80 —100% of conifers less than 16” dbh and undesirable shrubs that are encroaching into meadows
or oak woodlands.

e Individual trees >16" dbh may be targeted for girdling or removal if they are encroaching on meadows or
oak woodlands or contributing to a significant hazardous fuels risk.

e Remove small diameter trees less than 16” dbh where larger conifers and oaks exist. A sufficient number of
small-diameter trees would be retained such that age class diversity would be maintained and to facilitate
regeneration as determined.

e In areas where only small diameter trees are present, trees will be retained at a spacing of approximately
20'x20" from bole to bole. Preference for retention will be given to the largest trees.

e Preferentially remove trees with mistletoe infections, conks, or other signs of rot, broken tops, or other
damage.

e Retain largest down logs up to three logs per acre and large snags up to two per acre unless the snags pose
a hazard to implementation or personnel.

e Understory shrubs may be cut, piled, and burned; islands of shrubs may be left if they do not contribute to
horizontal or vertical fuel continuity in an effort to provide habitat for wildlife.

e Treated material less than 6" in diameter will be piled and burned or chipped. Bole wood greater than 6" in
diameter can be piled, lopped and scattered, or chipped to a depth of less than 18".

e Hand and machine piles shall be compact. Piles will be constructed in areas where burning can be safely
controlled.

Reduce non-native invasive plants.
Reintroduce and maintain prescribed fire. Conduct all prescribed fire operations following state and local
requirements.

e Within 1.3 miles of Northern spotted owl (Strix occidentalis caurina) Activity Centers, all treatments will meet
NSO habitat requirements as defined in Attachment B.

Wildland Urban-Interface Fuel Reduction

The focus of WUI fuel reduction treatments is to strategically reduce vegetation density and remove fuel to protect
communities and assets at risk from wildfires originating in the adjacent wildlands, as well as to protect the wildlands
from fires starting in or near development. WUI fuel reduction treatments also serve as emergency access points and
staging areas for firefighters and equipment and reduce flammable vegetation along emergency evacuation routes
for the community. Also, where existing habitat within the WUI is degraded, such as by the infestation of non-native
plant species, WUI treatments would also help enhance habitat quality. Hazardous fuel reduction in the WUI -
designated area has the potential to benefit the local communities and will be implemented on up to 4,923 acres.
WUI fuel reduction treatments will include mechanical, manual, and prescribed fire treatment activities.
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The project surrounds the rural community of Hyampom and lies about 11 miles west of Hayfork. Hyampom has a
population of about 130 and Hayfork a population of approximately 2,500. In both communities, homes are often
located far apart and interspersed throughout the wildlands. Hayfork and Hyampom have been identified as Priority
Landscapes by CalFire on the Reducing Wildfire Threats to Communities mapper. According to the mapper, Hayfork
and Hyampom are both ranked as a “4" (with 1 being the least risk and 5 the greatest risk).

Treatments will vary depending on the vegetation type and stand condition but in general will:

e Remove 80-100% of conifers less than 16” dbh and undesirable shrubs that are encroaching into meadows or
oak woodlands.

e Individual trees >16" dbh may be targeted for girdling or removal if they are encroaching on meadows or
oak woodlands or contributing to a significant hazardous fuels or public safety risk.

e Remove ladder fuels less than 16" dbh. Trees will be retained at a spacing of approximately 20'x20" from bole
to bole. Preference for retention will be given to the largest trees.

e Individual trees >16" dbh may be targeted for girdling or removal if they are contributing to horizontal or
vertical fuel continuity, encroaching on meadows or oak woodlands, or if removal is needed to achieve
healthy stand densities.

e Preferentially remove trees with mistletoe infections, conks, or other signs of rot, broken tops, or other
damage
Approximately 100 trees per acre will be pruned to 8'.

Understory shrubs may be cut, piled, and burned; islands of shrubs may be left if they do not contribute to
horizontal or vertical fuel continuity in an effort to provide habitat for wildlife.

e Treated material less than 6" in diameter will be piled and burned or chipped. Bole wood greater than 6" in
diameter can be piled, lopped and scattered, or chipped to a depth of less than 18".

e Hand and machine piles shall be compact. Piles will be constructed in areas where burning can be safely
controlled.

Remove up to 50 percent of downed logs within 300 feet of homes.

Remove 60 to 80 percent of shrubs within 500 feet of homes.

Remove 90-100 percent of snags within 500 feet of homes, fire control features, or ingress or egress roads to
private lands.

e Manually or mechanically cut, pile, and pile burn jackpot fuels (i.e., snow-downed or wind-thrown trees of
any diameter) within 1,000 feet of structures, fire control features, and ingress or egress roads into private
property.

Reduce non-native invasive plants.
Reintroduce and maintain prescribed fire safely back into the community. Conduct all prescribed fire
operations following state and local requirements.

e Within 1.3 miles of Northern spotted owl (Strix occidentalis caurina) Activity Centers, all treatments will meet
NSO habitat requirements as defined in Attachment B.

Fuel Breaks

A fuel break is a strip of land on which the vegetation and fuels have been reduced or modified to decrease the risk
of a fire crossing the fuel break. Fuel breaks are not designed to stop fire spread, but they can provide opportunities
for firefighting success by creating areas of lower fire intensity, improved access for ground-based firefighters, and
increased fireline construction rates. They can also provide safe emergency ingress-egress during wildfires and be
used strategically to help delineate units during prescribed fires. Fuel breaks will be constructed at strategic locations
(such as expanding the existing and already wildfire-tested Hitchcock Creek fire line), adjacent to roads, and near
high-use areas as shown in Figure 1. Fuel breaks would be implemented on up to 1,675 acres of the project area. The
fuel breaks would vary in size and residual fuel levels. All fuel breaks will be shaded fuel breaks. A shaded fuel break
does not remove all vegetation in the treatment area and instead favors the growth of large, residual, fire resilient
trees by removing understory ladder fuels. By maintaining a canopy cover, shaded fuel breaks can limit the regrowth
of dense tanoak and highly flammable brush. The proposed fuel breaks will utilize uneven-aged management and
will maintain a diversity of tree species including Douglas-fir, white fir, red fir, incense cedar, ponderosa pine, sugar
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pine, pacific madrone, golden chinquapin, canyon live oak, and tanoak. Fuel breaks would be established using
varying combinations of manual, mechanical, and prescribed fire treatments and will require re-entry over time to
maintain the desired fuel levels.

Fuel break widths will range from 300 to 600 feet. The majority of fuel breaks are designed to improve ingress-egress
for the rural Hyampom community in the event of a wildfire. The Pelletreau Ridge fuel break will allow for evacuation
out to Route One along South Fork mountain and the Hyampom Road fuel break will improve safe access out to
Hayfork. The proposed actions also tie in directly with the needs of the people who live and work across this
landscape--the Trinity County CWPP included a survey of community members who ranked roadside shaded fuel
breaks as the project they most wanted to see more of in Trinity County (Trinity County CWPP, 2020).

Treatments will vary depending on the vegetation type and stand condition but in general will:

e Remove roadside hazardous snags from the 2015 Route Complex Fire that pose an immediate threat along
key ingress-egress routes to emergency responders and the public.

e Remove ladder fuels less than 16" dbh. Trees will be retained at a spacing of approximately 20'x20" from bole
to bole. Preference for retention will be given to the largest trees.

e Individual trees >16" dbh may be targeted for removal if they are a significant hazardous fuels or public
safety risk.

e Preferentially remove trees with mistletoe infections, conks, or other signs of rot, broken tops, or other
damage
Approximately 100 trees per acre will be pruned to 8'.
Treated material less than 6" in diameter will be piled and burned or chipped. Bole wood greater than 6" in
diameter can be piled, lopped and scattered, or chipped to a depth of less than 18".

e Understory shrubs may be cut, piled, and burned; islands of shrubs may be left if they do not contribute to
horizontal or vertical fuel continuity in an effort to provide habitat for wildlife.
Remove non-native invasive plants.
Hand and machine piles shall be compact. Piles will be constructed in areas where burning can be safely
controlled.
Conduct all prescribed fire operations following state and local requirements.
Within 1.3 miles of Northern spotted owl (Strix occidentalis caurina) Activity Centers, all treatments will meet
NSO habitat requirements as defined in Attachment B.

2.2 TREATMENT ACTIVITIES

The proposed vegetation treatment activities are manual treatments, mechanical treatments, and prescribed fire (see
Table 1). Each of these treatment activities is described in more detail below and is consistent with the treatment
activities described in the CalVTP. Treatment activities could occur during any time of year but will take any seasonal
operating restrictions into account.

Prescribed Burning

Pile burning would occur on up to 16,399 acres and broadcast burning would occur on up to 20,324 acres of the
Project area.

Pile burning

Pile burning treatments would pile biomass from mechanical and manual treatments using equipment (e.g., skid
steer, tractor, bulldozer or excavator) or hand crews and burn the material using drip torches, propane torches, leaf
blowers, water trucks, hand tools, etc. (Table 1). Pile burning will require between 1and 50 crew members, depending
on the number and size of piles burned. Pile burning would occur in areas with little to no live overstory in “open
canopy gaps”. Completing each pile burn unit could take between 1 day to 2 weeks (though patrol could last longer).
Pile burning will occur when burn windows permit.

Broadcast burning
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Broadcast burning will be used to reduce fuels over larger areas. Broadcast burning will reintroduce ecologically
appropriate fire regimes, reduce the continuity of dead, downed, and overly dense fuels, raise the canopy of mid and
overstory trees to decrease vertical fuel continuity, reduce duff and litter depths, improve habitat for native perennial
bunchgrass, and reduce conifer encroachment in oak woodlands and meadows.

Understory burns would be implemented according to the environmental prescription set out in the respective burn
plan. A burn plan defines the desired objectives, fuel types, slopes, aspect, environmental prescription and expected
fire behavior, staffing levels , and containment lines and strategies. The overall prescription is designed to safely
contain the fire within the planned fire perimeter. Broadcast burns may occur in fall, winter, spring and early summer,
but are most likely to occur in fall and late spring during conditions that are conducive to burning targeted fuels.
Broadcast burning may require the construction of new control lines or enhancement of existing control lines. This
may include handlines, mow lines, and/or dozer lines.

Broadcast burning ignition will be conducted with handheld devices such as drip torches, fusees, propane torches,
natural ignition devices, Very pistols (i.e., flare guns), or other ignition devices. Equipment could include water trucks,
fire engines, water pumps, dozers, ATVs, UTVs, hand tools, leaf blowers, weed trimmers, drip torches, and chainsaws
(see Table 1). Broadcast burning would usually require between 5 and 50 crew members, depending on size and site
characteristics of the burn unit. Typically, each burn would last 1 day to 2 weeks. Broadcast burning will occur when
burn windows permit.

Burning activities would include the following:

As needed, author and complete smoke management plans, burn plans, and CAL FIRE burn permits.
As needed, submit projects to the Prescribed Fire Claims Fund Pilot Program.

Complete prescribed burning per burn plan and permit conditions.

On-site presence of appropriate suppression tools

Mechanical Vegetation Treatment

Mechanical treatments would occur on up to 16,195 acres and would include masticating or feller-bunching target
vegetation, chipping biomass from manual and mechanical treatment activities, and skidding and piling slash for
burning. Excavators may be used to pull up root balls of sprouting shrubs or invasive weeds. Mechanical treatments
would increase space between residual trees, reduce conifer encroachment into meadows or oak woodlands, and
improve forest health. Equipment would include masticators, feller bunchers, chippers, skid steers, tractors,
excavators, and bulldozers (see Table 1). Mechanical treatments would typically require between 1 and 50 crew
members, and up to four crews. Mechanical treatments could occur year-round, except if restrictions occur due to
fire danger or if the project area is unreachable due to snow or rain conditions. Generally, mechanical treatments
would include:

Thinning, pruning, and piling trees with mechanical equipment.

Removing undesired competing brush species to favor desirable species and spacing.
Removing undesired invasive plants to prevent sprouting and regrowth.

Masticate or chip biomass for disposal.

Prepare stands for reintroduction of fire.

Manual Vegetation Treatment

Manual treatments would occur on up to 20,324 acres of the Project area. Manual treatments would primarily include
hand thinning and pruning to reduce ladder fuels, increase space between residual trees, reduce conifer
encroachment into meadows or oak woodlands, and improve forest health. Equipment would include chain saws,
pole saws, weed-trimmers, and other hand-operated power tools to cut, clear, or prune herbaceous or woody
species (Table 1). Manual treatments would usually require between 5 and 50 crew members, depending on size and
site characteristics of the unit. Manual treatments could occur year-round but would take any seasonal operating
restrictions (such as elevated fire danger) into account. Manual treatment activities could include the following:

e Thinning, pruning, and piling trees with chainsaws, loppers, or pruners.
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Cutting undesired competing brush species to favor desirable brush species and spacing.
Pulling, grubbing, or digging out root systems of undesired invasive plants to prevent sprouting and
regrowth.

e Prepare stands for reintroduction of fire.

2.3 DURATION OF TREATMENTS AND MAINTENANCE

The project proponent has secured a CalFire Forest Health grant that will support the immediate implementation
of approximately 637 acres of manual treatments, mechanical treatments, and prescribed fire. Initial treatments
within the project area are estimated to begin in 2025. Additional treatments outlined in this PSA will be
performed as funding and resources become available. Maintenance treatments are estimated to occur
approximately every 3-10 years but may occur as needed, depending on vegetative regrowth and the availability
of funding and resources to conduct treatment. If and when conditions change on the landscape, the PSA will be
amended to reflect that change.

Maintenance, or retreatment, of the areas treated under the proposed project would be conducted to control
vegetative regrowth, remove invasive species, and maintain fire in these fire-adapted ecosystems. Maintenance
would use the same treatment activities as the initial treatments.

Maintenance treatments would occur as needed and would generally treat smaller acreages and use less
equipment than the initial treatments. The interval between initial treatments and subsequent maintenance would
be based on site monitoring for the effectiveness of the initial treatment, available funding, and other factors.
Maintenance cycles would be dependent on regrowth conditions and would differ by location.

Maintenance prescriptions would be developed with consideration of the location’s vegetation type and its natural
fire return interval (i.e., time since last burn is greater than the average fire return interval for the habitat type).
Retreatment activities would generally occur when the project area is outside of its natural fire return interval or
the overall structure and density of the vegetation becomes contiguous vertically or horizontally across the
treatment area. These intervals vary by vegetation type and disturbance intensity. Chaparral vegetation types
generally require a minimum of 10 years to recover after fire or fire-replicating treatments, though chaparral
vegetation types dominated by obligate seeders generally require a minimum of 15 years to recover (Syphard et al.
2019). Northern California mixed evergreen forest vegetation types require a minimum of 5 years to recover after a
surface or low severity fire, 15 years minimum after a mixed severity fire, and 100 years minimum following a stand-
replacing event (Tollefson 2008). California montane and subalpine grassland vegetation require zero to 20 years
to recover, depending on conditions (USFS 2019).

Manual or mechanical treatments such as hand pulling of invasive plants, hand thinning, or mastication could still
occur within the natural fire return interval. Long-term maintenance objectives include the return of low-intensity
prescribed fire and maintenance of vegetation at a natural fire return interval.

Prior to implementing a maintenance treatment, the project proponent would verify that the expected site
conditions as described in the PSA/Addendum are present in the treatment area. As time passes, the continued
relevance of the PSA/Addendum would be considered by the project proponent and agencies seeking to use this
PSA for later discretionary approvals in light of potentially changed conditions or circumstances. If environmental
conditions evolve or project approaches change to the degree that the project proponent finds new or
substantially more severe impacts may occur, the lead or responsible agency will determine whether a new
PSA/Addendum or other environmental analysis is warranted. In addition to verifying that the PSA/Addendum
continues to provide relevant CEQA coverage for treatment maintenance, the PSA/Addendum would be updated
at the time a maintenance treatment is needed when more than 10 years have passed since the approval of the
PSA/Addendum or the latest PSA/Addendum update. For example, a reconnaissance survey may be conducted to
verify conditions are substantially similar to those anticipated in the PSA/Addendum. Updated information would
be documented.
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1.

3 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
VEGETATION TREATMENT PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Title:
CalVTP I.D. Number

Implementing Entity’s Name and Address:

Contact Person Information and Phone Number:
Watershed Research and Training Center

CEQA Lead Agency Name and Address

Contact Person Information and Phone Number

Project Location:

Total Area to be Treated (acres)
Description of Project:

a. Initial Treatment

Hyampom Valley Project
2024-18

The Watershed Research and Training Center - 98 Clinic
Ave Hayfork, CA 96041

Trinity Timberlands LLC - 2229 San Felipe St., Suite 1150
Houston, TX 77019

Randi Paris, Forestry & Fuels Program Director, The
530.628.4206 bee

Bri Tiffany, Forestry Analyst, Contact for Trinity
Timberlands LLC, 530.922.0782

Trinity County Resource Conservation District - 30
Horseshoe Ln, Weaverville CA 96093

Kelly Sheen, District Manager, 530.623.6004

The project is located in Trinity County, California. The
center point is 40.617200, -123.4554987. The project’s
northern extent is along Grouse Creek, a tributary to the
South Fork Trinity River; to the east, the project extends
one mile upstream of the confluence of Corral and Gates
Creeks; to the south the project extends to Miller Springs
Road off of South Fork Mountain Road; to the west the
project extends up to the ridge of South Fork Mountain
and parallels Route One.

Up to 20,324 acres

Initial treatments would involve ecological restoration, fuel breaks, and WUI fuel reduction
treatment types using mechanical, manual, and prescribed fire treatment activities. See Section 2,

“Treatment Description,” for additional details.

Treatment Types
Wildland-Urban Interface Fuel Reduction
Fuel Break

Ecological Restoration

Treatment Activities

Prescribed Burning (Broadcast): 20,324 acres
Prescribed Burning (Pile Burning): 16,399 acres
Mechanical Treatment: 16,195 acres

Manual Treatment: 20,324 acres

O Prescribed Herbivory, O acres

O Herbicide Application, O acres
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Fuel Type
Crass Fuel Type
Shrub Fuel Type

Tree Fuel Type

a. Treatment Maintenance

Maintenance treatments would involve the same treatment activities as the initial treatments (i.e., mechanical
treatment, manual treatment, and prescribed burning). See Section 2.3, Duration of Treatments and
Maintenance, above for additional details.

Treatment Types
Wildland-Urban Interface Fuel Reduction
Fuel Break

Ecological Restoration

Treatment Activities]

Prescribed Burning (Broadcast): 20,324 acres
Prescribed Burning (Pile Burning): 16,399 acres
Mechanical Treatment: 16,195 acres

Manual Treatment: 20,324 acres

O Prescribed Herbivory

) ——————

O Herbicide Application

Fuel Type

Crass Fuel Type
Shrub Fuel Type
Tree Fuel Type

Use of the PSA for Treatment Maintenance

Prior to implementing a maintenance treatment, the implementing entity would verify that the expected site
conditions as described in the PSA/Addendum are present in the treatment area. As time passes, the continued
relevance of the PSA/Addendum would be considered by the implementing entity in light of potentially changed
conditions or circumstances. Where the implementing entity or the lead agency determines the PSA/Addendum
is no longer sufficiently relevant, the implementing entity or lead agency would determine whether a new PSA or
other environmental analysis is warranted.

In addition to verifying that the PSA/Addendum continues to provide relevant CEQA coverage for treatment
maintenance, the implementing entity would update the PSA at the time a maintenance treatment is needed
when more than 10 years have passed since the approval of the PSA or the latest PSA update. For example, the
implementing entity may conduct a reconnaissance survey to verify conditions are substantially similar to those
anticipated in the PSA. Updated information would be documented.

10. Regional Setting and Surrounding Land Uses:

The project area is situated in western Trinity County near the eastern border of Humboldt County,
surrounding the town of Hyampom and east of Hayfork. Surrounding land uses include national forest
land, private timberland, recreation areas, grazing lands, and open space.

11.  Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required: (e.g., permits)

North Coast Air Quality Management District smoke management plan, when required




12.

North Coast Air Quality Management District burn permit, when required
CAL FIRE burn permits, when required

Coastal Act Compliance
The proposed project is NOT within the Coastal Zone
O The proposed project is within the Coastal Zone (check one of the following boxes)

O A coastal development permit been applied for or obtained from the local Coastal Commission district
office or local government with a certified Local Coastal Plan, as applicable

O The local Coastal Commission district office or local government with a certified Local Coastal Plan (in
consultation with the local Coastal Commission district office) has determined that a coastal development
permit is not required

Native American Consultation. The Board of Forestry and Fire Protection completed consultation pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1 during preparation of the Program EIR; however, CalVTP SPR CUL-2
requires further tribal coordination during PSA preparation.

Pursuant to CalVTP SPR CUL-2, on October 21, 2024, notification letters were sent via email and/or mail to the eight
Native American Tribes listed by the Native American Heritage Commission for the project area. Three responses
were received. The Tsnungwe Council responded and stated that the project was outside their area of interest and
that they had no comment on the project. The Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria requested the project
boundary shapefiles. After reviewing the shapefiles, the Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria stated that the
project was outside their interest area. The Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation responded and is actively consulting in
collaboration with the project proponent. The Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation has noted that there are significant areas of
concern around the Hyampom proper area, Section 14, Hitchcock Spring, and the area between Young Gulch and
Olsen Creek. The project proponent will collaborate closely with the Tribe on these areas.
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DETERMINATION (To be completed by the project proponent)

On the basis of this PSA and the substantial evidence supporting it:

| find that all of the effects of the proposed project (a) have been covered in the CalVTP PEIR, and (b) all
applicable Standard Project Requirements and mitigation measures identified in the CalVTP PEIR will be
implemented. The proposed project is, therefore, WITHIN THE SCOPE of the CalVTP PEIR. NO ADDITIONAL
CEQA DOCUMENTATION is required.

| find that the proposed project will have effects that were not covered in the CalVTP PEIR. These effects are
less than significant without any mitigation beyond what is already required pursuant to the CalVTP PEIR. A
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project will have effects that were not covered in the CalVTP PEIR or will have
effects that are substantially more severe than those cavered in the CalVTP PEIR. Although these effects may
be significant in the absence of additional mitigation beyond the CalVTP PEIR's measures, revisions to the
proposed project or additional mitigation measures have been agreed to by the project proponent that
would avoid or reduce the effects so that clearly no significant effects would occur. A MITIGATED NECATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed praject will have significant environmental effects that are (3) new and were not
covered in the CalVTP PEIR and/or (b) substantially more severe than those covered in the CalVTP PEIR.
Because one or more effects may be significant and cannot be clearly mitigated to less than significant, an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT will be prepared.

Signature %@ é/-’" Date 6/8/ Zo ZS
Printed Name Ke { {3 D gh €&l Title E—X@C,u %l‘lf il DV <. C—%O -
Agency T;T'Vll"/-a 66“ IA.Ta_ ?e,source_ C‘é”*TSeV' V‘L“L‘:ﬁ"'l bf.s 71’1C7L




EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Refer to the applicable resource analysis section in the CalVTP PEIR for relevant information on each
environmental topic.

A brief explanation is required for each impact, including impacts that have been identified in the PEIR as well as
any "new impacts”.

The discussion of each impact identified in the PEIR that is also applicable to the proposed treatment project
should generally include the following information:

» Briefly describe the impact of the proposed vegetation treatment project.

» Summarize the impact as it was presented in the PEIR, including a statement that the impact is covered in
PEIR.

» Provide evidence that (explain why) the project impact is covered in PEIR, considering whether the proposed
treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities addressed in the PEIR as well as the associated
intensity (i.e., duration).

Identify SPRs and MMs applicable to the treatment project.

(If applicable) Explain which components of the MM or SPR would be applied. This circumstance exists if the
MM or SPR allows for deviation from requirements (e.g., minimum buffer distances), identification of
parameters (e.g., tree size for retention), and determinations of feasibility. A site- and/or treatment activity-
specific explanation for the planned deviation, identified parameter, or feasibility determination must be
provided in the PSA.

» (If applicable) Explain why the impact significance in the PSA is different than that found in the PEIR;
substantiate the different (new) significance conclusion.

» (If applicable) Explain why MM or SPRs identified for this impact in PEIR do not apply to this project. This
circumstance may exist where a PS impact was identified in the PEIR, but the impact severity would be less
for the treatment project or the MM does not otherwise apply.

If the project proponent has determined that a new impact would occur, then the checklist answers for the new
impact must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less
than significant without the need for mitigation.

"Potentially Significant” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that a new impact may be significant. If
there are one or more “Potentially Significant” new impacts identified, or if any impact would constitute a
substantially more severe significant impact than was covered in the PEIR, an EIR is required unless one or more
mitigation measures incorporated into the project would mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no
significant effect on the environment would occur, in which case an MND would be appropriate. AND could be
prepared, if the new impact would be less than significant, or MND, if the new impact could be clearly mitigated
to less than significant. The analysis of any new impact to support adoption of an ND or MND, along with the
analysis of impacts that are within the scope, would be documented in the PSA checklist. If a later EIR is prepared,
it could be limited in its scope to the new significant impact(s) or substantially more severe significant impact(s),
with the remainder of the impacts that are within the scope of the PEIR being documented in the PSA checklist
and attached to the EIR as an appendix. When preparing any environmental document, the environmental
analysis should incorporate by reference pertinent portions of the analysis from the CalVTP PEIR and focus the
environmental analysis solely on issues that were not addressed in the CalVTP PEIR.

Project proponents should incorporate into the PSA checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts. Include a list of references cited in the PSA and make copies of such references available to the public
upon request.
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PD-3.2: AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES

Impact in the PEIR | Project-Specific Checklist
Would this

dentify | Identify List SPRs | List MMs | 'dentify be a Is this

. Impact ; . Impact | Substantially | Impact
Impact | Location of Apply to Applicable | Applicabl Significanc | More Severe | Within
Significanc|  Impact to the e to the s
. L the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin Treatment |Treatmen
PEIR the PEIR | Treatment | “oi i o | ¢ project! | 1reatment | Impact than | Scope of
) ) Project Identified in |the PEIR?

Project?
the PEIR?

Does the

Environmental Impact
Covered In the PEIR

Would the project:

Impact AES-1: Result in LTS Impact AES- Yes SPR AES-2, NA LTS No Yes
Short-Term, Substantial 1, pp. 3.2-16 SPRAQ-2,3
Degradation of a Scenic -3.2-19
Vista or Visual Character or
Quiality of Public Views, or
Damage to Scenic
Resources in a State Scenic
Highway from Treatment
Activities

Impact AES-2: Result in LTS Impact AES- Yes SPR AES-1, NA LTS No Yes
Long-Term, Substantial 2, pp. 3.2-20 3
Degradation of a Scenic -3.2-25 SPR AD-4
Vista or Visual Character or
Quality of Public Views, or
Damage to Scenic
Resources in a State Scenic
Highway from WUI Fuel
Reduction, Ecological
Restoration, or Shaded Fuel
Break Treatment Types

Impact AES-3: Result in SuU Impact AES- No NA NA No Impact No Yes
Long-Term Substantial 3, pp. 3.2-25
Degradation of a Scenic -3.2-27
Vista or Visual Character or
Quiality of Public Views, or
Damage to Scenic
Resources in a State Scenic
Highway from the Non-
Shaded Fuel Break
Treatment Type

'Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to evaluate;
NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

If yes, complete row(s)

New Aesthetic and Visual Resource Impacts: Would the treatment - /
below and discussion

result in other impacts to aesthetics and visual resources that are O Yes No
not evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR?

Potentially Less Than Less than
Significant | Significant with Significant
Mitigation
Incorporated
NA O O O
Discussion
Impact AES-1

Initial and maintenance treatments would include manual thinning, mechanical thinning, and prescribed burning
treatment activities. The potential for these treatment activities to result in short-term, substantial degradation of
scenic vistas or visual character of the landscape is examined in the PEIR (CalVTP PEIR Volume Il Section 3.2.3, p. 160
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19). The project area is located on private lands in western Trinity County, which are not accessible to the public and
no public recreational trails, campgrounds, or designated scenic vistas exist within the project area. The project area is
located near and surrounding portions of the public roadways Pelletreau Ridge Road, Forest Route 4N12, Lower
South Fork Road, Ettapom Road, Underwood Mountain Road, Forest Route 4N24, Hyampom Airport Road, and
several other public roadways. No roads within the project area are designated state scenic highways or are a
proposed scenic highway. Recreational areas in the vicinity of the project area include the Six Rivers National Forest
and the Shasta-Trinity National Forest. While the project itself is all private land, it is surrounded almost entirely by
U.S. Forest Service land, which provides many recreational activities, including hiking, campgrounds, hunting,
dispersed camping, and off-highway vehicle touring. The campgrounds nearest to the treatment areas include Big
Slide, Indian Valley, and Slide Creek. The trailheads nearest to the treatment areas include Big Slide, Wintoon Flat, and
Lower South Fork. Proposed treatments including equipment and smoke from prescribed burning may be visible
from the various recreational areas and public roadways while the treatments are being implemented. Although the
presence of large mechanical equipment could contrast with the natural environment within a viewshed if visible, the
treatment and its visibility would be temporary and would not dominate a view or block any views from scenic vistas
or state scenic highways. It also would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of an area
given that the activity would be limited in geographic extent. Furthermore, manual, mechanical, and prescribed
burning treatments currently occur within the project landscape under existing projects; the increase in pace and
scale of treatments under the proposed project would not introduce a new feature on the landscape. The potential
for the proposed treatments to result in degradation of the visual character of an area and degradation of public
viewpoints was examined in the Program EIR. The potential for the project to result in short-term substantial
degradation of the visual character of the project area is within the scope of the Program EIR because the proposed
treatment activities and types of visual effects are consistent with those analyzed in the Program EIR.

The project proponent revised requirements under SPR AQ-3 for prescribed burning activities to allow for the use of
non-CAL FIRE burn plan templates (e.g., burn plan templates developed by the California State-Certified Burn Boss
curriculum development committee, or equivalent). Burn plans prepared by the project proponent would include
smoke management plans that would meet the same standards as required under CAL FIRE burn plans. For these
reasons, proposed revisions to SPR AQ-3 would not result in increased smoke emissions or smoke-related impacts.
Therefore, revisions to SPR AQ-3, specifically for prescribed burning treatment activities, would not result in a
substantially more significant effect on aesthetics and visual resources than what was covered in the PEIR.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the existing scenic resources associated with the project area are
substantially similar within and outside of the treatable landscape analyzed in the PEIR; therefore, the short-term
aesthetic impact is substantially similar to that described in the PEIR. This determination is consistent with the PEIR
and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact AES-2
Initial and maintenance treatments would include shaded fuel breaks, WUI fuel reduction, and ecological restoration

treatment types. The result for these treatment types to result in long-term degradation of the visual character of the
landscape was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP PEIR Volume Il Section 3.2.3, pages 20-22). The project area is located
on private lands in western Trinity County, which are not accessible to the public and no public recreational trails,
campgrounds, or designated scenic vistas exist within the project area. However, treatment types may be visible from
public roadways and recreational areas located near the project area.

Treatments would focus on mainly removing shrubs and trees smaller than 16 inches DBH, leaving overstory
vegetation. Therefore, mature vegetation would remain to provide partial screening of treatment areas. The longQ
term visual character of the treatment areas after implementation of the proposed WUI fuel reduction, shaded fuel
break, and ecological restoration treatments would remain consistent with the current natural, vegetated landscape
and would not constitute a noticeable adverse change or degrade the current visual character of the landscape. Due
to these factors, no degradation of public views or scenic resources would result from active implementation of
vegetation treatment activities. The potential for the project to result in long-term substantial degradation of the
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visual character of the project area is within the scope of the PEIR because the proposed treatment activities are
consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR.

Revisions to SPR AD-4 are proposed to post signs along the closest public roadway to the treatment area on the day
of the prescribed burn prior to the commencement of prescribed burning operations. The project proponent would
implement other public notifications as appropriate, potentially including any of the following: host public meetings;
post notices on local, public bulletin boards; post notices on local social media pages; and/or contacting project
neighbors via telephone calls prior to prescribed burning. These revisions are consistent with the purpose of SPR ADO
4 to make a good faith effort to notify the local community in advance of prescribed burning treatments. For these
reasons, proposed revisions to SPR AD-4 would not result in a substantially more severe significant effect related to
short-term degradation of public views than what was covered in the Program EIR. This determination is consistent
with the Program EIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered
in the Program EIR

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the existing visual
character is substantially similar within and outside of the treatable landscape; therefore, the long-term aesthetic
impact is substantially similar to that described in the PEIR. The proposed treatments would be consistent with the
PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact AES-3
This impact does not apply to the project because no non-shaded fuel breaks are proposed.

New Aesthetic and Visual Resource Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities considered in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has evaluated and considered site specific characteristics to determine that the project
treatments are consistent with the applicable environmental and regulatory conditions presented in the CalVTP
Program EIR (refer to Section 3.2.1, "Environmental Setting,” and Section 3.2.2, “Regulatory Setting,” in Volume Il of
the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the
existing environmental conditions pertinent to aesthetics and visual resources that are present in the areas outside
the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape. In addition, proposed
revisions to SPRs do not result in substantially more severe significant impacts than what was identified in the PEIR.
No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape and
revised SPRs would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new impact related to aesthetics and
visual resources would occur.
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PD-3.3:

AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist

Would this
dentify | Identify | POSSthe | isi sprs | List Mms | 'dentify bea Is this
| . Impact ; . Impact | Substantially | Impact
. mpact | Location of Applicable | Applicabl | .. % LI
Environmental Impact e Apply to Significanc | More Severe | Within
Significanc|  Impact to the e to the s
Covered In the PEIR . L the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin T Treatment |Treatmen| | | h f
PEIR | thePEIR | CaiMeNt) "poect | tProject | I'catment | Impactthan | Scope o
Project? Project Identified in |the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact AG-1: Directly LTS Impact AG- Yes NA NA LTS No Yes
Result in the Loss of Forest 1, pp. 3.3-7 -
Land or Conversion of 3.3-8

Forest Land to a Non-
Forest Use or Involve Other
Changes in the Existing
Environment Which, Due to
Their Location or Nature,
Could Result in Conversion
of Forest Land to Non-
Forest Use

Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Agriculture and Forestry Resource Impacts: Would the If yes, complete row(s)
treatment result in other impacts to agriculture and forestry O Yes No below and discussion
resources that are not evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR?

Potentially Less Than Less than

Significant Significant with | Significant

Mitigation
Incorporated

NA O O O
Discussion
Impact AG-1

The dominant vegetation community in the project area is forest and includes tree species such as Douglas-fir, white
fir, tanoak, red fir, ponderosa pine, sugar pine, giant chinquapin, madrone, white oak, willow, black oak, incense
cedars, canyon live oak, and alder. These forests have generally closed canopies with moderate to dense understory
fuels. In 2015, 6,352 acres of Trinity Timberlands burned in the Route Complex Fire. 1,906 acres of this were at either
high severity or moderate-high severity. Much of the area burned at high severity has been converted from conifer
forests to more flammable shrublands consisting mainly of whitethorn. A majority of the project area is considered
"forest land” as defined in Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 12220(g), which is land that can support 10 percent
native tree cover of any species under natural conditions.

Vegetation treatment activities implemented within the project area would include mechanical, manual, and
prescribed fire to conduct ecological restoration, WUI fuel reduction, and fuel break treatment types. Treatment
activities would focus on mainly removing trees with DBH less than or equal to 16 inches and shrubs to reduce fuel
continuity and to create healthier, more resilient forest lands in the project area.

The potential for these treatment types and treatment activities to result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.3.3 page 7-8). For
those areas where the existing native tree cover exceeds 10 percent, consistent with the PEIR, the vegetation
remaining after treatments in those areas would continue to meet the definition of forest land as defined in PRC
Section 12220(g), which defines “forest land” as land that can support 10 percent native tree cover of any species
under natural conditions.
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The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the composition of
forested land as defined in PRC Section 12220(g) is essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape;
therefore, the impact to forest land is substantially the same as described in the PEIR. This determination is consistent
with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the
PEIR.

New Agriculture and Forestry Resource Impacts

The proposed treatments are consistent with the treatment types and activities considered in the CalVTP Program
EIR. The project proponent has considered the site-specific characteristics of the proposed treatment project and
determined they are consistent with the applicable environmental and regulatory conditions presented in the CalVTP
Program EIR (refer to Section 3.3.1, “Environmental Setting,” and Section 3.3.2, “Regulatory Setting,” in Volume Il of
the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the proposed treatment areas
constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the
project area, the existing environmental and regulatory conditions present in the areas outside the treatable
landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the impacts of the proposed
treatment project are also consistent with those covered in the Program EIR. No changed circumstances are present,
and the inclusion of areas outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape would not give rise to new significant impacts
not addressed in the Program EIR. Therefore, no new impact related to agriculture and forestry resources would
occur that is not covered in the Program EIR.
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PD-3.4:

AIR QUALITY

Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist

. . Does the | . . Identify Would this be Is this
Identify Identify | List SPRs | List MMs a Substantially
. Impact Location of mpact | abblicable | Applicabl | ./ TPt More Severe | |MPact
Environmental Impact Si ? | Apply to PP h PP h Significanc Sionifi Within
Covered In the PEIR 1gncanc mpact the to the etothe e for ignificant Scope
einthe |Analysisinthe Treat Treatment | Treatmen | . ~ = | Impact than fih
PEIR PEIR reAtMEN | project! | tProject' | o2 "™ ||dentified inthe| 9 i0S
t Project? Project PEIR? PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact AQ-1: Generate SuU Table 3.4-1; Yes SPR AD-4, | MM AQ-1 SU No Yes
Emissions of Criteria Air Impact AQ-1, SPR AQ-1,
Pollutants and pp. 3.4-26 - 2,3,4,56
Precursors During 3.4-32;
Treatment Activities that Appendix
would exceed CAAQS AQ-1
or NAAQS
Impact AQ-2: Expose LTS Table 3.4-6; Yes SPR HAZ-1, NA LTS No Yes
People to Diesel Impact AQ-2 SPR NOI-
Particulate Matter pp. 3.4-33 - 4,5
Emissions and Related 3.4-34;
Health Risk Appendix
AQ-1
Impact AQ-3: Expose LTS Section 3.4.2; Yes SPR AQ-4,5 NA LTS No Yes
People to Fugitive Dust Impact AQ-3,
Emissions Containing pp. 3.4-34 -
Naturally Occurring 3.4-35
Asbestos and Related
Health Risk
Impact AQ-4: Expose SuU Section 3.4.2; Yes SPR AD-4 NA SuU No Yes
People to Toxic Air Impact AQ-4, SPR AQ-2,6
Contaminants Emitted pp. 3.4-35 -
by Prescribed Burns and 3.4-37
Related Health Risk
Impact AQ-5: Expose LTS Impact AQ-5, Yes SPR HAZ-1 NA LTS No Yes
People to Objectionable pp. 3.4-37 - SPR NOI-
Odors from Diesel 3.4-38 4,5
Exhaust
Impact AQ-6: Expose SuU Section 2.5.2; Yes SPR AD-4 NA SuU No Yes
People to Objectionable Impact AQ-6; SPR AQ-2,6
Odors from Smoke pp. 3.4-38
During Prescribed
Burning

'Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Air Quality Impacts: Would the treatment result in other Oy N If yes, complete row(s)
impacts to air quality that are not evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR? es 0 below and discussion
Potentially Less Than Less than
Significant | Significant with Significant
Mitigation
Incorporated
NA | 0 O
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Discussion

Impact AQ-1

Use of vehicles, mechanical equipment, and prescribed burning would result in emissions of criteria pollutants that
could exceed California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) or National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
thresholds. The proposed project is within the jurisdiction of the North Coast Unified Air Quality Management District
(NCUAQMD), and permits will be obtained from this agency prior to burning. NCUAQMD will not issue permits to
burn if they believe there is a potential for significant smoke impacts to sensitive receptors in communities within the
project area. The potential for emissions of criteria pollutants to exceed CAAQS or NAAQS thresholds was examined
in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.4.3, pages 26-33). The proposed treatments, treatment equipment,
and equipment use duration are consistent with the scope of the PEIR. The proposed treatment types include
manual, mechanical, and prescribed burning. Based on the implementation of applicable SPRs and MMs, there would
be a reduction in emissions and exposure to potential health effects. However, the amount of reduction resulting
from the SPR’s cannot be determined, therefore, the potential for impact remains potentially significant and
unavoidable, as determined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il 3.4.3, page 26-33).

The project proponent revised requirements under SPR AQ-3 for prescribed burning activities to allow for the use of
non-CAL FIRE burn plan templates (e.g., burn plan templates developed by the California State-Certified Burn Boss
curriculum development committee, or equivalent). Burn plans prepared by the project proponent would include
smoke management plans that would meet the same standards as required under CAL FIRE burn plans. In addition,
the project proponent proposes to revise SPR AD-4 to post signs along the closest public roadway to the treatment
area on the day of prescribed burn prior to the commencement of prescribed burning operations. The project
proponent would implement other public notifications as appropriate, potentially including any of the following: host
public meetings; post notices on local, public bulletin boards; post notices on local social media pages; and/or
contact project neighbors via telephone calls prior to prescribed burning. These revisions are consistent with the
purpose of SPR AD-4 to make a good faith effort to notify the local community in advance of prescribed burning
treatment. Finally, the project proponent proposes to revise requirements under SPR AQ-6 for prescribed burning
activities such that Incident Action Plans would be prepared that include elements appropriate for the size and scope
of the burn. IAP elements, which may take on different forms, including a print out, white board use, and/or verbal
briefing. may include burn organization and assignments, prescribed fire objectives and prescription, description of
the prescribed fire area, expected weather and fire behavior, communications, ignition plan, holding plan,
contingency plan and assignments, wildfire declaration, and safety and medical plans. All assigned personnel for a
prescribed burn will be briefed to ensure personnel safety and convey prescribed fire objectives. This revision is
consistent with the purpose of SPR AQ-6 to prepare and implement an IAP and all required burn safety procedures.
For the reasons described above, proposed revisions to SPR AQ-3, AQ-6, and AD-4 would not result in a substantially
more severe significant effect related to emissions of criteria air pollutants than what was covered in the Program EIR.
This impact would remain significant and unavoidable as explained in the Program EIR, but for the reasons explained
above, would not constitute a new or substantially more severe significant impact.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the boundary of the project area that are within and outside of
the treatable landscape are located within the same air basin and contain the same air quality conditions.
Additionally, the area outside of the treatable landscape, 2,460 acres, is not substantial in comparison to expected
annual statewide treatment area of 250,000 acres; thus, the increase in the use of vehicles, prescribed fire, mechanical
equipment, and related emissions, would not be substantially greater than that analyzed in the PEIR (i.e., within the
treatable landscape). Therefore, the air quality impact is not substantially greater than described in the PEIR. This
impact would remain significant and unavoidable as explained in the PEIR, but for the reasons explained above,
would not constitute a new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Impact AQ-2
The use of vehicles, prescribed fire, mechanical equipment during initial and maintenance treatments could expose
people to diesel particulate matter emissions. The potential to expose people to diesel particulate matter was

32




examined in the PEIR (CalVTP32 Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.4.3, page 33-34). The proposed treatments would
occur over a short duration and would not occur near the same people for an extended period of time. Diesel
particulate matter emissions from the proposed treatments are within the scope of the PEIR because the exposure
potential is the same as analyzed in the PEIR, and the types and amount of equipment that would be used, as well as
the duration of use, during proposed treatments are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR.

The project proponent proposes to revise SPR HAZ-1 such that any leaking equipment may be stabilized and fixed
on-site. All other elements of SPR HAZ-1 would remain the same as presented in the Program EIR. This revision is
consistent with the purpose of SPR HAZ-1 and does involve any changes to requirements regarding equipment
maintenance that could affect diesel particulate emissions. Proposed revisions to SPR HAZ-1 would not result in a
substantially more severe significant effect related to emissions of diesel particulate matter than what was covered in
the Program EIR.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the air quality conditions
and sensitive receptors (i.e., exposure potential) present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are the same as
those within the treatable landscape. Additionally, the area outside of the treatable landscape, 2,460 acres, is not
substantial in comparison to expected annual statewide treatment area of 250,000 acres; thus, the increase in the use
of vehicles, prescribed fire, mechanical equipment, and related emissions, would not be substantially greater than
that analyzed in the PEIR (i.e., within the treatable landscape).

Impact AQ-3

Use of vehicles and mechanical equipment during treatments could result in ground disturbance. The potential to
expose people to naturally occurring asbestos (NOA)-containing fugitive dust emissions was examined in the PEIR
(CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.4.3, pages 34-35). Most of the treatment areas are not located in areas
identified as likely to contain naturally occurring asbestos per maps and guidance published by the California
Geological Survey. However, there are some sites with ultramafic rocks within the project area. In accordance with
SPR AQ-5, no treatments would occur in these areas unless an Asbestos Dust Control Plan (17 CCR Section 93105) is
prepared and approved by the NCUAQMD. Potential NOA exposure from the proposed treatments is within the
scope of the activities and impacts addressed in the PEIR because the exposure potential is essentially the same
within and outside the treatable landscape and avoidance of treatments in NOA-containing areas is consistent with
the impacts analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP
treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the
boundary of the project area, the existing environmental conditions present in the areas outside the treatable
landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the air quality impact is also the
same, as described above. This determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially
more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact AQ-4

The potential for prescribed burning to expose people to toxic air contaminants was examined in the Program EIR
(CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.4.3, pages 35- 37) and found to be significant and unavoidable after the
application of all feasible mitigation measures because unpredictable changes in weather can occur during
prescribed burns resulting in short-term exposure of people to concentrations of toxic air contaminants and
associated levels of acute health risk with a Hazard Index greater than 1.0. The duration and parameters of prescribed
burning are within the scope of activities analyzed in the PEIR and will be consistent with parameters imposed by the
North Coast Air Quality Management District. The potential for exposure to toxic air contaminants is also within the
scope of impacts covered in the Program EIR and this impact would remain significant and unavoidable, as explained
in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.4.3, pages 35- 37).

The project proponent proposes to revise requirements under SPR AQ-6 for prescribed burning activities such that
Incident Action Plans would be prepared that include elements appropriate for the size and scope of the burn. IAP
elements, which may take on different forms, including a print out, white board use, and/or verbal briefing, may
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include burn organization and assignments, prescribed fire objectives and prescription, description of the prescribed
fire area, expected weather and fire behavior, communications, ignition plan, holding plan, contingency plan and
assignments, wildfire declaration, and safety and medical plans. All assigned personnel for a prescribed burn will be
briefed to ensure personnel safety and convey prescribed fire objectives. This revision is consistent with the purpose
of SPR AQ-6 to prepare and implement an IAP and all required burn safety procedures. In addition, the project
proponent proposes to revise SPR AD-4 to post signs along the closest public roadway to the treatment area on the
day of the prescribed burn prior to the commencement of prescribed burning operations. The project proponent
would implement other public notifications as appropriate, potentially including any of the following: host public
meetings; post notices on local, public bulletin boards; and/or contact project neighbors via telephone calls prior to
prescribed burning. These revisions are consistent with the purpose of SPR AD-4 to make a good faith effort to notify
the local community in advance of prescribed burning treatments. For the reasons described, proposed revisions to
SPR AQ-6, and AD-4 would not result in a substantially more severe significant effect related to exposing people to
toxic air contaminants than what was covered in the Program EIR. This impact would remain significant and
unavoidable as explained in the Program EIR, but for the reasons explained above, would not constitute a new or
substantially more severe significant impact.

The inclusion of land in the proposed treatment area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the air
quality conditions present and air basins in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as
those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the air quality impact is also the same, as described above. This
impact would remain significant and unavoidable as explained in the PEIR, but for the reasons explained above,
would not constitute a new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Impact AQ-5

The use of vehicles and mechanical equipment during initial and maintenance treatments could expose human
receptors to the objectionable odors from diesel exhaust. The potential to expose human receptors to diesel exhaust
was analyzed in the Program EIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.4.3, page 37-38). The release of objectionable
odors from diesel exhaust during proposed treatments is within the scope of the impacts stated in the Program EIR
because the proposed treatment activities are consistent with those analyzed in the Program EIR.

The project proponent proposes to revise SPR HAZ-1 such that any leaking equipment may be stabilized and fixed
on-site. All other elements of SPR HAZ-1 would remain the same as presented in the Program EIR. This revision is
consistent with the purpose of SPR HAZ-1 and does not involve any changes to requirements regarding equipment
maintenance that would affect objectionable odors from diesel exhaust. Proposed revisions to SPR HAZ-1 would not
result in a substantially more severe significant effect related to emissions of diesel particulate matter than what was
covered in the Program EIR. The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape
constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the
project area, the air quality conditions, and sensitive receptors present in the areas outside the treatable landscape,
are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the air quality impact is also the same, as
described above. This determination is consistent with the Program EIR and would not constitute a substantially more
severe significant impact than what was covered in the Program EIR.

Impact AQ-6

Pile burning and broadcast burn treatments could expose people to objectionable odors. The potential to expose
people to objectionable odors from prescribed burning was examined in the Program EIR and found to be significant
and unavoidable after the application of all feasible mitigation measures because short-term exposure to odorous
smoke emissions from unpredictable weather changes could occur (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il 3.4.3, page 38-39).
The duration and parameters of the prescribed burning treatments would be significant and are within the scope of
the activities addressed in the Program EIR; therefore, the resultant potential for exposure to objectionable odors
from smoke is also within the scope of impacts covered in the Program EIR.

The project proponent proposes to revise requirements under SPR AQ-6 for prescribed burning activities such that
Incident Action Plans would be prepared that include elements appropriate for the size and scope of the burn. IAP
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elements, which may take on different forms, including a print out, white board use, and/or verbal briefing, may
include burn organization and assignments, prescribed fire objectives and prescription, description of the prescribed
fire area, expected weather and fire behavior, communications, ignition plan, holding plan, contingency plan and
assignments, wildfire declaration, and safety and medical plans. All assigned personnel for a prescribed burn will be
briefed to ensure personnel safety and convey prescribed fire objectives. This revision is consistent with the purpose
of SPR AQ-6 to prepare and implement an IAP and all required burn safety procedures. In addition, the project
proponent proposes to revise SPR AD-4 to post signs along the closest public roadway to the treatment area on the
day of the prescribed burn prior to the commencement of prescribed burning operations. The project proponent
would implement other public notifications as appropriate, potentially including any of the following: host public
meetings; post notices on local, public bulletin boards; and/or contact project neighbors via telephone calls prior to
prescribed burning. These revisions are consistent with the purpose of SPR AD-4 to make a good faith effort to notify
the local community in advance of prescribed burning treatments. For the reasons described, proposed revisions to
SPR AQ-6, and AD-4 would not result in a substantially more severe significant effect related to exposing people to
objectionable odors than what was covered in the Program EIR. This impact would remain significant and
unavoidable as explained in the Program EIR, but for the reasons explained above, would not constitute a new or
substantially more severe significant impact.

The inclusion of land in the proposed treatment area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the air
quality conditions present and sensitive receptors in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the
same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the air quality impact is also the same, as described above.
This impact would remain significant and unavoidable as explained in the PEIR, but for the reasons explained above,
would not constitute a new or substantially more severe significant impact.

New Air Quality Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities evaluated in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has considered the site-specific characteristics of the proposed treatment project and
determined that they are consistent with the applicable regulatory and environmental conditions presented in the
CalVTP Program EIR (refer to Section 3.4.1, “Regulatory Setting,” and Section 3.4.2, “Environmental Setting,” in
Volume Il of the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area
constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the
project area, the existing environmental and regulatory conditions pertinent to air quality that are present in the areas
outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape. In addition,
proposed revisions to SPRs do not result in substantially more severe significant impacts than what was identified in
the PEIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape
and revised SPRs would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new impact related to air quality
would occur.
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PD-3.5: ARCHAEOLOGICAL, HISTORICAL, AND TRIBAL CULTURAL
RESOURCES

Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist

Would this
. . Does the . . Identify bea Is this
Ildentn‘y L Ider)t|fy ¢ | Impact ALlst|§PE|s X'St IMMbSI Impact | Substantially | Impact
Environmental Impact Impact ocation of 101y to pplicable | APPICabll giohificanc | More Severe | Within
p pply 8
Significanc|  Impact to the e to the S
Covered In the PEIR ) . the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin Treatment |Treatmen h f
PER | thePER | SaimeNtl "project | tproject | 1'catment | Impact than | Scope o
Project? Project Identified in |the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact CUL-1: Cause a LTS Impact CULO Yes SPR CULO NA LTS No Yes
Substantial Adverse Change 1, pp. 3.5-14 178
in the Significance of Built -3.5-15
Historical Resources
Impact CUL-2: Cause a SuU Impact CULO Yes SPR CUL - | MM CUL SU No Yes
Substantial Adverse Change 2, pp. 3.5-15 23458 -2
in the Significance of —-3.5-16
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Historical Resources
Impact CUL-3: Cause a LTS Impact CULO Yes SPR CUL - NA LTS No Yes
Substantial Adverse Change 3, p.3.5-17 1,2,3,4,5,6,8
in the Significance of a
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Human Remains 4, p.3.5-18

'Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to

evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Archaeological, Historical, and Tribal Cultural Resource
Impacts: Would the treatment result in other impacts to

If yes, complete row(s)
below and discussion

archaeological, historical, and tribal cultural resources that are not O'ves No
evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR?
Potentially Less Than Less than
Significant | Significant with Significant
Mitigation
Incorporated
NA O O O
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Discussion

Consistent with SPR CUL-1, a records search of the approximately 20,324-acre project area was conducted at the
Northeast Information Center (NEIC) on November 5, 2024 and December 19, 2024 (NEIC File No.: 24-479 and 240
624. The records search revealed nineteen previously recorded precontact archaeological sites, two isolated
precontact artifacts, three historic-period archaeological sites, one multicomponent archaeological site containing
both historic and precontact elements and sixteen historic built environment resources. One historic period site and
eight of the historic built environment resources have been evaluated and determined not eligible for California
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) listing. Consistent with SPR CUL-2, the archaeologist contacted the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on October 21, 2024 to obtain the latest NAHC provided Native American
contact list and a review of their Sacred Lands File. NAHC responded on October 22, 2024 with a current list of eight
Tribes for contact and to report negative results of their Sacred Lands File search. On October 25, 2024, letters
and/or emails inviting the Tribes to consult were mailed to the eight Tribes indicated by NAHC. Responses were
received from the Tsnungwe Council, the Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation, and the Bear River Band of Rohnerville
Rancheria. The Tsnungwe Council responded and stated that the project was outside their zone and that had no
comment on the project. The Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria requested the project boundary
shapefiles. After reviewing the shapefiles, the Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria stated that the project was
outside their interest area. The Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation responded and is actively consulting in collaboration with
the project proponent. The Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation has noted that there are significant areas of concern around
the Hyampom proper area, Section 14, Hitchcock Spring, and the area between Young Gulch and Olsen Creek. The
project proponent will collaborate closely with the Tribe on these areas.

Impact CUL-1

Proposed treatment activities include manual treatments, mechanical treatments and prescribed burning, which
could damage historic built environment resources. The results of the records searches conducted on November 5,
2024 and December 19, 2024 at the NEIC indicated there are sixteen historic built environment resources within the
Hyampom Valley project area, of which eight have been previously evaluated as ineligible for listing to the CRHR. It is
not known whether the remaining eight historic built environment structures are considered resources under CEQA.
Structures (i.e., buildings, bridges, roadways) over 50 years old that have not been recorded or evaluated for historical
significance may be present in the project area; these structures will be identified and avoided pursuant to SPR CULO
7. The potential for treatment activities to result in disturbance, damage, or destruction of built-environment
structures that have not yet been evaluated for historical significance was examined in the PEIR. This impact is within
the scope of the PEIR, because treatment activities and the intensity of ground disturbance of the treatment project
are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the
CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the
boundary of the project area, the potential to encounter built-environment structures that have not yet been
evaluated for historical significance in areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within
the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential impact to historical resources is also the same, as described above.
This determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact
than what was covered in the PEIR.

Archaeological surveys completed on September 10, 11, 12 2024 and January 24, 2025 of the 637 acres of funded
treatments identified one historic built environment resource within the project area. Pursuant to SPR CUL -7 this will
be avoided.
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Impact CUL-2

Vegetation treatments would include prescribed burning and mechanical treatments using heavy equipment that
could churn up the surface of the ground during treatment as vegetation is removed; these activities may result in
damage to known or previously unknown archaeological resources. This could result in damage to known or
previously unknown archaeological resources, as described in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.5.3,
pages 15-16). Per the PEIR, a record search was conducted for the project area (SPR CUL-1), all geographically
affiliated Native American tribes were contacted and notified of treatment activities (SPR CUL-2), pre-field research
was conducted for the 637 acres of funded treatments (SPR CUL-3), and archaeological surveys for the 637 acres
were conducted on September 10, 11, 12 2024 and January 24, 2025 (SPR CUL-4). The NEIC records search revealed19
precontact archaeological sites and two isolated artifacts, as well as, three historic period archaeological sites and one
multicomponent (both historic and precontact artifacts) archaeological resource. The archaeological survey identified
four new precontact archaeological sites. None of these sites have been evaluated for listing in the CRHR. Therefore,
it is not known whether the sites are considered resources under CEQA. Additional surveys will be conducted before
treatment pursuant to SPR CUL-4 to identify any previously unrecorded archeological resources and all identified
resources would be avoided according to the provisions of SPR CUL-5. Additionally, all crew members and
contractors will be trained prior to treatment activities, pursuant to SPR CUL-8.

The potential for these treatment activities to result in an inadvertent discovery and subsequent damage of unique
archaeological resources or subsurface historical resources during vegetation treatment was examined in the PEIR.
This impact was identified as significant and unavoidable in the PEIR because of the large geographic extent of the
treatable landscape and the possibility that there could be inadvertent damage of unknown resources. For this
project, Mitigation Measure CUL-2 will require that if a prehistoric or historic-era subsurface archaeological feature
or deposit is discovered, all ground disturbing activities within 100 feet of the resource will be halted, and every
reasonable effort to identify and protect the resource would be applied. The implementation of the applicable SPR's
and Mitigation Measure CUL-2 would reduce impacts to inadvertent discoveries, however, it is uncertain if these
measures would avoid substantial adverse change to the resource. Therefore, this impact would be significant and
unavoidable, as determined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.5.3, pages 15-16).

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the potential for
discovery of archaeological resources is essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore,
the potential impact to unique archaeological resources or subsurface historical resources is also the same, as
described above. This impact is within the scope of the PEIR because treatment activities and intensity of ground
disturbance of the treatment project are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. This determination is consistent
with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the
PEIR.

Impact CUL-3
On October 25, 2024, letters and/or emails inviting the Tribes to consult were mailed to the eight Tribes indicated by

NAHC. Responses were received from the Tsnungwe Council, the Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation, and the Bear River Band
of Rohnerville Rancheria. The Tsnungwe Council responded and stated that the project was outside their zone and
that had no comment on the project. The Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria requested the project
boundary shapefiles. After reviewing the shapefiles, the Bear River Band of the Rohnerville Rancheria stated that the
project was outside their interest area. The Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation responded and is actively consulting in
collaboration with the project proponent. The Nor Rel Muk Wintu Nation has noted that there are significant areas of
concern around the Hyampom proper area, Section 14, Hitchcock Spring, and the area between Young Gulch and
Olsen Creek. The project proponent will collaborate closely with the Tribe on these areas.
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The potential for the proposed treatment activities to cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource during implementation of vegetation treatment was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR
Volume Il Section 3.5.3, page 17). This impact is within the scope of the PEIR because the intensity of ground
disturbance of the treatment project is consistent with that analyzed in the PEIR. As explained in the PEIR, while tribal
cultural resources may be identified within the treatable landscape during development of later treatment projects,
implementation of SPRs would avoid any substantial adverse change to any tribal cultural resource. Based on the
implementation of applicable SPR’s and consistency with the scope of the PEIR, this impact remains less than
significant.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the tribal cultural
affiliations present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable
landscape; therefore, the potential impact to tribal cultural resources is also the same, as described above. This
determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than
what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact CUL-4

Vegetation treatments would include mechanical treatments and prescribed burning that could involve the use
of heavy equipment, which could uncover human remains. The NEIC records search did not reveal any burials or
sites containing human remains. The potential for treatment activities to uncover human remains was examined
in the PEIR. This impact is within the scope of the PEIR because the treatment activities and intensity of ground
disturbance are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.5.3, page 18).
Additionally, consistent with the PEIR, the project would comply with California Health and Safety Code Section
7050.5 and PRC Section 5097 which specify the procedures to be followed in the event of the unexpected
discovery of human remains. No SPRs are applicable to this impact. Based on the compliance with the above
Health and Safety Code and Public Resource Code and consistency with the scope of the PEIR, this impact would
remain less than significant.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the potential for
uncovering human remains during implementation of the treatment project is essentially the same within and outside
the treatable landscape and treatment activities; therefore, the impact related to disturbance of human remains is
also the same, as described above. This determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a
substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

New Archaeological, Historical, and Tribal Cultural Resource Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities considered in the CalVTP PEIR. The
project proponent has considered the site-specific characteristics of the proposed treatment project and determined
they are consistent with the applicable environmental and regulatory conditions presented in the CalVTP PEIR (refer
to Section 3.5.1, “"Environmental Setting,” and Section 3.5.2, “Regulatory Setting,” in Volume Il of the Final PEIR).

Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the existing
environmental and regulatory conditions pertinent to archaeological, historical, or tribal cultural resources that are
present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape;
therefore, the impacts of the proposed treatment project are also consistent with those covered in the PEIR. No
changed circumstances are present, therefore, no new impact related to archaeological, historical, or tribal cultural
resources would occur.
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PD-3.6: BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Discussion:

Pursuant to SPR BIO-1, biologists conducted data review of project-specific biological resources, including habitat and
vegetation types, special-status plants, and special-status wildlife. The biologists also conducted protocol-level
botany surveys for the 637 acres of funded work that will be implemented after the PSA is approved. USDA Forest
Service CALVEG: A Classification of California Vegetation was used to identify the habitat/vegetation types within the
project area. The project area is located in the Northern California Coast and Klamath Mountains ecoregions. The
project area ranges in elevation from approximately 948" and 5606’ feet. Habitat types within the project area and
total acreage of each type are presented in Table 4.

A list of special-status plant and wildlife species with potential to occur in the project area was compiled by
completing a review of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and California Native Plant Society (CNPS)
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of California database records for the US Geological Survey (USGS)
quadrangles containing and surrounding the project area (22 quadrangles total; CNDDB 2024; CNPS 2024a); the US
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation tool (USFWS 2024); the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife's Area of Conservation Emphasis (ACE) Viewer (CDFW 2024); and Appendix BIO-3
(Table 5a, Table 5b, Table 10a, Table 10b, and Table 19) in the Program EIR (Volume Il) for special-status plants and
wildlife that could occur in the Northern California Coast and the Klamath Mountains ecoregions.

A list of 16 sensitive natural communities with potential to occur in the project area was compiled by completing a
CNDDB search of the USGS quadrangles containing and surrounding the project area (CNDDB 2024) and reviewing
Table 3.6-11 (pages 3.6-47 — 3.6-49) and Table 3.6-18 (pages 3.6-70 — 3.6-71) in the Program EIR (Volume II) for
sensitive natural communities that could occur in the Northern California Coast and the Klamath Mountains
ecoregions in the habitat types mapped in the project area. BBWA conducted reconnaissance surveys on April 24 and
25, 2024, to identify and document sensitive resources (e.g., aquatic habitat, riparian habitat, sensitive natural
communities) and to assess the suitability of habitat in the project area for special-status plant and wildlife species.
Mapped habitat types were verified where possible and incidental wildlife observations were recorded. Protocol-level
botany surveys were conducted for the 637 acres of funded work that will be implemented immediately after the PSA
is approved. Protocol-level botany surveys were conducted on May 6 - 7, 9, 14-15, 20-23, 29-30; June 5-6, 18, 27; and
July 1, 16-17, 22-23, 30.

Based on implementation of SPR BIO-1, including review of occurrence data, species ranges, habitat requirements for
each species, results of reconnaissance-level surveys, results of protocol-level botany surveys, and habitat present
within the project area as assessed during reconnaissance and protocol-level botany surveys, a complete list of all
species with potential to occur in the vicinity of the proposed project was assembled (Attachment B). 39 of the
special-status plants and 38 of the special-status wildlife from the complete list of species were determined to
potentially occur in the project area (Attachment B). These species are discussed in detail under Impact BIO-1
(special-status plants) and Impact BIO-2 (special-status wildlife).

Initial discussions with CDFW were held on June 24, 2024 during the planning phase of this project. Pursuant to MM
BIO-2a, BBWA sent a consultation letter to CDFW on August 22, 2024. Comments from CDFW were received and
incorporated into the PSA on October 8, 2024. Also per the same measure, BBWA sent a consultation letter to the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on October 28, 2024. Comments from USFWS were received and incorporated
into the PSA in March 2025.
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Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist
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Affect State or Federally - PP SPR HYDO |4
Protected Wetlands 3.6-191- 1,4
3.6-192 !
lsmgact BK?l—S: Inae\r/t/elrslf LTSM B:gp;ct Yes SPR BIOO | MM BIOO|  LTSM No Yes
ubstantially wit ildlife -5, pp
Movement Corridors or 3.6-192- 1'7_1"3;0% >
Impede Use of Nurseries 3.6-196 =l
Impact BIO-6: Substantially LTS Impact Yes SPR BIOO NA LTS No Yes
Reduce Habitat or BIO-6, pp 1234512
Abundance of Common 3.6-197- e
Wildlife 3.6-198
Impact BIO-7: Conflict with NI Impact Yes SPR AD-3 NA | No Impact No Yes
Local Policies or BIO-7, pp
Ordinances Protecting 3.6-198-
Biological Resources 3.6-199
Impact BIO-8: Conflict with NI Impact No NA NA No Impact No Yes
the Provisions of an BIO-8, pp
Adopted Natural 3.6-199-
Community Conservation 3.6-200

Plan, Habitat Conservation
Plan, or Other Approved
Habitat Plan

'Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.
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New Biological Resources Impacts: Would the treatment result in If yes, complete row(s)
other impacts to biological resources that are not evaluated in the O Yes No below and discussion
CalVTP PEIR?

Potentially Less Than Less than

Significant | Significant with Significant

Mitigation
Incorporated

lidentify new impact here, if applicable; add rows as needed] O O O
Discussion
Impact BIO-1

Initial vegetation treatments and maintenance treatments could result in direct or indirect adverse effects on the 39
special status plant species with suitable habitat in the project area. Potential impacts resulting from maintenance
activities would be similar to those resulting from initial vegetation treatments, because the same treatment activities
would occur. However, treatment frequency and intensity can determine whether effects on certain plant species are
beneficial or adverse. Initial treatment that reduces overgrowth, opens the tree canopy to allow more light
penetration, or removes invasive competitors can be beneficial for some special-status plant populations; however,
repeated treatments at too frequent intervals can have adverse effects on those same special-status plants.

The project proponent has funding through a CalFire Forest Health grant to immediately implement 637 acres of
manual, mechanical, and prescribed burning treatments. In accordance with SPR BIO-7, protocol-level surveys for
plants were conducted across the 637 acres of proposed treatments on May 21st and 22nd, July 16th and 17th, and X.
Results of the protocol-level surveys are good for five years. Following review of occurrence data, species ranges,
habitat requirements for each species, results of the reconnaissance-level survey, habitat present within the project
area as assessed during reconnaissance surveys, and results of protocol-level special status plant surveys, it was
determined that only one special status plant listed under ESA or CESA has the potential to occur within the project
area—the Lassics lupine. However, this species is currently only found near the summits of remote mountains in
northern California called the Lassics, which have unique serpentine-influenced soils. The lupine was not detected
during protocol level botany surveys across the 637-acre funded treatment area on May 6 - 7, 9, 14-15, 20-23, 29-30;
June 5-6, 18, 27; and July 1, 16-17, 22-23, 30 and it is unlikely to occur in the project area. If at any point a listed special
status plant is detected, Mitigation Measure BIO-1a will apply.

Of the 39 special-status species that have the potential to occur within the project area, Thermopsis robusta and
Lupinus elmeri were detected during protocol-level surveys. The remaining 37 special-status species that have the
potential to occur within the project area were not detected during protocol-level surveys on May 6 - 7, 9, 14-15, 200
23, 29-30; June 5-6, 18, 27; and July 1, 16-17, 22-23, 30. These surveys only covered 637 acres, and additional protocol
level surveys will be completed prior to implementation outside of these 637 acres. Mitigation Measure BIO-1b
applies to the two special status species that were detected during protocol level surveys and any additional species
that are detected during future surveys. Pursuant to Mitigation Measure BIO-1b, impacts on non-listed special-status
plants must be avoided unless it is determined that the plants would benefit from treatment and that habitat function
would improve with implementation of the treatment. Fire and thinning effects for special-status plant species were
researched for the project area to determine benefit from prescribed fire and thinning treatments. Five of the special -
status plant species that are known to occur or have potential to occur in the project area could benefit from
implementation of treatments.

Bald Mountain milkvetch (Astragalus umbraticus): Bald Mountain milkvetch (ASUM) is a species of milkvetch that is
native to western Oregon and northwestern California. Its preferred habitat consists of dry open oak and pine
woodlands and is sometimes found on roadsides. Ecological restoration treatments including thinning and prescribed
burning are expected to benefit the milkvetch as it prefers open habitats (BLM 2018). A watershed analysis completed
by the U.S. Forest Service found that the germination of ASUM was influenced by fire and that the species may have
occurred more frequently in reference conditions following closely after fire events (USFS, 1997), A more recent Green
Diamond Botany Report found that a population of ASUM increased in size following road grading and brush
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clearing along the seasonal road it was growing along. In 2020, shrubs were outcompeting the population of 15
plants, which responded favorably to the increased light exposure and disturbance from road maintenance—-growing
to 150 plants in 2021. These responses continue to support the emerging evidence that certain levels of disturbance
for this species are beneficial for sustaining new and continued growth of populations (Green Diamond Resource
Company, 2022). A 2013 study of Humboldt milk-vetch (Astragalus agnicidus or ASAG) done by CDFW in 2013 also
collected data on ASUM as it is considered the closest relative of ASAG. The information collected suggested that
ASAG is an early seral species that initially reproduces well and is sustained through long-lived seed banks, with
plants appearing episodically in response to gap-creating disturbances within forests, such as fires, wind throw, road
construction, or logging. Populations then decline and disappear within a few years, as the open habitat begins to fill
in with later successional species (Meinke et al., 2013). Due to the close phylogenetic relationship between ASAG and
ASUM, it is reasonable to expect that ASUM would have similar responses to fire and disturbance.

Due to Bald Mountain milkvetch’s demonstrated positive response to disturbances such as fire and logging, the
treatments of thinning and prescribed fire are expected to benefit the species.

South Fork Mountain lupine (Lupinus elmeri): South Fork Mountain lupine is a perennial herb that is found only in
California. Occurrences are associated with lower montane coniferous forests of Humboldt and Trinity counties. It is
known to occupy openings in the conifer forest (Sholars, 2017; CNDDB 2024). A considerable number of occurrences
are located in disturbed sites that have been impacted by logging activity. Some of these occurrences are associated
with forest roads and skid trails that have been used to relocate fallen timber. Many occurrences are on actively
logged sites. Occurrences are also reported from roadsides, skid trails, and near grazing cattle. Over half of the
occurrences are on private property in areas that are actively logged. Two reports from occurrences on private
property (Green Diamond Resources Company) indicate that L. elmeri responds favorably to silvicultural practices
(CNDDB, 2024). Canopy closure and fire suppression may impact L. elmeri given its preference for forest openings
(CNDDB, 2024). In addition, surveys conducted by a biologist on Trinity Timberlands following the 2015 Route
Complex Fire showed that in areas of high fire severity where >95% tree mortality occurred, the absence of foliage in
these sites increased light intensity on the ground and L. elmeri proliferated in these post-fire conditions (BBWA,
2017). In areas that were unburned by the fire, the lupine remained isolated to the existing road sides, internal skid
trails and internal openings (BBWA, 2017). L. elmeri also tended to be less abundant in areas that had high coverage
of other ground cover, such as bracken fern (BBWA, 2017).

Due to South Fork Mountain lupine’s demonstrated positive response to increased sunlight due to canopy openings
and post-fire habitats, the treatments of thinning and prescribed fire are expected to benefit the species.

Robust false lupine (Thermopsis robusta): Robust false lupine is a perennial rhizomatous herb in the Fabaceae that is
found only in California. It occurs within Broadleafed upland forest, and North Coast coniferous forest, growing at
elevations from 150 to 1500 meters. Thermopsis robusta occurs primarily in forest openings and meadows (Kauppinen
and Sims, 2018). Multiple surveys of the lupine found that it grew near roadways and other open, disturbed areas
(Kauppinen and Sims, 2018). Documented threats to the lupine include vegetation encroachment, herbicides, invasive
species such as scotch broom and himalayan blackberry, and shading/canopy closure (Kauppinen and Sims, 2018).
Roadside grading and clearing appeared to be beneficial for plants, and several surveys noted that plants came in
after a road was built (Kauppinen and Sims, 2018). These surveys noted that disturbance may actually stimulate
germination. Furthermore, a study of Thermopsis robusta’s sister species (Thermopsis macrophylla) showed that in
the first year after a controlled burn, numerous individuals of T. macrophylla resprouted and thousands of seedlings
established from heat-stimulated germination of refractory seed (Borchert, 1989). On the Trinity Timberlands
property, BBWA biologists have observed T. robusta concentrated in and along the property road prisms and in
landings (BBWA, 2016). A very discernible pattern was noted that the species were only observed in areas where
significant soil disturbance had occurred (BBWA, 2016).

Due to Robust false lupine’s demonstrated positive response to increased sunlight due to canopy openings and
disturbance, the treatments of thinning and prescribed fire are expected to benefit the species.

California globe mallow (lliamna latibracteata): California globe mallow is a large perennial herb that is endemic to
the coniferous forests of the Klamath Mountains, in northwestern California and southwestern Oregon. It is known to

43




occupy montane chaparral, upper and lower montane coniferous forest, mesic conditions in North coast coniferous
forest, and riparian scrub habitat along streambanks. Plants are often associated with burned areas (Serkanic and
Sims, 2018). Occurrences are documented in association with alder thickets, burned clear-cuts in conifer forests,
shrub-fields, roadsides in conifer forests, seepage areas, openings in a redwood forest, south-facing slopes, shaded
north-facing slopes, and a coastal prairie oak stand. Occurrences are often associated with forest openings (Serkanic
and Sims, 2018). Fire suppression impacts forested habitat of this kind. Forest openings behave as microsites for
species requiring varying intensities of light. Significant changes to the size and spatial characteristics of openings
within forests of the Klamath Mountains of California have taken place during the last one-hundred years (Serkanic
and Sims, 2018). In one study, loss of open space between trees was consistent with a drop in shrub cover and
diversity. Researchers documented spatial and structural homogenization and a resulting decline in complex habitat
features within the study forest. Such features are linked to forest resilience to disturbance and stressors such as fire,
insects, and drought (Serkanic and Sims, 2018). According to Hoover et al., lliamna latibracteata is threatened by fire
suppression and vegetation encroachment, fire suppression activities (including population being brushed for fire
suppression). The CNPS (2018) Inventory, indicates fire suppression and grazing as possible threats to lliamna
latibractea.

Due to California globe mallow’s demonstrated positive response to canopy openings and its negative response to
vegetation encroachment, the treatments of thinning and prescribed fire are expected to benefit the species.

Yolla Bolly Mtns. Bird's-Foot Trefoil (Hosackia yollabolliensis): Yolla Bolly Mtns. Bird's-Foot Trefoil is a perennial herb
and California endemic species, known only from South Fork Mountain, a long northwest ridgeline extension of the
High North Coast Ranges into Humboldt County, from the Yolla Bolly mountains of southern Trinity County. It occurs
between 1,700 and 2,100 meters in elevation, favoring dry, exposed slopes, edges of meadows and seeps, and open
areas of upper montane coniferous forests. Along South Fork Mountain, H. yollabolliensis occurs in dry montane
meadows that are right along the edges of snowmelt. As outlined in Trefoil's Plant Species Evaluation Form, it is
threatened by off-highway vehicle use, conifer encroachment, and competition from non-native plants (Kauppinen et
al., 2022). While wildfire or prescribed fire may be less of a danger to this species, intense road use, blading, and
creation of dozer lines due to wildfire suppression efforts could be a significant threat (Kauppinen et al., 2022). Due to
H. yollabolliensis's preference for open areas and its negative response to vegetation encroachment, the treatments
of thinning and prescribed fire are expected to benefit the species.

For the remaining 35 non-listed special status species, the project proponent will implement the buffers as described
in Mitigation Measure BIO-1b if non-listed special status species are detected during protocol-level botany surveys.

Initial and maintenance treatment activities (prescribed burning, mechanical treatments, and manual treatments)
could adversely affect special-status plant species (see Attachment B for detailed information). The potential for
treatment activities to result in adverse effects on special-status plant species was examined in the Program EIR. This
impact on special-status plants is within the scope of the Program EIR because the proposed treatment types and
activities and the intensity of disturbance that would result from implementing the proposed treatment activities are
consistent with those analyzed in the Program EIR. The project proponent proposes to revise SPR GEO-1 to suspend
mechanical treatments if: (1) it is raining, (2) soils are saturated, and/or (3) soils are wet enough to be compacted by
mechanical activities. This revision is consistent with the original purpose of SPR GEO-1 and the project proponent
would be required to suspend mechanical disturbance during heavy precipitation to minimize the risk of soil
compaction and soil disturbance. The project proponent revised SPR AQ-3 for prescribed burning activities to allow
for the use of non-CAL FIRE burn plan templates (e.g., burn plan templates developed by the California State-
Certified Burn Boss curriculum development committee, or equivalent). The CAL FIRE Prescribed Fire Guidebook
provides the template and required elements of CAL FIRE burn plans: a description of the burn area; target weather
conditions; hazards that may be encountered; personnel needs, safety, and contacts to make prior to burning; and
short and long-term management goals (CAL FIRE 2019). The burn plan templates proposed to be used by the
project proponent contain all of these elements. In addition to these elements, the project proponent proposes to
include elements in the burn plan that are required to obtain burn permits and any additional elements that are
needed to design a burn that will minimize soil burn severity from broadcast burning to reduce the potential for
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runoff and soil erosion. Therefore, due to a continued focus on minimizing soil burn severity, revisions to SPR AQ-3,
would not result in a substantially more significant effect on special-status plants than what was covered in the PEIR.

The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change
to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the existing
environmental conditions present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those
within the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential impact on special status plants is also the same, as described
above.

Impact BIO-2
Initial and maintenance treatment activities (mechanical treatments, manual treatments, and prescribed fire) could

result in adverse effects on special-status wildlife. The potential for treatment activities to adversely affect special-
status wildlife was examined in the Program EIR. According to the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information
for Planning and Consultation tool (USFWS 2024); the California Department of Fish and Wildlife's Area of
Conservation Emphasis (ACE) Viewer (CDFW 2024); Appendix BIO-3 in the Program EIR (Volume ll), the California
Natural Diversity Database, and reconnaissance-level surveys, there are 38 special-status wildlife species with the
potential to occur. The project proponent sent consultation requests to CDFW and USFWS. CDFW and the USFWS
responded to requests for consultation and the project has incorporated feedback from CDFW and USFWS into the
following recommendations.

Golden Eagle

Golden eagles inhabit a variety of habitats including forests, canyons, shrub lands, grasslands, and oak woodlands.
Nests are constructed on platforms on steep cliffs or in large trees. Golden Eagles nest in open and semi-open
habitat, but also may nest at lower densities in coniferous habitat when open space is available, (e. g. fire breaks,
clear-cuts, burned areas, pasture-land, etc.). Golden Eagles avoid nesting near urban habitat and do not generally
nest in densely forested habitat. There is 1 recorded CNDDB occurrence for a golden eagle nest within a 9-quad
query of the project area, located approximately 11 miles to the east and just outside of the town of Hayfork. Golden
eagles may nest and forage within portions of the project area with large open grasslands and meadows; however,
suitable nesting habitat for this species is generally lacking within the forested areas of the project area.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

Focused nest tree surveys will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a single
survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. The survey will be
conducted during the day, as golden eagles are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the proposed
treatment area and visually searching for nests and eagles exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding (e.g.
delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to cliffs and large trees near open areas, as these areas are
the preferred nesting sites of golden eagles. A golden eagle nest is a large platform nest that is often ten feet across
by three feet high of sticks, twigs, and greenery. If a golden eagle nest is detected during focused surveys, the project
proponent will establish a buffer zone that is a minimum of eight acres in size. During the critical period for golden
eagles (January 15 through April 15 for active nests; and extended from April 15 through September 1 or until the
birds have fledged for occupied nests) no treatment activities will occur within the buffer zone. Outside of this critical
period, treatment activities will be permitted except that all nest trees, designated perch trees, screening trees, and
replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Maintenance of habitat function for golden eagles would require open terrain for hunting including grasslands and
early successional stages of forest and shrub habitats. Dense forest stands reduce prey visibility and opportunities for
low level hunting flights, the eagle’s dominant foraging mode (Hunt, 1995). Golden eagles also frequent large trees
on edges of open areas for cover and as a perch where they may occasionally search from and fly directly to prey
(Carnie, 1954). Habitat function for golden eagles would be maintained and improved because thinning and burning
meadows in the project area will reduce conifer encroachment and promote an open, grassland habitat that allows
for hunting. Treatment activities will focus on mainly removing trees less than 16 inches DBH. Trees greater than 16
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inches DBH are most likely to be used by golden eagles for high hunting perches. Thinning smaller trees has also
been shown to promote residual tree growth (Zald et al, 2022), and encouraging the growth of larger trees across the
project area will increase the number of viable nesting trees. Treatments have been designed to promote the late
successional forest habitat that Golden Eagles rely on.

American Peregrine Falcon

In Trinity County habitat for American peregrine falcons include montane hardwood woodlands, perennial grasslands,
annual grasslands, and oak woodlands, and Douglas-fir hardwood forests. Coastal cliffs, riverine bluffs and other
rocky outcroppings, as well as large, old growth trees provide nesting habitat for peregrine falcons (Buchanan et al.
2014). Nest sites are frequently located near areas containing prey, including rivers, tidal mud flats, beaches and open
water (Morata, 2018). Shorebirds and waterfowl are an important component of peregrine falcon diet, and peregrine
falcons prefer open hunting areas (Morata, 2018). This species may forage within the project area in open grasslands
or oak woodlands. There is 1 recorded CNDDB occurrence for a peregrine falcon nest within a 9-quad query of the
project area, approximately 7.5 miles to the southwest of the project area. Potentially suitable nesting habitat exists
within the project area on cliffs along watercourses. Peregrines usually nest 0.5 to 1 mile from water.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

Focused surveys for occupied sites will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a
single survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. The survey will be
conducted during the day, as American peregrine falcons are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the
proposed treatment area and visually searching for occupied sites and birds exhibiting behavior that is typical of
breeding (e.g., delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to any cliffs near watercourses or other
open sites. The surveyor will also pay particular attention to any old nests of other raptors in the project area.
Peregrine falcons do not build nests like most other birds, instead they lay their eggs in a “scrape” or shallow
indentations high on a cliff side or use the old nest of another bird.

If an American peregrine falcon nest is detected during focused surveys, the project proponent will establish a no
disturbance buffer zone around a peregrine occupied site. The buffer zone shall be a minimum of 10 acres in size.
During the critical period for peregrine (February 1through April 1 for active nests and is extended until July 15 for
occupied nests) no treatment activities will occur within the buffer zone. Outside of this critical period, treatment
activities will be permitted except that all nest trees, designated perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees,
shall be left standing and unharmed.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Because the project area is outside the coastal zone, treatments will not impact shorebird populations or shorebird
habitat—an important prey of the peregrine falcon. Thinning and burning treatments will maintain and improve
potential inland hunting habitat for this species by removing encroaching Douglas fir from meadow edges and open
grasslands. Treatments are focused on removing small (<16" DBH) conifers. Thinning smaller trees has been shown to
promote residual tree growth (Zald et al, 2022), and encouraging the growth of larger trees and promoting late
successional forest characteristics will increase the number of viable peregrine falcon nesting trees.

Bald Eagle

Bald eagles’ preferred habitat includes ocean shore, lake margins, and rivers for both nesting and wintering. Most
nests are within one mile of water. This species nests in large, old-growth, or dominant trees with open branches.
There are 4 CNDDB occurrences for bald eagles within a 9-quad search of the project area. All 4 observations are
located immediately adjacent to the South Fork Trinity River. There is potential nesting and foraging habitat adjacent
to fish-bearing rivers & creeks, though this species is not expected to occur where Class 1 watercourses are absent
from the treatment area.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

Focused surveys will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a single survey
period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. The survey will be conducted
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during the day, as bald eagles are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the proposed treatment area
and visually searching for occupied sites and birds exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding (e.g., delivering
food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to areas within 1 mile of water that have large, old-growth, or
dominant live trees with open branches. Bald eagle nests are typically 5 to 6 feet in diameter and 2 to 4 feet tall, and
ranging in shape from cylindrical to conical to flat, depending on the supporting tree. If a bald eagle nest is detected
during focused surveys, the project proponent will establish a buffer zone that is at least 10 acres in size. During the
critical period for bald eagles (January 15 until either August 15 or four weeks after young have fledged) no treatment
activities will occur within the buffer zone. Outside of this critical period, treatment activities will be permitted except
that all nest trees, designated perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and
unharmed.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

The bald eagle is an opportunistic, generalized predator and scavenger adapted to aquatic habitats (Buehler 2000).
Breeding bald eagles require relatively large bodies of water containing resident populations of suitable -sized fish,
generally larger than 200 mm total length (Jackman, et al. 1999). The majority of bald eagles in California breed near
reservoirs (Detrich 1986). Waterfow! can supplement the diet of bald eagles, especially in the winter and early nesting
season (Jackman and Jenkins, 2004). In general, bald eagles require a large tree (or cliff or rock outcrop) to
accommodate a large nest in a relatively secluded location. The species typically chooses a tree in the overstory,
often the largest in the stand. In a study of 95 bald eagle nesting sites in California, most nest trees (81%) were over
100 feet tall and nest trees had a mean DBH of 43 inches (Jackman and Jenkins, 2004). Most nests (87%) were located
within one mile of a waterfront Jackman and Jenkins, 2004). One third was within 0.1 mi of water, and none was
greater than two miles from water (Jackman and Jenkins, 2004). Notably, total canopy closure of the adjacent forest
stand, as estimated from aerial photography, was below forty percent for most (75%) sites, indicating that "dense
forest is not a prime requirement for nesting bald eagles in California” (Lehman, 1979). Due to these habitat
preferences, maintenance of habitat function for eagles would require the retention and promotion of large trees
near ocean shores, lakes, reservoirs, or rivers.

Habitat function for bald eagles would be maintained and improved throughout the duration of the project. The
project does not propose treatments within one mile of any ocean shore, lake, or reservoir habitat. The project area
does overlap with the South Fork of the Trinity River, Hayfork Creek, and numerous tributaries. Implementation of
SPR HYD-4 will protect watercourses and ensure that the bald eagle’s prey base is protected. Treatment activities
would focus on mainly removing ladder fuels less than 16 inches DBH. Trees greater than 16 inches DBH are the most
likely features to be used by bald eagles as a high hunting perch or as a nest site. Thinning smaller trees has also
been shown to promote residual tree growth (Zald et al, 2022), and encouraging the growth of larger trees across the
project area will increase the number of viable nesting trees.

Listed Salmonids

Listed salmonids that could potentially occur in the project area include the coho salmon (southern Oregon/northern
California Coast ESU), summer-run steelhead (Northern California DPS), chinook salmon (upper Klamath and Trinity
Rivers ESU), and winter-run steelhead (Northern California DPS). All four species were detected during a 9-quad
search on CNDDB of the project area. Salmonids require cool, clean water, and beds of loose, silt-free, coarse gravel
for spawning. The species also needs adequate cover and sufficient dissolved oxygen. Suitable habitat exists for all
four species in the South Fork Trinity River and its fish-bearing tributaries that intersect the project area. However,
coho salmon are not known to occur upstream of the confluence of South Fork Trinity River and Grouse Creek on the
far north edge of the project area.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

No surveys or additional protection measures are warranted. Habitat for listed salmonids will be protected
by SPR HYD-4 Identify and Protect Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones and SPR-BIO-4 Design
Treatment to Avoid Loss or Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. The project proponent will establish
Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones on either side of watercourses as defined by SPR HYD-4.
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Maintenance of Habitat Function

Habitat function for listed salmonids will be maintained because treatments would not occur within the
stream bed or bank and treatments within WLPZs would be limited pursuant to SPR HYD-4: Identify and
Protect Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones and SPR BIO-4: Design treatment to Avoid Loss or
Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. Fuel treatments will aid in reducing habitat loss by avoiding high-
severity megafires.

Western Bumble Bee

The western bumble bee (Bombus occidentalis occidentalis) was designated a candidate for listing as
endangered under the California Endangered Species Act by the California Fish and Game Commission on
September 30, 2022. Bumble bees, including the western bumble bee, require habitats rich with floral
resources. Since bumble bee colonies obtain all of their nutrition from pollen and nectar, they need a
continuous supply of flowers during the entirety of the colony's life (spring through fall). Suitable habitat is
characterized by open meadows with continuous availability of floral resources and nesting/overwintering
sites in abandoned rodent burrows. As generalist foragers, bumble bees do not depend on any one flower
type, but perennial flowering plants and native bunch grasses provide higher quality habitat than annual
plants. The annual cycle for this species includes an overwintering and nesting/flight period. In California, the
nesting/flight period (the time when bumble bees actively forage) for the western bumble bee is from
February to late November. Western bumble bees mainly nest underground in abandoned rodent nests just
below the surface. Therefore, viable nesting sites depend on the habitat's rodent abundance (Xerces Society
Listing Petition, 2018). Solitary queens may overwinter under leaf litter or in small cavities a few centimeters
into loose soil.

The project area is within the historic range of the western bumble bee. There are five (5) recorded CNDDB
observations for the western bumble bee in a 9-quad search of the project area. Three (3) of these
occurrences were recorded in the last 20 years to the north of the project area near Grouse Mountain. There
are no recorded CNDDB observations within the project area. The western bumble bee has the potential to
occur within portions of the project area that are dominated by large grasslands and meadows with an
abundance of flowering resources. There is potential for these habitats in the lower elevations in and around
the community of Hyampom. However, some of these areas are dominated by non-native grass species —
likely the result of fire suppression and intensive grazing over the last 100 years — that have replaced many
of the native flowering forbs that would have provided the forage necessary to support these bumble bee
species. These non-native annuals do not currently provide continuous floral resources, but suitable habitat
is potentially restorable. The project area may also contain suitable overwintering habitat (overwintering
habitat for the western bumble bee is poorly understood, as discussed in more detail below).

Treatment activities within suitable habitat, including manual treatments, mechanical treatments, and
prescribed burning could result in temporary removal of floral resources, as well as injury and mortality
through inadvertent destruction of bumble bee nests or overwintering sites through trampling (if present),
crushing, or removal of nesting or overwintering substrate (e.g., downed woody debris). The potential for
treatment activities to result in adverse effects on special-status bumble bees was examined in the Program
EIR. In the Program EIR, Mitigation Measure BIO-2g was proposed as a feasible set of actions to reduce
potentially significant impacts on special-status bumble bees by requiring avoidance of prescribed burning
and targeted ground application of herbicide treatment during the flight/nesting season and retention of
suitable habitat in the range of these species, or compensation for unavoidable loss of special -status
bumble bees or habitat function. Recognizing the difficulty in detecting overwintering and nesting bumble
bees and determining the occurrence and severity of impacts, very limited information about nesting and
overwintering behaviors, and the statewide scope of potential effects analyzed, for purposes of good faith
and full disclosure under CEQA, this impact was designated in the Program EIR as potentially significant and
unavoidable. However, addressing this potential effect at a project-specific level may result in a different
significance conclusion if evidence supports it.
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Per SPR BIO-1, if it is determined that adverse effects on western bumble bees can be clearly avoided by
conducting treatments outside of a season of sensitivity (e.g., colony flight season; April through September)
or physically avoiding habitat for these species, then mitigation would not be required. However, because
western bumble bees may use habitat in the project area year-round, surveys would be required before
treatment activities. Areas identified during surveys with the highest density of foraging bees shall be set
aside as refugia to avoid significant impacts and maintain and improve habitat function. The Survey
Considerations for California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Candidate Bumble Bee Species (CDFW 2023b)
does not provide survey methods for determining the presence of overwintering bumble bees because
overwintering habitat is not well understood (CDFW 2023b).

If no suitable habitat for western bumble bees is found during pretreatment surveys, no further measures
would be required. However, if suitable habitat for western bumble bees and/or bumble bees are detected
during the focused survey, or presence within suitable habitat is assumed, Mitigation Measure BIO-2g as
described below would apply. Additionally, impacts to habitat for western bumble bee would be avoided or
minimized through implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-3a.

Pursuant to Mitigation Measure BIO-2g, and because this species is a candidate for listing under CESA and
is likely to be present year-round in the treatment area (i.e., habitat cannot be avoided), the project
proponent consulted with CDFW about its proposed measures to avoid mortality, injury, or disturbance of
the species and its determination that habitat function would be maintained. Habitat function for western
bumble bee would be maintained because treatment activities and maintenance treatments would be
implemented in a patchy pattern in occupied or suitable habitat, such that the entirety of the habitat would
not be burned or removed and untreated portions of occupied or suitable habitat would be retained so
floral resources are available during project implementation. In addition, no herbicides will be used on this
project and the project proponent will monitor post-burn areas and identify burn areas that are in need of
supplemental native seed. These areas will be seeded, as needed, with a native grass and forb seed mix in
the fall or spring following grassland burning when adequate soil moisture is available for germination.
Further, SPR BIO-9 would be implemented, which would prevent the spread of invasive plants and noxious
weeds through application of best management practices before, during, and after treatments. For the
reasons summarized in the above discussion, habitat function for western bumble bee would be maintained
after implementation of treatments and CDFW was contacted for technical input on this determination, as
required.

On August 22, 2024, the project proponent sent a memo to CDFW describing the measures that would be
taken to avoid mortality, injury, and disturbance to western bumble bee and to maintain habitat function in
compliance with Mitigation Measure BIO-2g. This coordination concluded that for CESA compliance
purposes, the mitigation actions for the species are appropriate measures to maintain suitable refuge and
habitat function of floral resources for western bumble bee. Refinements to measures in the MMRP that
resulted from this consultation include requiring the project proponent to identify areas with the highest
density of foraging bees and set aside these areas as refugia to avoid significant impacts and maintain and
improve habitat function. In addition, no herbicides will be used on the project, treatment areas in occupied
or suitable habitat will be divided into a sufficient number of treatment units such that the entirety of the
habitat is not treated within the same year; and treatments will be conducted in a patchy pattern to the
extent feasible in occupied or suitable habitat, such that the entirety of the habitat is not burned or removed
and untreated portions of occupied or suitable habitat are retained. For these reasons, the project is not
expected to restrict the range of the western bumble bee. Therefore, the impact to western bumble bee
habitat would be less than significant with mitigation.

There is limited published information on the abundance of western bumble bee in California or on colony
size of the species (Xerces Society 2018) and a current lack of published information on the potential
magnitude of effects from the loss of individual western bumble bees, the loss of overwintering queens or
the loss of nests, on populations of the species. Since the Program EIR was certified, CDFW released new
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survey guidance in June 2023, which highlights that overwintering habitat for the majority of bumble bee
species in North America is poorly understood (CDFW 2023b).

Due to this lack of understanding, CDFW is not recommending surveys for the overwintering period (CDFW
2023b). Therefore, assessing the impact on the species under CEQA due to the potential loss of individuals
and populations (including overwintering queens and nesting bees) from this project would be too
speculative to evaluate, because, for the reasons listed above, the analysis herein would need to speculate
potential for presence, possibility of impacts, and severity of possible population effects, if impacts were
assumed to occur. Information about this species is evolving and the project will implement the best
available measures to protect the species that are currently available; however, the current state of
knowledge is not sufficient to evaluate the significance of the CEQA impact. Therefore, further analysis of
this issue is not included in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15145. CEQA Guidelines indicate that
after thorough investigation, if an impact is too speculative for meaningful evaluation, this finding should be
noted, and further discussion can be concluded (CEQA Guidelines Section 15145).

Maintenance and Improvement of Habitat Function for Western Bumble Bee

The habitat function for these species would be enhanced and maintained because treatment activities will
create a more open understory in the forested area, making it more suitable for recruitment of flowering
plants. The proposed non-commercial fuels reduction and the reintroduction of a natural fire regime is
expected to result in a net benefit to vulnerable populations of bumble bees. Prescribed burns have been
shown to reduce negative impacts from exotic plant species and increase native plant establishment and
performance (Alba et al., 2015). Research results support the use of low-intensity prescribed fire for
enriching floral resources for bumble bees and suggest that prescribed fire has net neutral or positive short-
term effect on bumble bees (Gelles et al. 2023, Tai et al. 2022). Research has shown that when exotic plants
invade native communities, plant species diversity can decline due to intense competition for the available
pollinators, which might lead to concomitant decreases in the abundance and diversity of native pollinators
(Mciver et al., 2009). Medusahead and yellow starthistle occur across the project area and can create a
monoculture that alters the functioning of the ecosystem. The loss of native forbs and rapid spread of
medusahead can impact native pollinators such as bees. Early summer burns will focus on targeting these
invasive species and improving habitat for the native floral resources that western bumble bees rely on.

Without treatment, conifer encroachment of oak woodlands and annual grasslands will continue unabated.
Continued fire suppression would not only result in habitat degradation, but also render the habitat
susceptible to catastrophic, large scale, and high intensity fires due to increases in fuel loads, invasive highly
flammable species such as medusahead, tree density, and fire intolerant species (Huntzinger, 2003).
Catastrophic, large scale, and high intensity fires may be particularly harmful to already vulnerable
populations of bumble bees (Xerces Society Listing Petition, 2018).

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts - Western Bumble Bee

To improve the habitat for western bumble bees or other vulnerable bumble bees that may occupy the
project area, the project proponent has consulted with CDFW and rewritten Mitigation Measure BIO-2g as
follows:

If suitable habitat for special-status bumble bees is identified during review and surveys under SPR BIO-1
(e.g., wet meadow, forest meadow, riparian, grassland, or coastal scrub habitat containing sufficient floral
resources within the range of the species), then the project proponent will implement the following
measures, as feasible:

1. Areas identified during surveys with the highest density of foraging bees shall be set aside as refugia to
avoid significant impacts and maintain and improve habitat function.

2. No herbicides will be used on the project.

3. Treatment areas in occupied or suitable habitat will be divided into a sufficient number of treatment units
such that the entirety of the habitat is not treated within the same year; the objective of this measure is to




provide refuge for special-status bumble bees during treatment activities and temporary retention of suitable
floral resources proximate to the treatment area.

4.  Treatments will be conducted in a patchy pattern to the extent feasible in occupied or suitable habitat, such
that the entirety of the habitat is not burned or removed and untreated portions of occupied or suitable
habitat are retained (e.g., fire breaks will be aligned to allow for areas of unburned floral resources for
special-status bumble bees within the treatment area).

5. The project proponent will monitor post-burn areas and identify burn areas that are in need of supplemental
native seed. These areas will be seeded, as needed, with a native grass and forb seed mix in the fall or spring
following grassland burning when adequate soil moisture is available for germination. Seeding specifications
can be found in Tables 1 and 2.

Prescribed Fire (Broadcast Burn)

Broadcast burn treatments will generally occur in fall and winter as weather conditions allow. Invasive
medusahead grass and yellow starthistle areas will require early summer burning. Broadcast burn areas
will be monitored and if seeding is determined to be needed by the project proponent, broadcast burn
areas will be seeded with a native seed mix detailed in Table 2 (grassland broadcast burn). Seeding
should take place in the fall or spring following broadcast burning.

Table 2. Post grassland broadcast burn native seed mix and application rates.

TREATMENT SPECIFICATIONS APPLICATION
RATE

Install seed on bare soils using the following ratios: Elymus
glaucus (30%), Festuca californica (20%) Bromus sitchensis
Native Grass Seed [(10%), Carex multicaulis (10%), Deschampsia cespetosa (10%) 30 Ibs/acre
Mix Festuca idahoensis (10%) Danthonia california (10%), or similar
mix, as supply allows.. Broadcast by hand or ATV spreader, rake
or harrow in.

Install seed on bare soils using the following ratios: Achillea
millefolium (5%), Acmispon americanus var. americanus (5%),
Native Forb Seed |Clarkia gracilis ssp. gracilis(10%), Escholzia caespitosa (20%), 15 Ibs/acre
Mix Lupinus bicolor (20%), Ranunculus occidentalis (10%)
Sysyrinchium bellum (10%), Trifolium willdenovii (20%); or similar
mix, as supply allows. Broadcast by hand or ATV spreader, rake
or harrow in.

Northern Spotted Owl

Northern Spotted Owls have been found in a wide variety of forest types, and generally use older structurally
complex forest types for nesting, roosting and foraging activities. Throughout their range and across all seasons,
spotted owls consistently concentrated their foraging and roosting in old-growth or mixed-age stands of mature and
old-growth trees. Exceptions were found, but even they tend to support the usual observations that spotted owls
nest in stands with structures characteristic of older forests. Structural components that distinguish superior spotted
owl habitat include: a multilayered, multispecies canopy dominated by large (>30 inches dbh) conifer overstory trees,
and an understory of shade-tolerant conifers or hardwoods; a moderate to high (60-80 percent) canopy closure;
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substantial decadence in the form of large, live coniferous trees with deformities such as cavities, broken tops, and
dwarf mistletoe infections; numerous large snags; ground cover characterized by large accumulations of logs and
other woody debris; and a canopy that is open enough to allow owls to fly within and beneath it. Foraging habitat
may contain the typical older forest components of nesting and roosting habitat, but may also include younger
forests and hardwood stands, as well as more open areas. Overall, foraging habitat consists of areas where prey
species occur and are available for capture by owls. Northern spotted owls often forage near transitions between
early- and late-seral stage forest stands in northern California, likely where prey species are more abundant or more
readily available. There are five recorded activity centers (ACs) in the CNDDB Spotted Owl Database in the project
area and another twenty-five ACs within the 1.3-mile NSO Assessment Area.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

As described for SPR BIO-10 below, TCRCD is proposing a modified survey consisting of a single year of 6- visits of
suitable NSO habitat within the proposed project area/s and out to 0.25 miles. If surveys determine that a site is
occupied by NSO, a 1000 foot seasonal restriction on treatments (except for road use after July 9th) will apply to
every NSO activity center during the breeding season (February 1 through August 31), unless it is determined via a
site monitoring visit "activity center search" (Revised 2011 NSO Survey Protocol), that NSO are not nesting, or nesting
failure has occurred. If it cannot be determined whether NSO are nesting, or nesting failure cannot be determined,
the 1000 foot seasonal restriction will stay in effect for treatments until after August 31st. For additional protection
measures, refer to USFWS 2019 Northern Spotted Owl Take Avoidance Analysis and Guidance for Private Lands in
California — Attachment B: Take Avoidance Analysis - Interior.

Treatments will follow the habitat protection requirements as also stated in the USFWS 2019 NSO Take Avoidance
Analysis - Attachment B. Interior Habitat Definitions are as follows:

1. Nesting/roosting

i. High quality nesting/roosting habitat

Basal area = 210+ ft?, and

15" quadratic mean diameter (QMD). And

>8 trees/acre (TPA) of trees > 26" in diameter at breast height (DBH), and

> 60% canopy closure

Fairly open understory through which owls can fly in a multi-layered, multi-species forest structure

® a0 oo

ii. Nesting/roosting habitat

a. A mix of basal areas ranging from 150-180+ ft?, and

b. 15" QMD, and

c. > 8 TPA of trees > 26" DBH, and

d. >60% canopy closure

e. Fairly open understory through which owls can fly in a multi-layered, multi-species forest structure
2. Foraging

i. Foraging habitat (owls can forage in high quality nesting and nesting/roosting described above. Foraging habitat
just lacks the mature forest conditions (nest sites) found in these higher quality types)

A mix of basal areas ranging from 120-180+ ft%, and
> 13" QMD, and

25 TPA of trees > 26” DBH, and

A mix of 40% - 100% canopy closure

o0 T oo
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e. Foraging habitat must generally have some higher quality habitat nearby (within 0.5 miles)

il. Low quality foraging habitat

a. A mix of basal areas ranging from 80-120+ ft?, and
b. 11" QMD, and
40% canopy closure

Potential spotted owl nest trees e.g., large trees with blown out tops or cavities, will not be targeted by treatments. If
present, these trees will be identified and protected pursuant to Mitigation Measure BIO-2a (Avoid Mortality, Injury,
or Disturbance and Maintain Habitat Function for Listed Wildlife Species and California Fully Protected Species), which
requires that these habitat features are marked and that treatments are designed to minimize or avoid their loss or
degradation during treatments.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Habitat function for northern spotted owl will be maintained through the retention of forest structural attributes (e.g.,
high canopy cover, understory structure, high average tree DBH, downed woody debris) required for spotted owl
foraging, nesting, and roosting activities. The proposed treatments — reducing ladder fuels and applying low-intensity
prescribed fire- are designed to result in conditions that northern spotted owl evolved with before fire suppression
and logging — dynamic ecological processes, complex, mature forests, and ecotone foraging habitats. Large scale,
high severity fire is a major threat to northern spotted owls (Wan et al. 2018). Low-intensity prescribed fire treatments
are intended to restore natural fire regimes and reduce the probability of uncharacteristically severe fire effects.

Trinity Bristle Snail

The Trinity bristle snail is a rare terrestrial gastropod endemic to northern California. Populations of Trinity bristle
snails are thought to be relics of the late Pleistocene epoch when the local climate was much cooler and more mesic
than current conditions (Sullivan, 2022a). Populations of this species occur in isolated and fragmented locations along
both sides of the western most segment of the Trinity River, New River, South Fork of the Trinity River, Hayfork Creek,
and along the east slope of South Fork Mountain along the TrinityHumboldt County divide. Characteristic habitat
consists of cool, wet and shady riparian zones frequently associated with older growing late successional forest
containing both conifer and hardwood elements (Sullivan, 2008). The snails have been found in predominantly two
general “microhabitat” types: 1) moist but generally well-drained, somewhat stable, leaf mold-covered talus slopes in
mixed-deciduous-coniferous forest; and 2) stabilized, forested, riparian benches generally consisting of talus
accumulations behind berms of bedrock and having at least a four inch thick accumulation of leaf mold resting on
the talus. The snails are confined to habitats where there is shade, fairly low temp, and fairly high humidity.

Depending on weather conditions, the snail is most active in May and October and is most likely to be seen between
dusk and dawn, when the air tends to be more humid (Sullivan, 2008). During these relatively warm wet periods, this
species can be found foraging among the duff, or even climbing to feed upon lichens growing on trees and stalks of
other green plants. In summer months, the snails retreat into deep and moist underground/vegetation chambers and
retract into their shells to avoid desiccation (Sullivan, 2008). This species falls within the terrestrial land snail
habitat/habitat class (a) of Cain (1977): “Nocturnal and buried during the day or in very shaded habitats". Excavations
of rocky habitat within mesic forest conditions found estivating snails and accumulations of empty shells as deep as 1
meter underground (Sullivan, 2022b). M. setosa has been described as having a subsurface rock-dwelling life history
(Sullivan, 2022b). There are 35 CNDDB occurrences for Trinity bristle snails within a 9-quad search of the project area.
All of these occurrences are located east of the South Fork Trinity River. In 2016, collections of Monadenia sp. made
by CDFW personnel west of the Trinity River and within the project area around Cold Springs Creek were determined
to not be M. setosa.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts
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CDFW has requested that the project proponent use the Robert Sullivan’'s 2022 macrohabitat model to determine
areas of critical, high, medium-high, medium, low-medium, and low suitable habitat in conjunction with verifying
habitat suitability with a qualified biologist in coordination with CDFW. The critical and high suitable habitat
determined by Robert Sullivan’s 2022 macrohabitat suitability model will continue to fall under MM BIO -2f with no
treatment unless an Incidental Take Permit is acquired. Areas of low, low medium, medium and medium-high habitat
may be treated with the proposed alterations of manual treatment and low intensity prescribed burns in a patchy
pattern, avoiding rocky outcroppings to reduce impacts of mortality and injury and maintain habitat function. The
habitat for Trinity bristle snails will also be protected by SPR HYD-4 Identify and Protect Watercourse and Lake
Protection Zones and SPR-BIO-4 Design Treatment to Avoid Loss or Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. The
project proponent will establish Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones on either side of watercourses. SPR HYD -4
and SPR BIO-4 will apply to all treatments.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Habitat function for Trinity bristle snails would be maintained and improved throughout the duration of the project.
The potential for high-severity forest fire has been identified as one of the primary risk factors for conservation of
endemic species of terrestrial gastropods (Sullivan, 2022b). Numerous studies have documented that fire exerts a
major impact on terrestrial snail communities by strongly reducing plant diversity and species richness (Sullivan,
2022b). This is because wildfire-caused removal of vegetative cover and opening up the vegetation matrix
fundamentally changes light and humidity levels, which are major threats to the survival of land snail populations
(Sullivan, 2022b). Proposed treatments are focused on reducing the risk of high-severity wildfire through thinning of
horizontally and vertically continuous ladder fuels. Sullivan’s 2022 study also found that sites where Trinity bristle
snails were sampled were strongly affiliated with mixed conifer stands containing medium to large sized trees, which
provided abundant overstory cover shade (Sullivan, 2022a). Proposed treatment activities would focus on mainly
removing ladder fuels less than 16 inches DBH. Thinning smaller trees has been shown to promote residual tree
growth (Zald et al, 2022), and encouraging the growth of larger trees across the project area will improve productive
snail habitat.

Vernal pool fairy shrimp

The vernal pool fairy shrimp were historically found in California and Oregon. Their current habitat is from Redding to
San Diego and from the Klamath Mountains north into Oregon. The shrimp inhabit small, clear- water sandstone-
depression pools and grassed swale, earth slump, or basalt-flow depression pools. Potential habitat is present in the
project area in the form of vernal pools in the grasslands around Hyampom and occurrences of shrimp were
generated during the IPac query of the project area.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

No surveys or additional protection measures are warranted. Habitat for vernal pool fairy shrimp will be protected by
SPR HYD-4 Identify and Protect Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones and SPR-BIO-4 Design Treatment to Avoid
Loss or Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. The project proponent will establish Watercourse and Lake
Protection Zones on either side of watercourses. SPR HYD-4 and SPR BIO-4 will apply to all treatments.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Habitat function for vernal pool fairy shrimp will be maintained because treatments within WLPZs would be limited
pursuant to SPR HYD-4: Identify and Protect Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones and SPR BIO-4: Design
treatment to Avoid Loss or Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. Fuel treatments will aid in reducing habitat loss
by avoiding high-severity megafires.

Gray wolf

Gray wolves began natural recolonization of California beginning in 2011; the first pack was the Shasta Pack in 2015
(no longer active). Today there are seven confirmed packs in northern California: Beckwourth pack (Plumas and Sierra
counties), Beyem Seyo pack (Plumas County), Harvey pack (Lassen County), Lassen Pack (southern Lassen/northern
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Plumas counties), Whaleback Pack (Siskiyou County), Yowlumni pack (Tulare County), and an unnamed pack in Sierra
and Nevada counties. The wolf was generated in an IPac query of the project area. No surveys are warranted as the
project area is outside of its current range and it is not expected to occur.

Wolverine

In 2023, CDFW confirmed three sightings of a wolverine in the Eastern Sierra Nevada mountains—all were believed to
be of the same wolverine. Prior to 2023, scientists had documented a single wolverine in California from 2008 to
2018. That wolverine was first discovered in February 2008 in the Truckee region of the Tahoe National Forest. Before
the 2000s, the last confirmed wolverine sightings in California were in the 1970s. In north coastal areas, wolverines
have been observed in Douglas-fir and mixed conifer habitats, and probably use red fir, lodgepole, wet meadow, and
montane riparian habitats. Most sightings in this region range from 1600-4800 ft. In the northern Sierra Nevada,
wolverines have been found in mixed conifer, red fir, and lodgepole habitats, and probably use subalpine conifer,
alpine dwarf-shrub, wet meadow, and montane riparian habitats. Elevations in the northern Sierra Nevada mostly fall
in the range of 4300-7300 ft. Habitats used in the southern Sierra Nevada include red fir, mixed conifer, lodgepole,
subalpine conifer, alpine dwarf- shrub, barren, and probably wet meadows, montane chaparral, and Jeffrey pine.
Elevations in the southern Sierra Nevada mostly are from 2,400-10,800 ft. Wolverines forage in open to sparse tree
habitats on ground, in trees, burrows, among rocks, in or under snow, and sometimes in shallow water. Wolverines
use caves, logs, and burrows for cover and den area and tend to hunt in more open areas. They prefer areas with low
human disturbance. There is one occurrence for this species recorded from a CNDDB 9-quad search of the project
area dated from 1974.

No surveys are warranted for wolverines as they are believed to be currently extirpated from west of Highway 5. The
project area is outside of its current range and wolverines are not expected to occur.

Vernal pool tadpole shrimp

The vernal pool tadpole shrimp has a patchy distribution in the California Central Valley from Visalia north to the
Oregon border. The western edge of its range overlaps the project area. These shrimp are found only in ephemeral
freshwater habitats, including alkaline pools, clay flats, vernal lakes, vernal swales, and other seasonal wetlands in
California. Potential habitat is present in the project area in the form of freshwater habitats and occurrences of shrimp
were generated during the IPac query of the project area.

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

No surveys or additional protection measures are warranted. Habitat for vernal pool tadpole shrimp will be protected
by SPR HYD-4 Identify and Protect Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones and SPR-BIO-4 Design Treatment to
Avoid Loss or Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. The project proponent will establish Watercourse and Lake
Protection Zones on either side of watercourses. SPR HYD-4 and SPR BIO-4 will apply to all treatments.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Habitat function for vernal pool tadpole shrimp will be maintained because treatments within WLPZs would be
limited pursuant to SPR HYD-4: Identify and Protect Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones and SPR BIO- 4: Design
treatment to Avoid Loss or Degradation of Riparian Habitat Function. Fuel treatments will aid in reducing habitat loss
by avoiding high-severity megafires.

Conservancy fairy shrimp

The Conservancy fairy shrimp’s known range is the Central Valley from Tehama County to Merced County.
Occurrences of shrimp were generated during the IPac query outside of the project area. No surveys are warranted
as the project area is outside of its current range and it is not expected to occur.

Northwestern pond turtle
Northwestern pond turtles (Actinemys marmorata) are semi-aquatic, having both terrestrial and aquatic life history

phases. Northwestern pond turtles have been found at sites from brackish estuarine waters at sea level up to 6,719" in
elevation but mostly occur below 4,980" (USFWS, 2023). Eggs are laid underground in upland terrestrial habitat, and
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hatchlings, juveniles, and adults use both terrestrial and aquatic habitat. The amount of time spent on land varies by
location and aquatic habitat type. Terrestrial environments are required for nesting, overwintering and aestivation,
basking, and movement/dispersal. Aquatic environments are required for breeding, feeding, overwintering,
sheltering, basking, and movement/dispersal. In northern California, turtle mating has been observed in the spring—
with oviposition usually occurring from May 15 through July 31 (Davidson and Alvelez, 2020; USFWS, 2023).
Incubation time is approximately 80 to 126 days (USFWS, 2023). Hatchlings will overwinter in the nest and may
emerge from the terrestrial nest chamber to move to aquatic habitat in the spring. Variable amounts of time may be
spent overwintering and/or aestivating. Generally, overwintering is a state of little to no activity (e.g., brumation) that
occurs during the cooler months of the year (October 1-April 30 in northern California for elevations <3,500 ft) and
can occur in either upland or aquatic environment (Reese and Welsh 1997). Aestivation is a period of inactivity, usually
in response to the hottest time of year or dry conditions in terrestrial habitat.

As habitat generalists, northwestern pond turtles occur in a broad range of permanent and ephemeral aquatic water
bodies from remote to urban landscapes, including flowing rivers and streams, lakes, ponds, reservoirs, settling
ponds, marshes, vernal pools irrigation ditches, and other wetlands, including some with estuaries with tidal influence
(USFWS, 2023). Preferred aquatic conditions are those with abundant basking sites, deep pools, underwater shelter
sites (undercut banks, submerged vegetation, mud, rocks, and logs), and standing or slow-moving water (USFWS,
2023). Emergent basking usually takes place on logs, rocks, emergent vegetation, shorelines, and essentially any other
substrate located within and adjacent to aquatic habitat. The location of basking sites above or adjacent to aquatic
features allows for quick retreat into the water if there is perceived danger. Preferred upland habitat is in close
proximity to aquatic habitat, typically within 500 meters of water. Suitable upland habitat will have a mosaic of
vegetation composition including shaded and non-shaded areas, moist forest/shrubs, leaf litter, and duff for
aestivating and overwintering adults. Suitable upland nesting habitat contains a mixture of sparse vegetation with
short grasses and forbs and little or no canopy cover to allow for nest exposure to direct sunlight. Eggs are laid in
excavated nests beneath leaves or soil 3 to 500 meters from water, with an average linear distance of 50 meters
(USFWS, 2023). Nests are shallow and generally between 9 to 12 cm below the surface (Holland, 1994). After the nest
is excavated and eggs deposited, females pack the chamber using surrounding material such as mud, dry soil, and
vegetation to form a plug that closes off the neck of the nest chamber (Holland, 1994).

There are twenty-two (22) CNDDB occurrences for this species with a 9-quad query of the project area. This includes
a 1988 record of thirty-six (36) northwestern pond turtles captured and released in a section of Hayfork Creek that
overlaps the project area. Preferred aquatic habitat for this species in this area can be found in the larger
watercourses (lotic habitat i.e. South Fork Trinity, Hayfork Creek) and standing water/ponds (lentic habitat).

Measures to Avoid and Reduce Impacts

Pursuant to SPR HYD-4, a Watercourse and Lake Protection Zone (WLPZ) of 50 to 150 feet adjacent to all Class | and
Class Il streams and lakes would be implemented, and WLPZs of sufficient size to avoid degradation of downstream
beneficial uses of water would be established adjacent to all Class Ill and Class IV (e.g., drainage canals, irrigation
ditches) streams. However, these measures may not avoid impacts on northwestern pond turtles if turtles are present
further than 150 feet from stream or lake habitat, are present within ponds smaller than one acre (i.e., not considered
a lake under Forest Practice Rules), or if manual activities or prescribed burning implemented within the WLPZ result
in injury or mortality of turtles. The potential for treatment activities and maintenance treatments to result in adverse
effects on northwestern pond turtle was examined in the CalVTP Program Environmental Impact Report.

Per SPR BIO-1, if it is determined that adverse effects on northwestern pond turtles can be clearly avoided by
physically avoiding their habitat, then no mitigation would be required. However, because northwestern pond turtles
may be present relatively large distances (i.e., up to approximately 500 meters) from aquatic habitat in the treatment
area, it is unlikely that all habitat can be avoided. For all aquatic habitat that is determined by the qualified RPF or
biologist to be suitable for northwestern pond turtles, a 500 meter no-disturbance buffer around the suitable aquatic
habitat will be implemented during the nesting season from May 15" — July 37st. If implementing the 500-meter buffer

56




is not feasible, the project proponent will maintain a buffer of at least 105 meters from suitable aquatic habitat during
the nesting season. For all pile burning within at least a 105-meter buffer from suitable aquatic habitat, burn piles will
be ignited from the side to improve the likelihood of escape for pond turtles within the piles. For all broadcast
burning within at least a 105-meter buffer from suitable aquatic habitat, the project proponent will leave unburned
units interspersed within the larger burn area to provide a refuge for northwestern pond turtles.

For treatments outside of the nesting season of May 15" — July 31%, focused visual encounter surveys will occur up to
three weeks before treatment utilizing the USGS Western Pond Turtle Visual Survey Protocol provided on CFDW's
Survey Protocols page for treatments that overlap with suitable aquatic habitat. If pond turtles are identified during
focused surveys, Mitigation Measure BIO-2b would be implemented.

Maintenance of Habitat Function

Habitat function for northwestern pond turtle would be maintained because treatment activities and maintenance
treatments would not occur within aquatic habitat, and pursuant to SPR HYD-4 treatments within stream WLPZs
adjacent to the treatment area would be limited (e.g., no mechanical treatment, retention of at least 75 percent
surface cover). Upland habitat types including overwintering and aestivation habitats will also be maintained and
improved as hazardous fuel reduction and forest health treatments are also expected to benefit northwestern pond
turtles in the long term. A study in Puget Sound, Washington showed that fire suppression activities and a lack of
active vegetation management contributed to an increased distribution of coniferous trees with less than 10 percent
of the historical grassland habitat remaining (Lang, 1961; Crawford and Hall, 1998). The increased shade cover that
resulted in the reduction of available nesting habitat may have contributed to the decline of northwestern pond
turtles in Washington (Hays et al., 1999). Lower intensity fire (such as prescribed fire) combined with small diameter
vegetation thinning most likely benefits northwestern pond turtles by maintaining nesting habitat by decreasing
canopy cover and increasing habitat heterogeneity (Hays et al., 1999). Severe wildfire on the other hand, has the
potential to affect northwestern pond turtles through direct mortality, injury, and/or loss and degradation of aquatic
and upland habitat. Northwestern pond turtles that do survive fire may be challenged to find suitable aquatic and/or
upland habitat, which could contribute to reduced survival, reproduction/recruitment, and abundance.

Humboldt marten

Humboldt marten habitat includes North coast coniferous forest, old growth, and redwood. They are associated with
late-successional coniferous forests and prefer forests with low, overhead cover. Humboldt marten occur only in the
coastal redwood zone from the Oregon border south to Sonoma County. Three occurrences of this species were
generated from a CNDDB 9-quad search of the project area. All three occurrences are from 1971 observations to the
northeast in the Shasta-Trinity National Forest. No surveys are warranted as marten are believed to be extirpated
from the proposed project area. If the CalVTP is to be used ten years or more after its signature date the project
proponent will check the range of the Humboldt marten and consult with CDFW for any updates or changes needed
in the project.

American goshawk

Goshawks can be found within, and in vicinity of, north coast coniferous forests, subalpine coniferous forests, and
upper montane coniferous forests. Goshawks hunt in wooded areas, using snags and dead-topped trees for
observation and prey-plucking perches. They feed mostly on birds, from robin to grouse in size as well as small
mammals, of squirrel and rabbit size. Goshawks catch their prey in the air, on ground, or in vegetation, using fast,
searching flight, or a rapid dash from a perch. Within their breeding home ranges they tend to select mature to old-
growth forest stands, or forested areas that have large diameter trees and dense canopy (Greenwald et al., 2005).
American goshawks nest in areas with larger diameter trees, higher canopy closure, with an open understory (Squires
and Ruggiero 1996, Squires and Reynolds 1997). There are 5 CNDDB occurrences for goshawk within a 9-quad search
of the project area.

Focused surveys will occur up to three weeks before treatment. The survey will occur in a single survey period of
sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting goshawks, typically one day for most proposed treatment activities.
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The survey will be conducted during the day, as goshawk are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the
proposed treatment area and visually searching for nests and birds exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding
(e.g., delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to large, mature coniferous trees, as these are the
preferred nesting sites for goshawks. Nests are constructed often just below the forest canopy, with nest heights
varying with tree species and regional tree-height characteristics. If an active nest is found, a buffer zone of at least 5
acres in size around the nest tree shall be established. All nest trees containing active nests, and all designated perch
trees, screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the American goshawk is March 15 - August 15.
For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 5-acre buffer around occupied sites and utilize all
available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive sensitive
period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside the
sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit
prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for American goshawk is
reasonably expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for American goshawks as treatments are designed to reduce ladder fuels and
promote the retention and recruitment of large trees, which are important for goshawk nesting habitat. The
proposed treatment activities will focus on thinning trees less than 16" DBH, which has been shown in studies to
promote residual tree growth (Zald et al, 2022). In addition, while high intensity wildfire appears to have a negative
influence, lower intensity burning could be beneficial to goshawks by reducing colonization of understory by shade
tolerant trees, and maintaining the open understory conditions that American goshawks prefer (Squires and Kennedy,
2006).

Pallid bat

The pallid bat is a locally common species of low elevations in California. A wide variety of habitats is occupied,
including grasslands, shrublands, woodlands, and forests from sea level up through mixed conifer forests. The species
is most common in open, dry habitats with rocky areas for roosting. Pallid bats may also roost in caves, mines,
bridges, barns, and porches. These bats are susceptible to disturbances that cause them to abandon their roosting
sites. The pallid bat was detected during the ACE list query but there are no known observations for pallid bats within
the project area. There is potential habitat for this species in the general area in the form of human structures, shrubs,
and woodlands present within the project area.

For treatments that will occur during the bat maternity season (April 1= August 31), focused surveys for special-status
bat maternity roosts will be conducted within suitable habitat areas. Focused survey will include a visual search for
trees, rocky areas, or human-built structures with signs of bat occupancy. Any area with signs of active maternity
roosts (e.g. guano accumulation) will receive a 100" buffer. No fuels reduction treatments will occur within this buffer
during the bat maternity season. In addition, all trees >36" DBH with basal hollows will be flagged and protected
during all treatments, regardless of bat occupancy.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to not limit treatments to exclusively outside the sensitive
period of the species' life history, which occurs April 1 — August 31. For prescribed burning the project proponent will
implement a 100" buffer around occupied sites and utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire
away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is
not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside these sensitive periods. Not limiting prescribed fire
treatments to outside the sensitive period is justified because habitat function for bats is reasonably expected to
improve with implementation of the treatment.

Researchers who studied bat response to various levels of fire severity in the Sierra Nevada concluded that restoring
fire as a process to fire-prone forests may be important to the proper management of forest bat communities.
Results suggest that bats are resilient to landscape-scale fire and that some species are preferentially selecting
burned areas for foraging, perhaps facilitated by reduced clutter (vegetation) and increased post-fire availability of
prey and roosts (Buchalski et al. 2013).
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Sonoma red tree vole

Because of their exclusive diet of conifer needles, tree voles are restricted to conifer forests. Though they use a variety
of tree species, they principally feed on Douglas-fir needles and nest in Douglas-fir trees. Although tree voles occur
and nest in younger, second-growth forests, they tend to be more abundant in, and strongly select for, older forests.
Nests tend to be found in the larger-diameter trees within a stand. Tree voles live in treetops and rarely come to the
forest floor. Tree voles strip away the resin ducts and eat the remaining portion of the conifer needle. Piles of these
resin ducts on the ground may be seen under trees where tree voles have foraged. Nests are constructed of
branchlets, discarded resin ducts, and other materials, ultimately shaped into a sphere with interior tunnels. The
Sonoma red tree vole breeds year-round.

There are four (4) recorded CNDDB occurrences for Sonoma red tree voles within a 9-quad query, and suitable
habitat for this species is present throughout the project area. Resin ducts have also been observed incidentally on
Trinity Timberlands. Focused surveys will include observation of any nests or resin ducts. The tree or trees associated
with the observations will be flagged and will be avoided during treatments. A no- disturbance buffer or seasonal
restriction is not warranted because most tree voles occupy the largest trees, which are not the focus of the fuels
reduction treatments. Low-intensity prescribed burning is unlikely to affect the canopy of large Douglas fir in the
treatment area, therefore, tree voles do not require additional protection measures.

Habitat function for Sonoma tree vole would be maintained and improved because the proposed treatments are
expected to promote late successional forest characteristics that are preferred by this species.

Tailed frog

In California, tailed frogs occur in permanent streams of low temperatures in conifer-dominated habitats. Tailed frogs
occur more frequently in mature or late-successional stands than in younger stands. Permanent water is critical
because the aquatic larvae require 2 to 3 years to transform and tadpoles require water below 15° C (59°F). Adults
forage along stream banks and occasionally underwater. Tailed frogs are primarily nocturnal. During the day adults
seek cover under submerged rocks and logs in the stream or close to the stream.

There are twenty-seven (27) recorded CNDDB occurrences within a 9-quad query of the project area. Three (3) tailed
frog larvae were recorded on the Trinity Timberlands during amphibian surveys of proposed drafting site for a 2017
salvage logging operation. There is suitable habitat for this species where cool, year-round streamflow is present
within the project area.

Fuels reduction and prescribed burning will reduce the probability of high-intensity, high-severity wildfires that would
1) greatly reduce riparian canopy closure and raise water temperatures, and 2) increase sediment deposition from
debris torrents (Ice et al., 2004). Research has shown that thinning and prescribed fire treatments can have no effect
or mildly increase water quantity and quality, benefiting aquatic species (Roche et al., 2020, Robles et al.,, 2014).

No surveys are warranted as habitat for this species is protected by existing watercourse protection rules (SPR HYD-4
and SPR BIO-4). Habitat function will be improved because treatments will aid in protecting aquatic habitat against
stand-replacing fires while restoring an essential ecological process.

Long-eared owl

Long-eared owls can be found in cismontane woodlands, Great Basin scrub, riparian forest, and riparian woodland.
Riparian habitat is generally required, though they also can use live oak thickets and other dense stands of trees.
Long-eared owls usually hunt in open areas, occasionally in woodland and forested habitats. The owls use old crow,
magpie, hawk, heron, and squirrel nests in a variety of trees with dense canopy. Their nests are usually 10 - 50 ft
above ground. The long-eared owl was included in the project area during a review of the ACE list and suitable
habitat exists for the owl within riparian zones across the project area.

Focused nest tree surveys will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a single
survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. If an active nest is found, a
buffer zone with a radius no less than 300" around the nest tree shall be established. All nest trees containing active
nests, and all designated perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.
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For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the long-eared owl is March 1 to July 31 for active
nests. For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 300’ radius buffer around occupied sites and
utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive
sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside
the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit
prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for long-eared owls is reasonably
expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for long-eared owls as treatments are designed to protect riparian areas and reduce
the risk of high-severity wildfire to these sensitive riparian areas. In addition, long-eared owls prefer open areas for
hunting and treatments are designed to protect open meadows and grasslands from conifer encroachment through
thinning and prescribed burning. Data from a 1997 study showed that densely forested areas may cause long-eared
owls to leave an area, while patches of open areas within or near forest edges may benefit them (Holt, 1997). With
many areas in California now six to seven times more densely forested that they were a century ago (Taylor et al.,
2022), it is imperative to implement ecological thinning and return beneficial fire to the landscape for long-eared
owls and other fire adapted species.

Vaux's Swift

Vaux's swift is a summer resident of northern California and breeds fairly commonly in the Coast Ranges from
Sonoma County north and very locally south to Santa Cruz; in the Sierra Nevada; and possibly in the Cascade Range.
They feed exclusively on flying insects taken in long, continuous foraging flights. They feed high in the air over most
terrains and habitats; also feed commonly at lower levels in forest openings, above burns, and especially above rivers
(Grinnell and Miller 1944) and lakes (Terres 1980). The swift prefers redwood and Douglas-fir habitats with nest sites in
large hollow trees and snags, especially tall, burned-out stubs. They can also be found roosting in chimneys and
buildings, often in large flocks. Nests are typically built on the vertical inner wall of a large, hollow tree or snag. The
swift enters the nesting tree from the top or through cracks in the side, and almost always locates the nest near the
bottom of a cavity, regardless of the height of the entrance.

Focused nest tree surveys will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a single
survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. The survey will be
conducted during the day, as Vaux's swift are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the proposed
treatment area and visually searching for nests and swifts exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding (e.g.
delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to large, hollow trees. If a Vaux's swift nest is detected
during focused surveys, the project proponent will establish a 75’ radius buffer zone around the nest tree. During the
critical period for Vaux's swift (May 1through August 31 for active nests) no treatment activities will occur within the
buffer zone. Outside of this critical period, treatment activities will be permitted except that all nest trees, designated
perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed. In addition, all snags/trees
>36" DBH with basal hollows will be flagged and protected during all treatments, regardless of Vaux occupancy.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for Vaux’s swift is May 1to August 31 for active nests.
For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 75’ radius buffer around occupied sites and utilize
all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive
sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside
the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit
prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for Vaux's swift is reasonably
expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for Vaux’s swift as broadcast burns will create prime feeding sites (Grinnell and
Merrill, 1944; Terres, 1980). The swift feeds exclusively on flying insects taken in long, continuous foraging flights. They
feed high in the air over most terrains and habitats; also feed commonly at lower levels in forest openings, above
burns. All proposed treatment activities will protect and promote snag retention.
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Olive-sided flycatcher

Olive-sided flycatchers inhabit lower montane coniferous forests, redwoods, and upper montane coniferous forests.
Flycatchers feed on flying insects by flying over forest canopy or adjacent meadows, clearings, or shrub-covered
slopes in wide-ranging flights from high, conspicuous perches. They require large, tall trees, usually conifers for
nesting and roosting sites. Nests are often made in Douglas-fire, redwood, red fir, or lodgepole pine. Nests are an
open cup of grasses, mosses, lichens, rootlets, or pine needles and are usually placed in a conifer 5 - 70" above
ground, well out on horizontal limb. They tend to nest close to water sources. Flycatchers were detected during a
query of the ACE list for the project area and potential habitat is present within the project area.

Focused nest tree surveys will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a single
survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. The survey will be
conducted during the day, as Olive-sided flycatchers are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the
proposed treatment area and visually searching for nests and flycatchers exhibiting behavior that is typical of
breeding (e.g. delivering food). If an Olive-sided flycatcher's nest is detected during focused surveys, the project
proponent will establish a 75’ radius buffer zone around the nest tree. During the critical period for Olive -sided
flycatcher (May 15 - July 31) no treatment activities will occur within the buffer zone. Outside of this critical period,
treatment activities will be permitted except that all nest trees, designated perch trees, screening trees, and
replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for Olive-sided flycatcher is May 15 - July 31 for active
nests. For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 75" radius buffer around occupied sites and
utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive
sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside
the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit
prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for Olive-sided flycatcher is
reasonably expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments of ecological thinning and prescribed fire will improve habitat for Olive-sided flycatcher as studies have
shown that Olive-sided flycatchers site occupancy increased as canopy cover decreased relative to mean tree
diameter, which is consistent with their preference for mature, open forests (Hack et al., 2023). The study noted that
conservation strategies for Olive-sided Flycatcher breeding habitat should prioritize the protection and generation of
open canopies in areas with large trees and that prescribed fire, mechanical thinning, and a return of Indigenous
forest management practices could help to restore historical forest and fire conditions beneficial to this and other
species with similar habitat requirements (Hack et al., 2023).

Townsend's big-eared bat

Townsend's big-eared bat is found throughout California in a wide variety of habitats, though they are most common
in mesic sites. They roost in the open, hanging from walls and ceilings; infrequently have been found roosting in
mature/old-growth trees with large basal hollows. They prefer roosting in caves or other similar open spaces.

There are five (5) recorded CNDDB occurrences within a 9-quad query of the project area. One observation from
1998 of a maternity colony overlaps portions of the project area in Hyampom Valley. Large trees with basal hollows
are generally lacking from the project area, so likely roosting habitat would be in the form of caves and human-made
structures.

For treatments that will occur during the bat maternity season (April 1T — August 31), focused surveys for special-status
bat maternity roosts will be conducted within suitable habitat areas. Focused surveys will include a visual search for
trees with signs of bat occupancy. Any trees with signs of active maternity roosts (e.g. guano accumulation) will
receive a 100" buffer. No treatment activities will occur within this buffer during the bat maternity season. In addition,
all trees >36" DBH with basal hollows will be flagged and protected during all treatments, regardless of bat
occupancy.

61




For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to not limit treatments to exclusively outside the sensitive
period of the species' life history, which occurs April 1 — August 31. For prescribed burning the project proponent will
implement a 100" buffer around occupied sites and utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire
away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is
not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside these sensitive periods. Not limiting prescribed fire
treatments to outside the sensitive period is justified because habitat function for bats is reasonably expected to
improve with implementation of the treatment.

Researchers who studied bat response to various levels of fire severity in the Sierra Nevada concluded that restoring
fire as a process to fire-prone forests may be important to the proper management of forest bat communities.
Results suggest that bats are resilient to landscape-scale fire and that some species are preferentially selecting
burned areas for foraging, perhaps facilitated by reduced clutter (vegetation) and increased post-fire availability of
prey and roosts (Buchalski et al. 2013).

Yellow-breasted chat

Yellow-breasted chat require riparian thickets of willow and other brushy tangles near watercourses for covers. Their
nests are usually 2 - 8" above ground in dense shrubs along a stream or river. Chats feed on insects, spiders, berries,
and other fruits. The chat mostly gleans from foliage of shrubs and low trees, Loss and degradation of riparian habitat
have caused a marked decline in the breeding population in recent decades in California. Yellow-breasted chat were
detected during a query of the ACE list for the project area and potential habitat is present within the project area.

Focused nest tree surveys will be conducted up to three weeks prior to treatments. The survey will occur in a single
survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting birds, typically one day. The survey will be
conducted during the day. Chats are active both during the day and at night. They have yearlong diurnal activity, but
they also will migrate at night. The survey will include walking throughout the proposed treatment area and visually
searching for nests and chats exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding (e.g. delivering food). The surveyor will
focus these surveys around watercourses and pay particular attention to riparian thickets of willow. If a chat’s nest is
detected during focused surveys, the project proponent will establish a 75’ radius buffer zone around the nest tree.
During the critical period for yellow-breasted chat (May 1 - August 31) no treatment activities will occur within the
buffer zone. Outside of this critical period, treatment activities will be permitted except that all nest trees, designated
perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for Yellow-breasted chat is May 1 - August 31 for
active nests. For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 75’ radius buffer around occupied sites
and utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the
extensive sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to
exclusively outside the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing
to NOT limit prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for Yellow-breasted
chat is reasonably expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

All treatments will follow SPR BIO-4 and SPR HYD-4 and protect watercourse buffers and riparian areas. Furthermore,
a recent study highlighted how fire suppression and land use changes have degraded quality chat habitat and how
prescribed fire can achieve restoration (Comer et al., 2011). This study examined breeding bird species composition
and vegetation community composition on three glade sites undergoing restoration with prescribed fire and
compared them to three unburned glade sites and three unburned forest sites. Although the study documented
subtle changes in vegetation characteristics in response to prescribed fire, bird community structure shifted towards
grass-shrubland (glade) birds such as yellow-breasted chat in glades that had been managed with prescribed fire.
Another study showed that yellow-breasted chat were more abundant in stands under increased habitat
management (mechanical removal of trees, shorter fire rotations (2-3 years, and greater use of growing season
burns) as opposed to stands under traditional management (fewer prescribed burns, exclusively during dormant
season) (Burger et al., 1998).

Osprey
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Osprey can be found along ocean shores, bays, freshwater lakes, and larger streams. They build large nests in treel
tops or human-made structures (e.g., power poles, radio towers, etc.) within 15 miles of good fish-producing bodies
of water. There are 15 CNDDB occurrences for osprey within a 9-quad search of the project area. Potential habitat for
this species is present within the South Fork Trinity River and its fish-bearing tributaries.

Focused surveys will occur up to three weeks before treatment. The survey will occur in a single survey period of
sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting ospreys, typically one day for most proposed treatment activities. The
survey will be conducted during the day, as osprey are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the
proposed treatment area and visually searching for nests and birds exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding
(e.g., delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to large snags and dead-topped trees, as these are
the preferred nesting sites for osprey. Osprey nests are large, exposed nests made of sticks and lined with bark, sod,
grasses, vines, and/or algae. If an active nest is found, for all treatment activities, a buffer zone of at least 5 acres in
size around the nest tree shall be established. All nest trees containing active nests, and all designated perch trees,
screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the osprey is March 1to April 15 for active nests.
This period is extended from April 15 until August 1 for occupied nests. For prescribed burning the project proponent
WILL implement a 5-acre buffer around occupied sites and utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to
draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status
species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special
status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive
period because habitat function for ospreys is reasonably expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for ospreys as treatments are designed to reduce ladder fuels and promote the
retention and recruitment of large trees, which are critical for osprey nesting habitat. The proposed treatment
activities will focus on thinning trees less than 16" DBH, which has been shown in studies to promote residual tree
growth (Zald et al, 2022). In northern California, osprey nest trees ranged from 30 to 81 inches DBH and nest heights
averaged 135 feet (Airola and Shubert, 1981). In addition, ospreys also need tall, open-branched “pilot trees” nearby
for landing before approaching the nest, and for use by young for flight practice (Airola and Shubert, 1981).
Promoting forest stands capable of large tree growth will improve osprey habitat over time.

Pacific fisher

Suitable Pacific fisher habitat is found in intermediate to large-tree stages of coniferous forests and deciduous-
riparian areas with high percentage canopy cover. They need large areas of mature, dense forest and will use cavities,
snags, logs and rocky areas for cover and denning. There are seventy-six (76) recorded CNDDB occurrences for
Pacific fishers within a 9-quad query and preferred habitat for this species can be found throughout the project area.
Focused surveys for fisher will be conducted up to three weeks before treatment. The survey will occur in a single
survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect occupied sites (dens), typically one day for most proposed
treatment activities. The survey for dens will be conducted during the day. The survey will include walking throughout
the proposed treatment area and visually searching for fisher dens. The surveyor will pay particular attention to live
tree cavities, hollow logs, hollow snags, brush piles, and upturned trees--as these are the preferred denning sites for
fishers. A study in northwestern California of 406 reproductive dens and 154 cavity rest sites found that most
reproductive dens (47%) and cavity nest sites (37%) were in live tanoak trees (Matthews et al., 2019). Other species
used included California black oak (11%), giant chinquapin (7%), and Douglas-fir (24%) (Matthews et al., 2019). If an
active den is found, for all treatment activities, a buffer zone of 100" around the occupied site shall be established.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the Pacific fisher is February through late autumn.
Pacific fisher kits are born February through May, and kits remain with the female until late autumn. For prescribed
burning the project proponent WILL implement a 100" buffer around occupied sites and utilize all available ignition
and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive sensitive period of all 18
non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside the sensitive period for
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all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit prescribed fire treatments to
outside the sensitive period due to the justification that habitat function for Pacific fishers is reasonably expected to
improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for Pacific fishers as treatments are designed to reduce ladder fuels and promote the
retention and recruitment of large conifers and hardwoods, which are critical for fisher denning habitat. The
proposed treatment activities will focus on thinning conifers less than 16” DBH and promoting oak woodland habitat.
In the study from northwestern California, fishers preferred reproductive dens in oaks over conifers (Matthews et al.,
2019). In addition, the DBH of trees used averaged 45" for reproductive dens and 32" for cavity rest sites (Matthews et
al., 2019). Promoting forest stands capable of large tree growth will improve Pacific fisher habitat over time.

Del Norte Salamander

The Del Norte salamander is found in Del Norte, Siskiyou, and Humboldt counties. The Del Norte salamander is
found in old-growth associated species with optimum conditions in the mixed conifer/hardwood ancient forest
ecosystem. The Del Norte salamander was detected 8 miles north of the project area in a CNDDB 9- quad search.
The Del Norte salamander is not found on the South Fork Trinity River and there is minimal presence of old growth
habitat in the project area. No surveys or protection measures are warranted as the project area is south of its current
range. The species is not expected to occur within our project area.

Purple Martin

The Purple martin uses valley foothill and montane hardwood, valley foothill and montane hardwood-conifer, and
riparian habitats. It also occurs in coniferous habitats, including closed-cone pine-cypress, ponderosa pine, Douglas-
fir, and redwood. The martin is absent from higher slopes of the Sierra Nevada. During breeding season, it inhabits
open forests, woodlands, and riparian areas. It can be found in a variety of open habitats during migration, including
grassland, wet meadow, and fresh emergent wetland, usually near water. The Purple martin hawks insects on long,
gliding flights 100 - 200 feet above the ground for ants and other insects. The martin will often nest in tall, old trees
near a body of water. It will also nest occasionally in residential areas. They will often nest in old woodpecker cavities,
sometimes in human-made structures such as a nesting box, under a bridge, or in a culvert. Purple martin were
detected during a query of the ACE list and their habitat is present within our project area.

Focused surveys will occur up to three weeks before treatment. The survey will occur in a single survey period of
sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting martins, typically one day for most proposed treatment activities. The
survey will be conducted during the day, as martins are diurnal. The survey will include walking throughout the
proposed treatment area and visually searching for nests and birds exhibiting behavior that is typical of breeding
(e.g., delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to tall, old trees near a body of water, bridges,
nesting boxes, culverts, and woodpecker cavities as these are the preferred nesting sites for Purple martin. If an active
nest is found, for all treatment activities, the project proponent will establish a 75 radius buffer zone around the nest
tree. All nest trees containing active nests, and all designated perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees,
shall be left standing and unharmed.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the martin is from April 1 - September 30 for active
nests. For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 75" radius buffer around occupied sites and
utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive
sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside
the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit
prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for Purple martins is reasonably
expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for martins as treatments are designed to reduce ladder fuels and promote the
retention and recruitment of tall, old conifers and hardwoods, which are Purple martin nesting sites. As cavity nesters
and aerial insectivores, purple martins require nesting structures in open habitat where legacy trees and snags
provide nesting substrate (Sherman & Hagar, 2021). Promoting forest stands capable of large tree growth and
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implementing prescribed burns that will create early seral conditions and open habitat will improve Purple martin
habitat over time.

Northern red-legged frog

Suitable habitat for the northern red-legged frog includes humid forests, woodlands, grasslands, and streamsides in
northwestern California, usually near dense riparian cover. This species is generally found near permanent water, but
can also be found far from water, in damp woods and meadows. Adult frogs radio- tracked from March to July in the
neighboring Humboldt County were detected on land 90% of the time and usually within 5 meters of water, though
animals were found up to 80 m away from water. Individuals have been found considerable distances from breeding
sites on rainy nights (Thomson, 2016). Eggs are deposited in permanent pools attached to emergent vegetation.
Reproduction occurs from late November to early April. Eggs hatch between July and September.

There is one (1) CNDDB occurrences for this species within a 9-quad query and suitable habitat for the northern red-
legged frog is present within the project area. Preferred habitat for this species is found in and around riparian
corridors, meadows and wet areas within the project area.

No surveys are warranted as habitat where this species primarily lives and reproduces is protected by watercourse
protection rules (SPR HYD-4 and SPR BIO-4). Broadcast burning is unlikely to occur during the conditions when red-
legged frogs are most likely to be dispersing outside the riparian areas (at night and during rainy conditions)
therefore, no seasonal restrictions are warranted. Habitat function for special-status amphibians will be improved
because treatments will aid in protecting aquatic habitat against stand- replacing fires while restoring an essential
ecological process.

Foothill yellow-legged frog - north coast DPS

The foothill yellow-legged frog occurs in the Coast Ranges from the Oregon border south to the Transverse
Mountains in Los Angeles Co. The foothill yellow-legged frog is found in or near rocky streams in a variety of
habitats, including partly-shaded, shallow streams & riffles with a rocky substrate. In all habitats, the species is seldom
found far from permanent streams with banks that can provide sunning sites. Normal home ranges are less than 33
feet in the longest dimension (Thomson, 2016). Occasional long-distance movements of 165 feet may occur during
periods with high water conditions.

There are eighty (80) CNDDB occurrences for this species within a 9-quad search. Multiple occurrences have been
recorded within the project area, primarily where it intersects the South Fork Trinity River and other perennial
watercourses.

No surveys are warranted as the aquatic habitat where this species primarily lives and reproduces is protected by
watercourse protection rules (SPR BIO-4 and SPR HYD-4). Broadcast burning is unlikely to occur during the
conditions when yellow-legged frogs are dispersing outside the riparian areas (high water conditions) therefore, no
seasonal restrictions are warranted. Habitat function for special-status amphibians will be improved because
treatments will aid in protecting aquatic habitat against stand-replacing fires while restoring an essential ecological
process.

Southern torrent salamander

The southern torrent salamander occurs in coastal forests of northwestern California south to Mendocino County.
This species can be found in cold, clear headwaters to low-order streams with loose, course substrates (low
sedimentation), in humid forest habitats with large conifers, abundant moss, and >80% canopy closure. This species
does not have seasonal movements or migration and does not leave the splash zone of the watercourse.

There are sixteen (16) CNDDB occurrences for the southern torrent salamanders within a 9-quad search, including
one (1) observation for within the project area. Reconnaissance surveys indicated that suitable habitat for this species
exists within the project area.

No surveys are warranted as the aquatic habitat where this species primarily lives and reproduces is protected by
watercourse protection rules (SPR BIO-4 and SPR HYD-4). Habitat function for special-status amphibians will be
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improved because treatments will aid in protecting aquatic habitat against stand- replacing fires while restoring an
essential ecological process.

Yellow Warbler

Yellow warblers are usually found in riparian deciduous habitats in summer: cottonwoods, willows, alders, and other
small trees and shrubs typical of low, open-canopy riparian woodland. Warblers also breed in montane shrubbery in
open conifer forests. In migration, they visit woodland, forest, and shrub habitats. Warblers mostly eat insects and
spiders. They will glean and hover in the upper canopy of deciduous trees and shrubs. Occasionally they will hawk
insects from the air or eat berries. Yellow warblers nest in an open cup placed 2-16 ft above ground in a deciduous
sapling or shrub. Yellow warblers were detected during a query of the ACE list. Their habitat is present within the
project area.

Focused surveys will occur up to three weeks before treatment. The survey will occur in a single survey period of
sufficient duration to reasonably detect nesting yellow warblers, typically one day for most proposed treatment
activities. The survey will be conducted during the day, as warblers have yearlong diurnal activity. The survey will
include walking throughout the proposed treatment area and visually searching for nests and birds exhibiting
behavior that is typical of breeding (e.g., delivering food). The surveyor will pay particular attention to deciduous
saplings and shrubs as these are their preferred nesting habitats. If an active nest is found, for all treatment activities,
the project proponent will establish a 75" radius buffer zone around the nest tree. All nest trees containing active
nests, and all designated perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees, shall be left standing and unharmed.

For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the warbler is from April 15 - September 15 for
active nests. For prescribed burning the project proponent WILL implement a 75" buffer around occupied sites and
utilize all available ignition and holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive
sensitive period of all 18 non-listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside
the sensitive period for all 18 non-listed special status species. The project proponent is proposing to NOT limit
prescribed fire treatments to outside the sensitive period because habitat function for Yellow warblers is reasonably
expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will benefit Yellow warblers as they will protect riparian areas from high severity wildfire. In the past
several decades, riparian areas have often not been treated by the U.S. Forest Service or under the California Forest
Practice Rules due to watercourse protection measures. While designed in good faith, this restriction has resulted in
riparian areas now having uncharacteristically dense fuel loads that can contribute to increased wildfire behavior. The
CalVTP allows for treatments in riparian areas “limited to the removal of uncharacteristic fuel loads, trimming/limbing
of woody species as necessary to reduce ladder fuels, and select thinning of vegetation to restore densities that are
characteristics of healthy stands of riparian vegetation types characteristic of the region. This includes hand removal
(or mechanized removal where topography allows) of dead or dying riparian trees and shrubs, invasive plant removal,
selective thinning, and removal of encroaching upland species.” Reducing uncharacteristic fuel loads in riparian areas
will improve warbler habitat.

American badger

American badger habitat is most abundant in drier open stages of most shrub, forest, and herbaceous habitats, with
friable soils. There is one (1) CNDDBB occurrence for this species within the 9-quad search of the project area. The
project area contains potential suitable habitat for this species in the meadow/grasslands in the lower elevations
around Hyampom. Focused surveys for badgers will be conducted up to three weeks before treatment. The survey
will occur in a single survey period of sufficient duration to reasonably detect occupied sites (dens), typically one day
for most proposed treatment activities. The survey for dens will be conducted during the day. The survey will include
walking throughout the proposed treatment area and visually searching for badger dens. The surveyor will pay
particular attention to the ground in open grassland areas, as badger reproductive dens are found on the ground,
typically in dry, often sandy, soil, and usually in an area with sparse overstory cover. If an active den is found, for all
treatment activities, a buffer zone of at least 100" around the occupied site shall be established.
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For prescribed burning, the project proponent is proposing to NOT limit treatments to exclusively outside the
sensitive period of the species’ life history. The sensitive period for the American badger is March to September.
Badger young are born in March or April, and the young stay with the female for five to six months. For prescribed
burning the project proponent will implement a 100" buffer around occupied sites and utilize all available ignition and
holding techniques to draw fire away from the occupied site, but due to the extensive sensitive period of all 18 non-
listed special status species it is not feasible to limit prescribed fire to exclusively outside the sensitive period for all 18
non-listed special status species. These modified disturbance mitigation measures are justified because habitat
function for American badgers is reasonably expected to improve with implementation of the treatment.

Treatments will improve habitat for American badgers because treatments are designed to improve native grassland
and oak woodland habitats. Badgers prefer to burrow and den in open grasslands and are less likely to burrow and
den in overly dense forests (Huck, 2010; Quinn, 2008). The proposed treatment activities will focus on protecting and
restoring oak woodlands and grasslands. Maintaining open, xeric, grassland habitat across California will be critical to
maintaining habitat for this special status species.

Conclusion

Initial and maintenance treatment activities (mechanical treatments, manual treatments, and prescribed fire) could
result in adverse effects on special status wildlife. The potential for treatment activities to result in adverse effects on
special-status wildlife was examined in the PEIR. This impact on special-status wildlife is within the scope of the PEIR
because the proposed treatment types and activities and the intensity of disturbance that would result from
implementing the proposed treatment activities are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of land
in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent
presented in the PEIR. However, the potential for special-status wildlife species to occur within the project area is
essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential impact related to special -
status wildlife species is also the same, as described above. This determination is consistent with the PEIR and would
not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR

Impact BIO-3
Initial and maintenance treatments include manual, mechanical, prescribed broadcast, and pile burning treatments,

which have the potential to result in direct or indirect adverse effects on sensitive habitats, including designated
sensitive natural communities. The potential for treatment activities to result in adverse effects to sensitive habitats
was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.6.3, pages 187-192).

Qualified biologists performed a protocol-level survey of the 637 acres of funded work following the CDFW
“"Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural
Communities” (CDFW 2018) on May 6 - 7, 9, 14-15, 20-23, 29-30; June 5-6, 18, 27; and July 1, 16-17, 22-23, 30. The
survey determined that sensitive natural communities located within the initial treatment boundaries currently include
Oregon white oak woodland as defined in the Manual of California Vegetation (MCV). The full list of 16 potentially
occurring sensitive natural communities, the associated rarity rank, and the habitat type within which the communities
may occur are presented in Table 3. The survey also determined that other sensitive habitats as described in the PEIR
(CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.6. p. 67) occur in the project area including riparian habitat, oak woodlands,
wetlands, and chaparral. The sensitive natural communities, the associated rarity rank, and the habitat type within
which the communities may occur are presented in Table 3. Before implementation of additional treatments outside
the already surveyed 637 acres, SPR BIO-3 would be implemented and a qualified RPF or biologist would identify
sensitive natural communities and sensitive habitats in the treatment area pursuant to Protocols for Surveying and
Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities (CDFW 2018).

Table 3. Sensitive Natural Communities Documented or with Potential to Occur in the Project Area

Sensitive Natural Community Rarity Rank Habitat Type

Bigleaf maple forest S3 Douglas Fir, Montane Hardwood-
Conifer, Montane Hardwood,
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Douglas fir - incense cedar forest S3 Douglas Fir, Sierra Mixed Conifer

Western hemlock forest S2 Douglas Fir

Tanoak forest S3.2 Montane Hardwood
Oregon white oak woodland S3 Montane Hardwood
Incense cedar forest S3 Sierra Mixed Conifer
Hoary, common, and Stanford S3 Mixed Chaparral

manzanita chaparral

Sadler oak or deer oak brush fields S3 Mixed Chaparral, Montane
Chaparral

Bush chinquapin chaparral S3.3 Montane Chaparral

Water sedge and lakeshore sedge S3 Wet Meadow

meadow

Mountain alder thicket S3 Montane Riparian

Sitka alder thicket S3? Montane Riparian

Torrent sedge patch S3 Montane Riparian

Fremont cottonwood forest and S3.2 Montane Riparian

woodland

Black cottonwood forest S3 Montane Riparian

Wild grape shrubland S3 Montane Riparian

Sensitive Habitats

Oak woodlands

Oregon white oak woodlands and sadler oak have been identified (see Table 3) as potentially present in the project
area. During the reconnaissance-level survey and protocol level surveys conducted on April 24-25, May 6 - 7, 9, 14-15,
20-23, 29-30; June 5-6, 18, 27; and July 1, 16-17, 22-23, 30, several oak species were observed including Oregon white
oak (Quercus garryana), black oak (Quercus kelloggii), and tanoak (Notholithocarpus densiflorus). Canyon live oak is
known to occur on the Trinity Timberlands property. Mitigation Measure BIO-3a requires treatments be designed to
replicate the fire regime attributes for the affected oak woodland type including seasonality, fire return interval, fire
size, spatial complexity, fire line intensity, severity, and fire type as described in Fire in California’s Ecosystems (Van
Wagtendonk, 2018) and the Manual of California Vegetation (Sawyer et al. 2009). If treatment activities within
identified oak woodlands cannot be avoided, then Mitigation Measure BIO-3a would apply in these areas.

Riparian Habitat

Riparian habitat is present across the larger project area adjacent to streams, rivers, lakes, and ponds. SPR HYD-4 and
SPR BIO-4 would limit the extent of treatment activities within riparian habitat. While these SPRs would reduce
potential impacts on riparian habitat, the full extent of riparian habitat within the project area has not been mapped
and riparian habitat may be present outside of the areas encompassed within WLPZs. As a result, before
implementation of treatment activities, SPR BIO-3 would be implemented to identify and map the extent of riparian
habitat within a treatment area.

Wetlands
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During the reconnaissance-level and protocol-level surveys conducted pursuant to SPR BIO-1, multiple wetlands that
meet the State definition of wetland were observed. The National Wetlands Inventory classifies the project area as
having 2003.8 acres riverine, 12.5 acres freshwater pond, 4.9 acres freshwater forested/shrub wetland, and 13.0 acres
freshwater emergent wetland (NWI, 2024). Mitigation measure BIO-4 would apply to all treatment activities, and a
qualified RPF or biologist would delineate the boundaries of wetlands prior to treatment implementation.

Chaparral

Chaparral habitat is present within the project area. As required by SPR BIO-5, treatments implemented in chaparral
will be designed to avoid type conversion of chaparral vegetation and to maintain chaparral habitat function. This will
include identifying the chaparral vegetation types to the alliance level, determining appropriate treatment
prescriptions based on current fire return interval departure and condition class of the chaparral vegetation alliances
onsite, retaining at least 35 percent relative final density of mature chaparral vegetation, and retaining a mix of
middle to older aged shrubs to maintain heterogeneity. The project proponent will demonstrate with substantial
evidence that the habitat function of the specific chaparral vegetation types (i.e., alliances) present would be
maintained or enhanced by the treatments applied.

The project proponent would avoid impacts on sensitive natural communities and oak woodlands by avoiding
treatments in these communities. However, if avoiding treatment activities within identified sensitive natural
communities or oak woodlands would preclude achieving treatment objectives, then Mitigation Measure BIO-3a
would apply in these areas to ensure that the characteristics which qualify the communities as sensitive (e.g.,
dominant canopy species, canopy relative percentage of dominant species, species composition) are retained post-
treatment to the extent feasible. Under Mitigation Measure BIO-3a, a qualified RPF or biologist would determine the
natural fire regime, condition class, and fire return interval for each sensitive natural community and oak woodland
type. Initial and maintenance treatment activities in sensitive natural communities and oak woodlands would be
designed to restore the natural fire regime and return vegetation composition and structure to their natural condition
to maintain or improve habitat function.

The potential for treatment activities to result in adverse effects on sensitive habitats, as described above, was
examined in the PEIR. This impact on sensitive habitats is within the scope of the PEIR, because, within the project
area boundary, general habitat characteristics are essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape,
and the treatment activities and intensity of disturbance as a result of implementing treatment activities would be
consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the
CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the
existing environmental conditions outside the treatable landscape in the project area are essentially the same as
those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential impact on sensitive habitats is also the same.

Impact BIO-4
Initial vegetation treatments and maintenance treatments could result in direct or indirect adverse effects on federally

protected wetlands or wetlands that may not meet the definition of waters of the United States, but would qualify as
waters of the State according to the State wetland procedures (see California Water Boards 2019 for definition).
Potential impacts resulting from maintenance activities would be similar to those resulting from initial vegetation
treatments because the same treatment activities are proposed. The potential for treatment activities to result in
adverse effects on state or federally protected wetlands was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Section
3.6, pages 191 -192.

During the reconnaissance-level survey conducted pursuant to SPR BIO-1, several wetlands that meet the state
definition were observed. The National Wetlands Inventory classifies the project area as having 2003.8 acres riverine,
12.5 acres freshwater pond, 4.9 acres freshwater forested/shrub wetland, and 13.0 acres freshwater emergent wetland
(NWI, 2024).

Pursuant to SPR HYD-4, a WLPZ of 50 to 150 feet adjacent to all Class | and Class Il streams and lakes would be
implemented, and WLPZs of sufficient size to avoid degradation of downstream beneficial uses of water would be
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established adjacent to all Class Ill and Class IV streams within the project area for manual, mechanical, and
prescribed burning treatments.

Additional wetlands may be present throughout the project area that have not been identified or mapped as well as
ponds smaller than one acre (i.e., not considered a lake under Forest Practice Rules), seasonal wetlands, springs, and
seeps. Mitigation Measure BIO-4 would apply to all treatment activities, and a qualified RPF or biologist would
delineate the boundaries of these features; establish an appropriate buffer (with a minimum of 25 feet) around
seasonal wetlands, springs, and seeps; and mark the buffer boundary with high-visibility flagging, fencing, stakes, or
clear, existing landscape demarcations (e.g., edge of a roadway).

The potential for treatment activities to adversely affect state or federally protected wetlands was examined in the
PEIR. This impact on wetlands is within the scope of the PEIR, because, within the project area boundary, general
habitat characteristics are essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape (e.g., no resource is
affected on land outside the treatable landscape that would not also be similarly affected within the treatable
landscape), and the treatment activities and intensity of disturbance as a result of implementing treatment activities
would be consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside
the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However,
because the existing environmental conditions outside the treatable landscape in the project area are essentially the
same as those within the treatable landscape, the potential impact on wetlands is also the same.

Impact BIO-5

Initial vegetation treatments and maintenance treatments could result in direct or indirect adverse effects on wildlife
movement corridors and nurseries. Potential impacts resulting from maintenance activities would be similar to those
resulting from initial vegetation treatments because the same treatment activities are proposed. The potential for
treatment activities to result in adverse effects on wildlife movement corridors and nurseries was examined in the
PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.6, pages 193 —197).

The project area is located outside of CDFW mapped essential connectivity areas (ACE Rank 5) (CDFW 2025).
However, the project area does have Conservation Planning Linkages (ACE Rank 4), Connections with implementation
flexibility (ACE Rank 3), and large natural habitat areas (ACE Rank 2). Wildlife movements likely occur across the
project area. The implementation of manual treatments, mechanical treatments, and prescribed fire treatments would
not result in landscape level conversion of existing habitat types in the project area. Therefore, treatments would not
cause substantial loss of existing movement habitat or result in the construction of any permanent barrier to wildlife
movement. Treatment activities may temporarily interrupt wildlife movement in the portions of the project area
where activities are occurring; however, the proposed treatments would not be implemented throughout the entire
project area in any given year; therefore, land would remain available within the project area to facilitate wildlife
movement and a substantial adverse effect on movement would not occur. In addition, pursuant to SPR HYD-4, a
WLPZ of 50 to 150 feet adjacent to all Class | and Class Il watercourses applies, which would limit the extent of
treatment activities within riparian habitat (e.g., retention of at least 75 percent surface cover) that would likely
function as a wildlife movement corridor.

Most live trees larger than 16 inches would also be retained and pursuant to SPR BIO-3 and SPR BIO-4 treatments in
sensitive natural communities and riparian habitats, would be designed to maintain habitat function of these
communities. With implementation of these and other SPRs and MMs, habitat function within the project area is
expected to be maintained or improved and there would not be a substantial change in the existing conditions that
facilitate wildlife movement in the project area. No nursery sites were identified during 2024 field visits. However, if
during pre-implementation surveys conducted pursuant to SPR BIO-10 wildlife nursery sites are detected, Mitigation
Measure BIO-5 would apply to all treatment activities and a nondisturbance buffer would be established around
these features, the size of which would be determined by a qualified biologist or RPF. SPR BIO-12 would be
implemented for treatments that would occur during the nesting bird season and would result in identification and
avoidance of any common bird nursery sites.

70




The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change
to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the potential for wildlife movement corridors and wildlife
nurseries within the project area are essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the
potential impact related to wildlife movement corridors and wildlife nurseries is also the same, as described above.
This impact on wildlife movement corridors and nursery sites is within the scope of the PEIR because effects on
wildlife movement corridors and nursery sites was covered in the PEIR, and the proposed treatment activities and
intensity of disturbance as a result of implementing treatment activities are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR.
This impact of the proposed project is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe
significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact BIO-6
The proposed treatment activities of manual treatments, mechanical treatments, and prescribed fire could result in

adverse effects on the habitat or abundance of common wildlife. The potential for treatment activities to adversely
affect the habitat or abundance of common wildlife was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section
3.6.3, pages 197-199). The vegetation communities (see Table 4 in Attachment B) within the project area provide
nesting habitat for common ground nesting and shrub nesting birds as well as common tree and cavity nesting
species. The implementation of treatments in grassland, forest, and woodland habitat would result in temporary
disturbance of nesting habitat but would not result in substantial permanent habitat removal or landscape level type
conversion. SPR BIO-12 would apply, and for treatments implemented during the nesting bird season (February 1 0
August 31), a survey for common nesting birds will be conducted within the project area by a qualified RPF or
biologist before treatment activities. If no active bird nests are observed during focused surveys, then additional
mitigation would not be required. If active nests of common birds or raptors are observed during focused surveys,
disturbance to the nests will be avoided by establishing an appropriate buffer around the nests, modifying treatments
to avoid disturbance to the nests, or deferring treatment until the nests are no longer active as determined by a
qualified RPF or biologist. Therefore, the adverse effects of the treatments on habitat for common nesting birds or
wildlife would be less than significant and habitat function would be maintained.

The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change
to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the habitat characteristics within the project area are
essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential impact related to the
reduction of common wildlife habitat and common wildlife abundance is also the same, as described above. This
impact on habitat or abundance of common wildlife, including nesting birds, is within the scope of the PEIR because
effects on habitat or abundance of common wildlife were covered in the PEIR, and the proposed treatment activities
and intensity of disturbance as a result of implementing treatment activities are consistent with those analyzed in the
PEIR. This impact of the proposed project is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more
severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact BIO-7
The potential for initial and maintenance treatment activities to result in conflict with local policies or ordinances was

examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.6.3, page 199). The potential for the proposed project to
conflict with local policies or ordinances is within the scope of the activities and impacts addressed in the PEIR
because the treatment projects implemented under the CalVTP are required to comply with any applicable county,
city, or other local policies, ordinances, and permitting procedures (SPR AD-3) and are consistent with those analyzed
in the PEIR. The project proponent reached out to the County for consultation in February of 2024. The County
responded in February of 2024 and stated that 1) The County has a complaint-based system for noise issues, which in
practice just suggests courtesy when noise-generating projects could impact residents. If A complaint is triggered,
then mitigations can be implemented. 2) Any new encroachments onto a county road, or new road construction
would require an encroachment permit, or grading permit, respectively and 3) An encroachment permit would be
required if any vegetation treatments or equipment were to block traffic. There are no other applicable local
ordinances.
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The potential for the proposed treatments to conflict with local policies is within the scope of the PEIR because
vegetation treatment locations, types, and activities are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of
land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the project area boundary, the existing regulatory
conditions present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable
landscape; therefore, the potential for conflicts with local policies or ordinances is also the same, as described above.
This impact of the proposed project is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe
significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact BIO-8
The project area is not located within a habitat conservation plan (HCP), a natural community conservation plan

(NCCP), or other approved habitat plan area. The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the
CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the areas
outside the CalVTP treatable landscape are also not located within a HCP, NCCP, or other approved habitat plan area.
This impact is within the scope of the PEIR because conflict with an HCP or NCCP was covered in the PEIR, and the
proposed treatment activities and intensity of disturbance as a result of implementing treatment activities are
consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. This impact of the proposed project is consistent with the PEIR and would
not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

New Biological Resource Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities considered in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has evaluated and considered site specific characteristics to determine that the project
treatments are consistent with the applicable environmental and regulatory conditions presented in the CalVTP
Program EIR (refer to Section 3.2.1, "Environmental Setting,” and Section 3.2.2, "Regulatory Setting,” in Volume Il of
the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the
existing environmental conditions pertinent to biological resources that are present in the areas outside the treatable
landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape. In addition, proposed revisions to SPRs
and mitigation measures do not result in substantially more severe significant impacts than what was identified in the
PEIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape,
revised SPRs, and revised mitigation measures would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new
impact related to biological resources would occur.
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PD-3.7:

RESOURCES

GEOLOGY, SOILS, PALEONTOLOGY, AND MINERAL

Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist

Would this
. . Does the . . Identify bea Is this
Ildentlfy L Identify ¢ | Impact ALlst|§PE|s X'StIMMbsl Impact | Substantially | Impact
Environmental Impact Impact ocation of 101y to pplicable | APPICabll giohificanc | More Severe | Within
p pply 8
Significanc|  Impact to the e to the S
Covered In the PEIR ) . the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin Treatment |Treatmen h f
PER | thePER | SaimeNtl "project | tproject | 1'catment | Impact than | Scope o
Project? Project Identified in | the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact GEO-T: Result in LTS I1m§;cg(;l_ié)6ﬂ Yes SPR _GEEO— 1 NA LTS No Yes
(S)?k;sotasns“al Erosion or Loss ~37.29 SPR AQ-3.4
P SPR HYD-4
. LT | EOO Y PR GEOO NA LT N Y
Impact GEO-2: Increase Risk > mpact GEO e SPRGEO > © &
of Landslide 2/ pp- 3.7-29 3478
-3.7-30 SPR AQ-3

Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to

evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Geology, Soils, Paleontology, and Mineral Resource Impacts:
Would the treatment result in other impacts to geology, soils,

If yes, complete row(s)
below and discussion

paleontology, and mineral resources that are not evaluated in the O'yes No
CalVTP PEIR?
Potentially Less Than Less than
Significant | Significant with | Significant
Mitigation
Incorporated
lidentify new impact here, if applicable; add rows as needed] O O O
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Discussion

According to geologic mapping by USGS (USGS, 2012), the 12,087 -acre Trinity Timberlands Property is underlain mostly
by South Fork Mountain Schist on the upper gentler slopes and by the Galice Formation on the steeper slopes above
Pelletreau Creek in the eastern part of the property. In addition there are small inclusions of Rattlesnake Creek terrane
comprised of volcanic broken formation and mélange. There are numerous different soil types across Trinity
Timberlands including the Holland family, deep complex; the Hugo family; the Hugo-Neuns families complex; the
Marpa family, deep; the Neuns family; the Neuns family; deep-Neuns family complex; the Hecker family; the Albus-
Race families association, and others (BBWA, 2018). If treatment activities result in low residual protective cover post-
treatment then several of the soils on the property would be rated as having an extreme erosion hazard rating including
the Marpa soils on 60-80% slopes (BBWA, 2018). Virtually any soil on 60-80% slopes in a region where the 2-year one-
hour rainfall is 0.55" or more is likely to exhibit high to extreme erosion hazard. The highest rainfall ever recorded at
Hyampom was 7.87" on December 22, 1964 during the 1964 flood (BBWA, 2018). Most soils on the Property on
moderate slopes (less than 60%) have erosion hazard ratings of moderate to high if protective vegetative cover
remaining after operations is low (0-40%) (BBWA, 2018). When protective cover remaining after disturbance is
moderate, that is 41-80% of the soil is covered by overstory vegetation, slash or duff, most soils have a low to moderate
erosion hazard (BBWA, 2018).

The remaining 8,237 acres of scattered private parcels around Hyampom are underlain by mostly by the Rattlesnake
Creek Terrane comprised of volcanic broken formation and melange with scattered surficial deposits including alluvium
and colluvium, landslide deposits (holocene), and terrace deposits (holocene) (USGS, 2012). There are also sedimentary
rocks such as the Weaverville Formation (USGS, 2012). There are numerous different soil types across the parcels
including the Valcreek-Minersville complex, the Holkat-Hoosimbim complex, the Brownscreek-Dougcity complex, the
Vanvor-hoosimbim complex, and others (NRCS, 2024). The average annual precipitation in Hyampom is 44 inches
(Western Regional Climate Center, 1912-2004).

Impact GEO-1
Vegetation treatments would include ecological restoration, WUI fuel reduction, and fuel breaks through use of pile

burning, broadcast burning, mechanical treatment, and manual treatment. These activities could result in varying
levels of soil disturbance and have the potential to increase the rates of erosion and loss of topsoil. The potential for
these treatment activities to cause substantial erosion or loss of topsoil was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR
Volume Il Section 3.7.3, pages 26-29). Mechanical treatments using heavy machinery are the most likely to cause soil
disturbance that could lead to substantial erosion or loss of topsoil, especially in areas that contain steep slopes, or in
areas that previously experienced fire.

The project proponent proposes to revise SPR GEO-1 to suspend mechanical treatments if: (1) it is raining, (2) soils are
saturated, and/or (3) soils are wet enough to be compacted by mechanical activities. This revision is consistent with
the original purpose of SPR GEO-1 and the project proponent would be required to suspend mechanical disturbance
during heavy precipitation to minimize the risk of soil compaction and soil disturbance. The project proponent
revised requirements under SPR AQ-3 for prescribed burning activities to allow for the use of burn plan templates
developed by the California State-Certified Burn Boss curriculum development committee, or an equivalent template
(California PBA 2022). The CAL FIRE Prescribed Fire Guidebook provides the template and required elements of CAL
FIRE burn plans: a description of the burn area; target weather conditions; hazards that may be encountered;
personnel needs, safety, and contacts to make prior to burning; and short and long-term management goals (CAL
FIRE 2019). The burn plan templates proposed to be used by the project proponent contain all of these elements. In
addition to these elements, the project proponent proposes to include elements in the burn plan that are required to
obtain burn permits and any additional elements that are needed to design a burn that will minimize soil burn
severity from broadcast burning to reduce the potential for runoff and soil erosion. This may, but is not required to,
include outputs from fire behavior modeling programs. For these reasons, proposed revisions to SPR GEO-1and AQQO
3 would not result in greater soil erosion, and revisions to SPR AQ- 3 and GEO-1, would not result in a substantially
more significant effect related to soil erosion than what was covered in the PEIR.
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The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change
to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the existing
environmental conditions present in the areas outside of the treatable landscape are essentially the same within and
outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential impact related to soil erosion is also the same, as described
above. In addition, proposed revisions to SPRs do not result in substantially more severe significant impacts than
what was identified in the PEIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of the
CalVTP treatable landscape and revised SPRs would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new
impact related to geology, soils, paleontology, or mineral resources would occur.

Impact GEO-2

Initial and maintenance treatments include manual, mechanical, and prescribed burning treatment activities in areas
with steep slopes, which could decrease the stability of slopes and increase the risk of landslides. Given the variable
topography in some of the treatment areas, the remoteness of the area, steep terrain, and wet winter conditions,
there is the potential for landslides in the project area. Soil stabilization, erosion monitoring, and slope restrictions for
heavy machinery will be implemented in the treatment activities to minimize landslide potential. The potential for
treatment activities to increase landslide risk was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.7.3,
pages 29-30).

The project proponent revised SPR AQ-3 to use the burn plan template developed by the California State-Certified
Burn Boss program or equivalent. The revision does not modify the SPR AQ-3 requirement to minimize soil burn
severity and to reduce the potential for runoff and soil erosion and will not result in a substantially more significant
effect related to landslide risk than what was analyzed in the PEIR. The inclusion of land in the proposed project area
that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR.
However, within the boundary of the project area, the existing environmental conditions present in the areas outside
of the treatable landscape are essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the
potential impact related to landscape risk is also the same, as described above. In addition, proposed revisions to
SPRs do not result in substantially more severe significant impacts than what was identified in the PEIR. No changed
circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape and revised SPRs
would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new impact related to increased risk of landslide
would occur.

New Geology, Soils, Paleontology, and Mineral Resource Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities considered in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has evaluated and considered site specific characteristics to determine that the project
treatments are consistent with the applicable environmental and regulatory conditions presented in the CalVTP
Program EIR (refer to Section 3.2.1, "Environmental Setting,” and Section 3.2.2, "Regulatory Setting,” in Volume Il of
the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the
existing environmental conditions pertinent to geology, soils, paleontology, and mineral resources that are present in
the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape. In addition,
proposed revisions to SPRs and mitigation measures do not result in substantially more severe significant impacts
than what was identified in the PEIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of the
CalVTP treatable landscape, revised SPRs, and revised mitigation measures would not give rise to any new significant
impact. Therefore, no new impact related to geology, soils, paleontology, and mineral resources would occur.
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PD-3.8: GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Impact in the PEIR | Project-Specific Checklist
Would this
. . Does the , , Identify bea Is this
Ildentlfy L Ider?t|fy ¢| Impact ALIStl.SPET ,Ig\|st|MM§| Impact | Substantially | Impact
Environmental Impact Impact ocation of | anply to pplicable | APPICabl| gionificanc | More Severe | Within
p Signif | ppPly g
ignificanc mpact to the e to the s
Covered In the PEIR . L the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin T Treatment |Treatmen| | | h s f
PEIR the PEIR | ' TEatMeNt] "o oiect |t Project’ | | eatment | impactthan | scope o
Project? Project Identified in |the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact GHG-1: Conflict with LTS Impact Yes SPR GHG-1 NA LTS No Yes
Applicable Plan, Policy, or GHG-1, pp.
Regulation of an Agency 3.8-10-3.80
Adopted for the Purpose of 11
Reducing the Emissions of
GHGs
P I Y PR AQ- M N Y
Impact GHG-2: Generate SU mpact e 2 3 T SU ° es
- GHG-2, pp. GHG-2
GHG Emissions through
o 3.8-11-3.80
Treatment Activities 17

Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New GHG Emissions Impacts: Would the treatment result in other Ov N If yes, complete row(s)
impacts to GHG emissions that are not evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR? es 0 below and discussion
Potentially Less Than Less than
Significant | Significant with |  Significant
Mitigation
Incorporated
lidentify new impact here, if applicable; add rows as needed] O O O
Discussion
Impact GHG-1

The use of vehicles, mechanical equipment, and prescribed fire would result in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.
Consistency of treatments under the CalVTP with applicable plans, policies, and regulations aimed at reducing GHG
emissions was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.8.3). Consistent with the PEIR, although
GHG emissions would occur from equipment, prescribed fire, and vehicles, the purpose of the proposed project is to
reduce wildfire risk, which could reduce GHG emissions and increase carbon sequestration over the long term. This
impact is within the scope of the PEIR because the proposed activities, as well as the associated equipment,
treatments, duration of use, and resultant GHG emissions, are consistent with those analyzed in the PIER.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the same plans, policies,
and regulations adopted to reduce GHG emissions apply in the areas outside the treatable landscape, as well as areas
within the treatable landscape. Additionally, the area outside of the treatable landscape, 2,460 acres, is not substantial
in comparison to expected annual statewide treatment area of 250,000 acres; thus, the increase in the use of vehicles
and mechanical equipment, and related emissions, would not be substantially greater than that analyzed in the PEIR
(i.e., within the treatable landscape). Therefore, the GHG impact is substantially similar to as described in the PEIR.
This determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact
than what was covered in the PEIR.
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Impact GHG-2
Use of vehicles and mechanical equipment and prescribed burning during initial and maintenance treatments would

result in GHG emissions. The potential for treatments under the CalVTP to generate GHG emissions was examined in
the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR volume Il Section 3.8.3, pages 11-17). This impact is within the scope of the PEIR because
the proposed activities, as well as the associated equipment and duration of use are consistent with those analyzed in
the PEIR. In the long term, treatment activities are expected to have carbon sequestration benefits and are intended
to reduce the risk of wildfire, which would decrease projected GHG emissions. Mitigation Measure GHG-2 would be
implemented and would reduce GHG emissions associated with the prescribed burning. However, emissions
generated by the treatment would still contribute to the annual emissions generated by the CalVTP, and this impact
would remain significant and unavoidable, consistent with, and for the same reasons described in, the PEIR.

The project proponent proposes to revise requirements under SPR AQ-3 for prescribed burning activities to allow for
the use of non-CAL FIRE burn plan templates (e.g., burn plan templates developed by the California State-Certified
Burn Boss curriculum development committee, or equivalent). Burn plans prepared by the project proponent would
include smoke management plans and other elements that would meet the same standards as required under CAL
FIRE burn plans. For these reasons, proposed revisions to SPR AQ-3 would not result in greater generation of GHG
emissions, and revisions to SPR AQ-3, specifically for prescribed burning treatment activities, would not result in a
substantially more significant effect on GHG emissions than what was covered in the PEIR. The inclusion of land in the
proposed treatment area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the geographic
extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the climate conditions present in the
areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape. Additionally,
the area outside of the treatable landscape, 2,460 acres, is not substantial in comparison to expected annual
statewide treatment area of 250,000 acres; thus, the increase in the use of vehicles, mechanical equipment, prescribed
fire, and related emissions would not be substantially greater than that analyzed in the PEIR (i.e., within the treatable
landscape). Therefore, the GHG impact is substantially similar to as described in the PEIR. This impact would remain
significant and unavoidable as explained in the PEIR, but for the reasons explained above, would not constitute a new
or substantially more severe significant impact

New Impacts Related to GHG Emissions

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities evaluated in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has considered the site-specific characteristics of the proposed treatment project and
determined that they are consistent with the applicable regulatory and environmental conditions presented in the
CalVTP Program EIR (refer to Section 3.4.1, “Regulatory Setting,” and Section 3.4.2, “Environmental Setting,” in
Volume Il of the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area
constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the
project area, the existing environmental and regulatory conditions pertinent to GHG emissions that are present in the
areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the
impacts are the same and, for the reasons described above, impacts of the proposed treatment project are consistent
with those covered in the Program EIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas outside of
the CalVTP treatable landscape would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new impact related
to GHG emissions would occur.
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PD-3.9:

ENERGY RESOURCES

Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist

Would this
dentify | Identify | POSSthe | ici sprs | List Mms | 'dentify bbe S Is this
_ Im L . f Impact Aoplicable | Applicabl _Im_p_act Substantially Impa;t
pact ocation o pplicable | Applica
Environmental Impact e Apply to Significanc | More Severe | Within
Significanc|  Impact to the e to the s
Covered In the PEIR . L the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin T Treatment |Treatmen| | | h f
PEIR | thePEIR | CaiMeNt) "poect | tProject | I'catment | Impactthan | Scope o
Project? Project Identified in |the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact ENG-1: Result in LTS Impact ENGIO Yes NA NA LTS No Yes
Wasteful, Inefficient, or 1, pp. 3.9-7 -
Unnecessary Consumption 3.9-8
of Energy

Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Energy Resource Impacts: Would the treatment result in other If yes, complete row(s)

impacts to energy resources that are not evaluated in the CalVTP O Yes No below and discussion
PEIR?

Potentially Less Than Less than

Significant | Significant with |  Significant

Mitigation
Incorporated

lidentify new impact here, if applicable; add rows as needed] O O O
Discussion
Impact ENG-1

The use of vehicles and equipment during initial treatment and treatment maintenance activities would result in the
consumption of energy through the use of fossil fuels. The use of fossil fuels for equipment and vehicles was
examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.9.3, pages 7-8). The consumption of energy during
implementation of the treatment project is within the scope of the PEIR because the types of activities, as well as the
associated equipment and duration of proposed use, are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. No SPRs or
Mitigation Measures are applicable to this impact. Based on the nature of the proposed treatments and consistency
with the scope of the PEIR, this impact remains less than significant.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, energy consumption is essentially the same within and outside
the treatable landscape; therefore, the energy impact is substantially similar to that described in the PEIR. This
determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact
than covered in the PEIR.

New Energy Resource Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities evaluated in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has considered the site-specific characteristics of the proposed treatment project and
determined that they are consistent with the applicable regulatory and environmental conditions presented in the
CalVTP Program EIR (refer to Section 3.4.1, “Regulatory Setting,” and Section 3.4.2, “Environmental Setting,” in
Volume Il of the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area
constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the
project area, the existing environmental and regulatory conditions pertinent to Energy Resources that are present in
the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore,
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the impacts are the same and, for the reasons described above, impacts of the proposed treatment project are
consistent with those covered in the Program EIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas

outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape would not give rise to any new significant impact. Therefore, no new
impact related to energy resources would occur.
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PD-3.10: HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

Impact in the PEIR | Project-Specific Checklist
Would this
. . Does the . . Identify be a Is this
Ildentlfy L Ider?t|fy ¢| Impact ALIStl.SPET II‘;\|st||§/IM|§| Impact | Substantially | Impact
Environmental Impact Impact ocation of 51y to pplicable | APPUCABL | gionificanc | More Severe | Within
p Signif | PPy g
ignificanc mpact to the e to the s
Covered In the PEIR . L the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin T Treatment | Treatment | | h s f
PEIR the PEIR | ' TE2tMeNt] “poiectt | Project! | | reatment | impactthan | scope o
Project? Project Identified in |the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact HAZ-1: Create a LTS Impact HAZD Yes SPR HAZ-1 NA LTS No Yes
Significant Health Hazard 1, pp. 3.10-14 2 SPR
from the Use of Hazardous -3.10-15 HYD-4
Materials
Impact HAZ-2: Create a LTS Impact HAZO No NA NA LTS No Yes
Significant Health Hazard 2, pp. 3.100
from the Use of Herbicides 15-3.10-18
Impact HAZ-3: Expose the LTSM  |Impact HAZD) Yes NA MM HAZOl  LTSM No Yes
Public or Environment to 3, pp. 3.100 3
Significant Hazards from 18 —3.10-19
Disturbance to Known
Hazardous Material Sites

Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Hazardous Materials, Public Health and Safety Impacts: Would If yes, complete row(s)
the treatment result in other impacts related to hazardous materials, O Yes No below and discussion
public health and safety that are not evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR?

Potentially Less Than Less than

Significant | Significant with | Significant

Mitigation
Incorporated

lidentify new impact here, if applicable; add rows as needed] O O O
Discussion
Impact HAZ-1

Initial and maintenance treatments would include mechanical, manual and prescribed fire treatments. These
treatment activities would require the use of fuels and related accelerants, which are hazardous materials. The
potential for treatment activities to cause a significant health hazard from the use of hazardous materials was
examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.10.3, pages 14-15). This impact is within the scope of the
PEIR because the types of treatments and associated equipment and types of hazardous materials that would be
used are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. Any hazardous materials and emissions would result from the
use of diesel fuel, gasoline fuel, chainsaw and mechanized hand tool fuel, and chainsaw bar oil; these materials will be
transported and stored in appropriate containers. Prescribed fire operations may utilize drip torches, fusees, and
other commonly used forms of ignition starts for prescribed fire. Drip torches and other ignition equipment will be
inspected for leaks and put out of service or repaired as needed. All personnel will wear personal protective
equipment (PPE) and will be properly trained in the usage of equipment. All equipment associated with the proposed
project will comply with SPR HAZ-1 to ensure proper maintenance and to minimize leaks. Additionally, all mechanized
tools will have spark arrestors and will be implemented to minimize the risk of potential ignitions, per SPR HAZ-2.
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Based on the implementation of the applicable SPR's and consistency with the scope of the PEIR, this impact would
remain less than significant.

In addition, the project proponent proposes to revise SPR HAZ-1 such that any leaking equipment may be
stabilized and fixed on-site. All other elements of SPR HAZ-1 would remain the same as presented in the Program
EIR. This revision is consistent with the original purpose and intent of SPR HAZ-1to minimize hazardous material
releases in treatment areas from equipment use and would allow the project proponent to stabilize and fix
leaking equipment promptly on-site, if feasible, otherwise the equipment would be promptly removed. The
proposed revision to SPR HAZ-1 would not result in a substantially more severe significant effect related to
creation of a significant health hazard from the use of hazardous materials than what was covered in the Program
EIR.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, the exposure potential and regulatory conditions are
essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the potential to create a significant
health hazard from use of hazardous materials is not substantially greater than described in the PEIR. This
determination is consistent with the PEIR and would not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact
than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact HAZ-2
This impact does not apply to the project because no herbicide use is proposed.

Impact HAZ-3
The proposed project would include prescribed burning, mechanical treatments, and manual treatments, which

would result in soil disturbance and could expose workers or the environment to hazards from hazardous materials
site, if present within the project area. The potential for the proposed treatment activities to encounter contamination
that could expose workers or the environment to hazardous materials was examined in the Program EIR (CalVTP Final
PEIR Volume Il Section 3.10.3, page 18-19). This impact was identified as potentially significant in the Program EIR
because hazardous materials sites could be present within treatment sites and soil disturbance or burning in those
areas could expose people or the environment to hazards. As directed by Mitigation Measure HAZ-3, database
searches for hazardous materials sites within in the project area have been conducted. Two sites (Jensen Lumber
Company [T0610593104] and the Hyampom General Store [T0610593153]) are located within the project area;
however, both sites have been closed or have no further recommended remedial action (DTSC 2024; CalEPA 2024;
SWRCB 2024) (Attachment C). In addition, these areas will be marked and no prescribed burning or soil disturbing
treatment activities will occur within 100 feet of the site boundaries. Due to these actions, it was determined that no
hazardous materials sites would be disturbed by treatments and this impact would be less than significant.

The inclusion of land in the project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a change to the
geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the potential to
encounter hazardous materials and the regulatory conditions present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are
essentially the same as those within the treatable landscape; therefore, the hazardous materials impact is also the
same, as described above. This determination is consistent with the Program EIR and would not constitute a
substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the Program EIR.

New Hazardous Materials, Public Health and Safety Impacts

The proposed treatment is consistent with the treatment types and activities evaluated in the CalVTP Program EIR.
The project proponent has considered the site-specific characteristics of the proposed treatment project and
determined that they are consistent with the applicable regulatory and environmental conditions presented in the
CalVTP Program EIR (refer to Section 3.4.1, “Regulatory Setting,” and Section 3.4.2, “Environmental Setting,” in
Volume Il of the Final Program EIR). Including land from outside the CalVTP treatable landscape in the project area
constitutes a change to the geographic extent presented in the Program EIR. However, within the boundary of the
project area, the existing environmental and regulatory conditions pertinent to Hazardous Materials, Public Health,
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and Safety that are present in the areas outside the treatable landscape are essentially the same as those within the
treatable landscape. In addition, proposed revisions to SPRs do not result in substantially more severe significant
impacts than what was identified in the PEIR. No changed circumstances are present, and the inclusion of areas
outside of the CalVTP treatable landscape and revised SPRs would not give rise to any new significant impact.
Therefore, no new impact related to hazardous materials, public health, and safety would occur.
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PD-3.11: HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Impact in the PEIR

Project-Specific Checklist

Would this
identify | identify | D°¢ the | st sPrs | List MMs | 'dentify bea Is this
. Impact | Location of mpact | applicable | Applicabl Impact Substantially Impact
Environmental Impact Si '? | i Apply to ptp th p,l[o th Significanc | More Severe | Within
Covered In the PEIR gniticanc mpact the o the ctothe e for Significant the
einthe | Analysis in Treatment | 1/Catment | Treatmen | i hent | Impact than | Scope of
PEIR the PEIR . Project' |t Project! ; pac’ tha p
Project? Project Identified in | the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Impact HYD-1: Violate LTS Impact Yes SPR HYD-4, NA LTS No Yes
Water Quality Standards or HYD-1, pp. SPR AQ-3,
. 3.11-25 -
Waste Discharge 311-27 SPR BIO-
Requirements, Substantially 4,5 SPR
Degrade Surface or Ground GEO-4,6
Water Quality, or Conflict
with or Obstruct the
Implementation of a Water
Quality Control Plan
Through the
Implementation of
Prescribed Burning
Impact HYD-2: Violate LTS Impact Yes SPR HYDO NA LTS No Yes
Water Quality Standards or H;la—g.?pp. 1,4 SPR
Waste Discharge 3_11_29 BIO-1SPR
Requirements, Substantially GEO-
Degrade Surface or Ground 123,478
Water Quality, or Conflict SPR HAZ-1
with or Obstruct the
Implementation of a Water
Quality Control Plan
Through the
Implementation of Manual
or Mechanical Treatment
Activities
Impact HYD-3: Violate LTS Impact No NA NA | No Impact No Yes
Water Quality Standards or HYD-3, p.
. 3.11-29
Waste Discharge
Requirements, Substantially
Degrade Surface or Ground
Water Quality, or Conflict
with or Obstruct the
Implementation of a Water
Quality Control Plan
Through Prescribed
Herbivory
Impact HYD-4: Violate LTS Impact No NA NA No Impact No Yes
Water Quality Standards or H;ﬁ_g'opp‘
Waste Discharge 311-31

Requirements, Substantially
Degrade Surface or Ground
Water Quality, or Conflict
with or Obstruct the

83




Would this
identify | Identify [ 5°¢® the || ist spRs | List MMs 'Ide”t'fy . bea ol this
. Im L . f mpact | A i ble | Aoplicabl | . mpact Substantially mpact
pact ocation o pplicable | Applica
Environmental Impact s Apply to Significanc | More Severe | Within
Significanc|  Impact to the e to the e
Covered In the PEIR . L the e for Significant the
einthe | Analysisin Treatment |Treatmen h f
PEIR the PEIR | Treatment| "o yecti | t Project! | 1"catment | Impact than | Scope o
Project? Project Identified in |the PEIR?
the PEIR?
Would the project:
Implementation of a Water
Quality Control Plan
Through the Ground
Application of Herbicides
Impact HYD-5: Substantially LTS Impact Yes SPR HYDO NA LTS No Yes
Alter the Existing Drainage HE?{S?)']F)' 4,6 SPR
Pattern of a Treatment Site ' GEO-5
or Area

Notes: LTS = less than significant; LTSM = less than significant with mitigation; SU = significant and unavoidable; TSE = too speculative to
evaluate; NA = There are no applicable SPRs or MMs.

New Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts: Would the treatment

If yes, complete row(s)

result in other impacts to hydrology and water quality that are not O Yes No below and discussion
evaluated in the CalVTP PEIR?
Potentially Less Than Less than
Significant | Significant with |  Significant
Mitigation
Incorporated
lidentify new impact here, if applicable; add rows as needed] O O O

Discussion

Impact HYD-1

Initial and maintenance treatments would include the use of prescribed fire in the form of pile and broadcast

burning. Ash and debris from treatment areas has the potential to be washed out by runoff into adjacent
drainages and streams. Broadcast burning implemented under the proposed project would be conducted when
fuel moisture environmental conditions allow for effective understory and ladder fuel control, while reducing the
risk of high severity burns. Additionally, per SPR HYD-4, no ignition points would be located within WLPZs. The

potential for prescribed burning activities to cause runoff and violate water quality regulations or degrad e water
quality was examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.11.3, pages 25-27). This impact is within

the scope of the PEIR because the use of low-intensity prescribed burns and associated impacts to water quality
are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR. Based on the implementation of the applicable SPR’s and
consistency with the scope of the PEIR, this impact would remain less than significant.

The project proponent proposes to revise requirements under SPR AQ-3 for prescribed burning activities to

allow for the use of non-CAL FIRE burn plan templates (e.g., burn plan templates developed by the California
State-Certified Burn Boss curriculum development committee, or equivalent). The CAL FIRE Prescribed Fire
Guidebook provides the template and required elements of CAL FIRE burn plans: a description of the burn area;

target weather conditions; hazards that may be encountered; personnel needs, safety, and contacts to make

prior to burning; and short and long-term management goals (CAL FIRE 2019). The burn plan templates
proposed to be used by the project proponent contain all of these elements. In addition to these elements, the
project proponent proposes to include elements in the burn plan that are required to obtain burn permits and
any additional elements that are needed to design a burn that will minimize soil burn severity from broadcast

burning to reduce the potential for runoff and soil erosion. For these reasons, proposed revisions to SPR AQ-3

would not violate water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, substantially degrade surface or
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ground water quality, or conflict with or obstruct the implementation of a water quality control plan. Therefore,
revisions to SPR AQ-3, specifically for prescribed burning treatment activities, would not result in a substantially
more significant effect on hydrology and water quality than what was covered in the PEIR.

The inclusion of land in the proposed treatment area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the
surface water conditions are essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the water
quality impact from prescribed burning is also less than significant, as described above. The proposed treatment
activities do not constitute a substantially more severe significant impact than what was covered in the PEIR.

Impact HYD-2
Initial and maintenance treatments would include manual and mechanical treatments. WLPZs ranging from 50 to

150 feet will be implemented and flagged for any Class | and Class Il watercourses that are within treatment
areas pursuant to SPR HYD-4. The centerline of Class Ill watercourses will also be flagged. The potential for
manual and mechanical treatment activities to violate water quality regulations or degrade water quality was
examined in the PEIR (CalVTP Final PEIR Volume Il Section 3.11.3, pages 27-28). This impact is within the scope of
the PEIR because the use of heavy equipment and hand tools to remove vegetation and associated impacts to
water quality are consistent with those analyzed in the PEIR.

The project proponent proposes to revise SPR GEO-1and SPR HAZ-1, both of which are applicable to this
impact. SPR GEO-1 would be revised to suspend mechanical treatments if: (1) it is raining, (2) soils are saturated,
and/or (3) soils are wet enough to be compacted by mechanical activities. This revision is consistent with the
original purpose of SPR GEO-1 and the project proponent would be required to suspend mechanical disturbance
during heavy precipitation to minimize the risk of soil compaction and soil disturbance. SPR HAZ-1 would be
revised such that any leaking equipment may be stabilized and fixed on-site. All other elements of SPR HAZ-1
would remain the same as presented in the Program EIR. This revision is consistent with the original purpose and
intent of SPR HAZ-1to minimize hazardous material releases in treatment areas from equipment use and would
allow the project proponent to stabilize and fix leaking equipment promptly on-site, if feasible, otherwise the
equipment would be promptly removed. Proposed revisions to SPR GEO-1 and SPR HAZ-1 would not resultin a
substantially more severe significant effect related to degradation of water quality from manual and mechanical
treatment activities than what was covered in the Program EIR.

The inclusion of land in the proposed project area that is outside the CalVTP treatable landscape constitutes a
change to the geographic extent presented in the PEIR. However, within the boundary of the project area, the
surface water conditions are essentially the same within and outside the treatable landscape; therefore, the water
quality impact from manual and mechanical treatments is also the sam